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into  an  account  of  dollars  and  cents,  kic  asked  whether  the 
public  lands  were  to  be  debited  with  the  expenses  of  the 
removal  of  the  Indians  and  the  payment  of  agents.  The 
trustee  was  bound  to  give  all  the  benefit  to  the  person 
for  whose  trust  he  held  the  money,  and  the  person  for 
whose  use  and  benefit  the  trustee  undertook  to  apply 
his  money  faithfully  had  a  right  to  expect  the  full  ben- 
efit. He  spoke  of  the  great  importance  of  the  purchase 
of  Florida  to  the  country,  and  especially  the  southern 
States,  in  preventing  a  lodgement  of  a  foreign  enemy, 
independent  of  its  pecuniary  value.  He  had  no  doubt 
that,  af^er  deducting  these  sums  improperly  debited  to 
the  public  lands,  and  allowing  a  reasonable  sum  for  all 
necessary  appropriation,  there  would  be  enough  lefl  to 
fully  equal  the  amount  proposed  for  distribution.  He 
would  not  go  into  so  labored  an  argument  as  some  others 
to  show  what  would  be  left  in  the  Treasury. 

At  the  close  of  the  last  quarter,  there  was  in  the 
Treasury  thirty-one  millions;  and,  at  the  end  of  the  next 
quarter,  there  would  probably  be  thirty-three  millions, 
and  they  had  in  bank  stock,  nominally,  seven  millions, 
but  which  would  probably  be  equal  to  seven  millions 
live  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  by  adding  these  sums 
together,  they  had  at  the  end  of  the  year  about  seventy- 
two  millions.  To  avoid  every  thing  like  mistake,  be 
deducted  three  millions  five  hundred  and  sixty-eeven 
thousand  dollars,  and  still  there  would  be  upwards  of 
sixty-seven  millions  left.  The  late  Secretary  of  the 
Treasurv  (Mr.  McLane)  had  estimated  all  the  ordinary 
wants  of  the  Government  at  fifteen  millions,  and,  taking 
that  as  the  data,  there  would  still  be  twenty. five  millions 
left;  and  be  confidently  asked,  if,  after  all  the  wants  of 
the  Government  were  provided  for,  there  would  be 
twenty -five  millions  needed,  unless  they  increased  the 
army  and  navy  to  an  unreasonable  extent.^  He  cited 
documents  from  the  War  Department  to  show  that  a 
great  increase  of  the  army  was  not  wanted,  and  that  the 
notion  of  fortifications,  on  the  scale  contemplated,  was 
exploded,  as  not  calculated  for  general  defence;  and  they 
were  useful  only  at  certain  important  points;  and  that  a 
board  of  examination  had  been  recommended  to  point 
out  the  most  eligible  points  for  tbeir  erection;  a^d 
that  it  was  not  recommended  to  go  on  with  all  the  forti- 
fications  this  year,  but  to  expend  the  appropriation  this 
year  in  completing  those  already  begun.  Forts,  if  not 
manned  and  armed,  might  serve  the  enemy  as  a  place 
of  security  and  annoyance,  instead  of  defence  against 
them.  The  radicals  in  1822-'3-'4,  and  '5,  were  in  favor 
of  the  fortification  system.  They  might  think  they  could 
take  the  lead  and  regulate  public  opinion  on  that  sub- 
ject; but  they  would  find  that  public  opinion  would 
regulate  them,  if  they  saddled  a  standing  army  on  the 
country.  These  armies  employed  to  fight  for  the  Gov- 
ernment would  think  it  necessary  to  do  their  voting,  and 
the  militia  of  the  country  would  rise  en  nuuK,  and  vote 
to  abolish  them.  They  might  give  what  they  pleased 
for  their  navy,  and  get  out  all  the  timber  they  could  to 
build  all  the  ships  they  could,  and  they  could  not  con- 
sume the  surplus.  He  understood  there  was  a  project 
started  to  invest  the  surplus  in  stocks— but  that  would 
increase  the  difficulty,  and  instead  of  getting  clear  of  the 
surplus,  they  would  have  an  increase  of  it. 

The  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  had 
brought  to  bear  a  steam  power  to  help  them  to  get  rid 
of  it;  and  to  that  system  he  entered  his  solemn  protest. 
The  Postmaster  General  had  now  the  power  to  make 
contracts  with  these  steam  car  companies  for  the  trans- 
portation of  the  mails;  and  if  he  had  not  the  power,  he 
was  in  favor  of  giving  it  to  him.  He  argued  at  very 
considerable  length  against  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  to  show 
the  difficulties  in  which  it  would  involve  the  Government 
in  becoming  connected  with  these  companies;  and  if  the 
Vol.  XII.— 81 


power  was  doubted,  in  passing  the  distribution  bill,  this 
Post  Office  bill  was  still  more  objectionable.  He  relied 
upon  the  sound  integrity  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  in  re- 
considering his  former  views,  when  he  found  the  people 
desired  this  distribution  of  the  surplus.  If,  then,  they 
had  money  enough,  and  none  of  these  projects  were 
received  with  the  same  favor  as  this,  the  question  was, 
whether  it  would  not  be  sound  policy  to  adopt  it.  It 
was  said  that  its  passage  would  have  the  effect  to  destroy 
a  spirit  of  manliness,  which  was  necessary  to  keep  the 
federal  Government  in  tone.  When  the  people  would 
understand  that  the  money  they  received  was  not  a 
gratuity  or  a  bounty,  but  was  taken  from  their  own  funds, 
and  returned  to  them,  they  would  not  be  decoyed  into 
useless  experiments.  He  would  never  think  of  distribu- 
ting, except  in  cases  of  an  extraordinary  accumulation 
like  the  present  The  State  Governments  understood 
quite  as  well  how  to  manage  their  affairs  as  the  United 
States  did  to  manage  its  affairs,  and  would  make  a  judi- 
cious disposition  of  the  quota  they  would  respectively 
receive. 

Another  difficulty  was  suggested.  There  was  a 
number  of  new  States,  and  some  go'^ST  ^^  ^^  admittedt 
and  if  they  went  into  the  system  of  dividing  the  revenue 
from  the  public  lands,  the  old  States  would  hold  on  to 
the  high  prices,  and  never  consent  to  the  reduction  of 
them.  It  was  right  for  gentlemen  from  the  new  States, 
who  really  thought  so,  to  oppose  this  bill.  But  he  did 
not  believe  the  objection  well  founded.  They  must 
always  suppose  an  integrity  and  magnanimity  of  character 
in  the  thirteen  old  States,  upon  which  they  could  rely 
for  justice.  He  had  been  raised  in  a  new  State  himself 
and  he  was  ready  to  say  that  the  moment  he  voted  for 
the  distribution,  he  should  be  as  ready  to  vote  for  a  re- 
duction, so  as  to  enable  the  inhabitants  of  the  new  States 
to  purchase  land  for  a  home  for  themselves  and  families. 
He  had  voted  against  the  amendment  oflTered  by  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Walkm,]  because  he 
did  not  think  it  could  answer  the  purpose  intended,  but 
declared  hismelf  friendly  to  a  gradual  reduction  that 
would  benefit  the  settlers,  let  the  fate  of  this  bill  be  what 
it  might,  and  would  vote  for  a  graduation  principle* 
such  as  would  protect  the  honest  settler.  If  any  thing 
should  put  him  out  of  humor  on  that  subject,  it  would 
be  because  his  own  State  had  not  received  anything 
from  the  general  Government.  He  spoke  of  the  facili- 
ties loans  from  banks  afforded  to  combinations  for  the 
purposes  of  speculation,  and  of  the  inability  of  those  not 
concerned  in  them  to  compete  with  them  in  the  purchase 
of  public  lands.  Those  speculators  lived  upon  their 
wits  instead  of  their  labor.  He  closed  by  p6rtraying 
the  general  benefits  that  would  result  from  the  passage 
of  the  b'Ul^  which  would  check  this  system  of  specula^ 
tion,  and  bring  back  a  return  of  a  wholesome  and  sound 
currency;  it  would  be  the  means  of  sustaining  these 
banks;  it  would  be  invested  in  internal  improvements 
and  general  education,  and  none  of  the  other  projects 
ought  to  come  into  collision  with  it,  as  there  was  money 
enough  for  them  all.  It  was  returning  to  the  States 
what  was  their  own  money,  and  be  would  never  consent 
that  they  should  be  treated  as  in&nts,  incapable  of  acting 
for  themselves. 

Mr.  WALKER  submitted  the  followipg  amendment: 
which  was  to  strike  out  the  distribution  according  to  the 
last  census,  and  insert  a  distribution  according  to  the 
compound  representation  of  the  respective  States  in  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  W.  said  that  if  this  distribution  bill  should  be 
forced  upon  us,  whether  he  should  vot^  for  or  against 
it,  he  wished  to  see  it  made  at  perfect  as  posible.  That 
his  amendment  was  in  accordance  with  that  feature  of 
the  constitution  which  regarded  the  States  as  coequal 
sovereignties,  which  provided  for  their  equal  represent- 
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ation  in  llie  Senate,  nnd  which  gives  each  of  them  two 
electoral  votes  in  arldition  to  their  number  of  represent- 
atives in  the  other  House  of  Congress.  That  if  the  distri- 
bution principle  was  to  be  adopted,  lie  could  not  think  it 
proper,  under  existing  circumstances,  to  look  upon  the 
States  as  counties,  and  wholly  disregard  their  rights  as 
equal  members  of  this  great  confederacy.  That  the 
principle  proposed  by  him,  whilst  it  did  not  divide  the 
moneys  equally  among  the  States,  yet  was  a  nearer  ap- 
proach to  equality  than  the  proposition  embraced  in  the 
bill  as  it  now  stands.  Mr.  W.  then  proceeded  to  show 
what  States  would  be  the  gainers  by  this  amendment, 
specifying  the  exact  amount  for  each  State.  He  said 
the  proportion  of  Mississippi  would  be  nearly  doubled, 
and  that  of  little  Delaware,  nearly  tripled. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  returned  his  thanks  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  for  his  kind  intentions  towards  little 
Delaware,  though  she  would  be  ytry  glad  to  get  the 
proportion  allotted  to  her  in  the  shape  it  came  from  the 
committee.  Should  any  member  in  favor  of  little  Dela- 
ware come  before  them  on  a  future  occasion,  he  would 
be  happy  to  receive  the  gentleman's  support;  but,  for 
the  present,  he  must  beg  to  decline  his  proffered  kind- 
ness. 7'he  bill  gave  to  Delaware  her  proportion;  not 
according  to  the  ratio  of  her  representation  in  the  other 
House;  not  according  to  the  number  of  her  Senators  and 
Representatives  in  both  Houses;  but  apportioned  her 
share  of  the  distribution  on  the  basis  of  her  federal  popu- 
lation, which  was  the  only  true  and  just  principle  of  dis- 
tribution.    With  this  Delaware  would  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  CLAY  opposed  the  amendment,  as  not  in  accord- 
ance with  tlie  provisions  of  the  deed  of  cession  from  the 
State  of  Virginia,  declaring  that  the  lands  given  by 
her  should  be  held  for  the  common  benefit  of  all  the 
States  then  in  the  Union,  and  those  that  might  thereaf- 
ter come  into  it;  and  that  the  distribution  should  be 
made  in  proportion  to  the  burdens  borne,  respectively, 
by  the  several  States,  of  the  general  expenses  of  the 
Government.  The  amendment,  therefore,  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi  would  be  unconstitutional;  (he 
only  true  principle  vf  distribution,  complying  with  the 
terms  of  the  deed  of  cession,  was  on  the  basis  of  federal 
population. 

Mr.  WALKER,  replied,  disclaiming  any  disrespectful 
reference  to  Delaware,  and  eulogizing  her  valor  and  pa- 
triotism at  the  period  of  the  Revolution.  He  said  that  if 
the  distribution  proposed  by  him  violated  the  terms  of 
cession,  so  did  this  bill;  for  it  proposed  to  give  a  certain 
additional  per  centage  of  the  proceeds  of  these  lands  to 
some  States^  and  not  to  others.  Mr.  W.  denied  that  his 
proposition  violated  the  terms  of  the  compact.  These 
terms  (admitting  even  that  they  remained  in  force  after 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution)  did  not  grant  these 
lands  as  a  common  fund  to  the  several  States  in  propor- 
tion to  their  population,  but  upon  a  different  ratio,  name- 
ly, in  proportion  to  **  their  usual  respective  proportions 
in  the  general  charge  and  expenditure."  Now,  (said  Mr. 
W.,)  the  <<  usual  general  charge"  in  carrying  on  this 
Government,  is  nut  in  proportion  to  population.  The 
exporting  States,  of  which  Mississippi  is  one  of  the 
largest,  bear  a  proportion  in  sustaining  this  Government, 
both  in  war  and  in  peace,  far  beyond  their  population. 
In  war  they  bear  nearly  the  whole  pecuniary  burden; 
for  their  great  staple  falls  to  a  mere  nominal  price, 
whilst  home  manufactures  rise  in  value;  and  in  peace, 
the  tariff,  from  which  we  derive  our  revenue,  whilst  it 
is  thought  to  aid  the  manufactures  of  the  North,  de- 
presses the  value  of  the  Southern  staples.  In  any  point 
of  view,  the  charges  upon  the  people  of  the  Union  are 
not  in  proportion  to  population.  It  is  true,  direct  taxes 
are  in  proportion  to  the  federal  population,  and  we  are 
told  taxation  and  representation  go  together;  but  taxa- 
tion and  representation  do  not  go  together,  in  their  full 


extent,  under  our  form  of  Government;  otherwise,  the 
large  and  the  small  States  would  not  be  equally  repre- 
sented in  the  Senate.  If  representation  is  to  be  the  cri- 
terion, that  criterion,  under  our  constitution,  should  be 
the  representation  in  both  Houses  of  Congress,  as  be 
(Mr.  W.)  proposed.  If  Uxation  was  to  be  the  criterion, 
direct  taxation  would  furnish  no  practical  rule  on  tlie 
subject.  Direct  taxation  was  one  only  of  the  modes  of 
supporting  this  Government — a  most  unusual  one — and 
Mr.  W.  thought  it  probable  would  never  be  resorted  to 
again.  The  *<  usual  general  charge"  upon  the  States 
is  the  tariff;  and  this  does  not  operate  in  proportion  to 
population. 

Whilst,  Mr,  W.  said,  he  was  no  believer  in  "the  forty 
bale  theory,"  yet  he  proceeded  to  prove  that,  under  the 
tariff  system,  the  exporting  States  bear  more  than  their 
proportion  of  the  charges  of  conducting  the  Govern- 
ment; it  affects  them  both  as  consumers  and  exporters, 
whilst  those  States  that  export  nothing  are  affected  as 
consumers  only.  Mr.  W.  then  pointed  to  that  clause  of 
the  bill  which  proposed  to  distribute  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales  of  the  lands  in  1840  and  1841,  according  to  the 
last  census,  whereas  they  should,  according  to  the  theo- 
ry of  the  bill,  be  distributed  according  to  the  next  cen- 
sus, whicli  will  greatly  increase  the  share  of  Miisissippi. 
and  ought  to  be  done  if  (he  present  ratio  was  retained. 

Mr.  NILES  made  some  remarks  in  favor  of  the 
amendment.  He  said  these  lands  were  ceded  as  a  com- 
mon fund,  to  pay  the  debts  of  the  confederation  and 
carry  on  the  war;  and  if  they  were  considered  a  fund 
belonging  to  the  States,  there  was  much  reason  to  be- 
lieve they  belonged  to  them  as  sovereignties;  but  if  they 
were  the  exclusive  property  of  the  Union,  then  there 
was  an  arbitrary  power  in  the  Government  over  their 
distribution.  He  regarded  the  whole  scheme  as  an  in- 
direct system  of  internal  improvement,  and  in  carrying 
iJt  out  a  regard  ought  to  be  had  to  the  distribution 
among  the  States  according  to  their  respective  wants 
and  necessities;  they  ought  to  give  the  most  to  those 
that  needed  it  most.  Some  Slates  bad  just  commenced 
their  internal  improvements,  and  would  need  more  than 
others.  The  State  of  New  York  had  ftniahed  hers,  and 
would  not  need  any  assistance.  If  there  was  any  prin- 
ciple in  this  bill,  it  was  in  favor  of  this  amendment.  The 
Stales  had  formerly  stood  upon  equal  footing,  and  Kttle 
Delaware  then  stood  up  as  an  equal  with  Virginia.  He 
belonged  to  one  of  the  small  States,  and  was  opposed  to 
the  whole  scheme;  but  if  they  were  to  be  bought  up, 
he  wanted  as  high  a  price  as  he  could  get. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  referred  to  the  deed  of  cession  from 
tlie  State  of  Virginia,  to  show  that  the  principle  con- 
tained  in  the  amendment  was  unconstitutional.  The 
deed  of  cession  required  that  the  distribution  of  the  fund 
arising  from  these  lands  should  be  made  according  to 
the  respective  proportion  contributed  by  them  of  the 
general  charges  and  expenditures  of  the  Government. 
Now,  could  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  tell  him  that 
Mississippi  and  Delaware  paid  a  proportion  of  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Government  equal  to  the  proportion  of 
their  Senators  and  Representalives  in  Congress?  and  if 
not,  how  the  distribution  proposed  by  his  amendment 
(taking  the  additional  amount  given  to  these  two  States 
from  the  other  States)  would  be  just?  Now,  the  appor- 
tionment on  the  basis  of  federal  population  was  the  only 
just  one,  because  it  was  on  that  basis  that  the  direct 
taxes  were  apportioned.  Mr.  C,  af\cr  taking  a  view  of 
the  two  messages  of  the  President  recommending  a  dis- 
tribution of  the  surplus  revenue  on  the  basis  of  federal 
population,  and  reading  copious  extracts  from  it,  said 
that  the  distribution  on  that  basis,  as  recommended  by 
the  President,  was  (he  only  just  one,  and  that  he  heartily 
agreed  in  opinion  with  him.  By  apportioning  the  distribu- 
tion according  to  the  representation  in  the  other  House, 
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Delaware  would  be  treated  with  great  injustice,  because 
•lie  had  but  one  Representative,  and  wanted  but  a  frac- 
tion of  population,  according  to  the  apportionment  of 
Kepreseiitatives,  to  entitle  her  to  two;  while  a  distribu- 
tion, according^  to  the  number  both  of  Senators  and  Rep- 
resentatives, would  give  Delaware  three  shares,  though 
she  was  entitled  to  but  two,  or  nearly  two,  and  would 
be  unjust  to  the  large  Slates. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  he  had  not  said  the  additional  per 
centage  was  unequal;  he  had  only  said  it  was  not,according 
to  the  proposed  ratio  of  federal  population,  and,  there- 
fore, if  this  ratio  could  be  departed  from  in  the  one  case, 
it  could  in  the  other,  as  proposed  by  him,  (Mr.  W.) 
That  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clat]  must  be  hard  pressed  for  argument  when  he  ral- 
lied the  friends  of  the  bill  against  a  just  amendment,  by 
8 tying  it  had  emanated  from  him,  (Mr.  W.,)  all 
enemy  of  the  bilt  Mr.  W.  said  it  was  true  he  had  feared 
the  policy  of  the  bill  was  to  defeat  pre-emption  laws,  to 
keep  up  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  to  keep  up  the 
tariflf  on  the  lands  of  the  West,  whilst  it  waa  reduced  in 
all  other  cases;  and  that  he  had  deeply  lamented  the 
failure  fur  the  present  of  this  amendment  reducing  the 
price  for  four  forty-acre  lota  in  favor  of  actual  settlers 
only,  which  would  have  greatly  benefited  the  poor  man 
and  the  actual  cultivator  of  the  soil.  But,  he  had  not 
told  the  Senate  how  he  should  now  vote.  Since  this 
bill  was  introduced,  the  old  Slates  had,  he  feared,  be- 
come more  and  more  rigid  in  regard  to  the  settlers  in 
the  new  States — that  they  were  now  opposing  pre-emp- 
tions as  well  as  a  reduction  of  the  price.  That  as  re- 
gards the  settlers,  the  speeches  of  gentlemen  in  their 
favor  were  very  good  things;  but  when  gentlemen  spoke 
one  way  for  the  settlers,  and  voted  another  way  against 
them,  their  speeches  amounted  to  less  than  nothing. 
That  no  provi:>ion,  as  regards  any  ratio  of  distribution 
was  designated  by  the  constitution;  and  that  to  disregard 
the  representation  of  the  States  in  the  Senate  altogether, 
was  to  make  an  approach  towards  breaking  down  the 
State  sovereignties  and  consolidating  the  Government. 

Mr.  W.  said  there  were  peculiar  reasons  why  the 
principle  of  distribution  which  he  proposed  now  might 
be  very  just  at  this  period,  and  yet  not  constitute  a  stand- 
ing precedent.  All  the  new  States  (but  one)  are  small 
States,  whose  fund  would  be  increased  by  the  principle 
he  proposed  to  adopt;  and  that  this  would  be  only  re- 
turning to  the  people  of  the  new  States,  who  paid  into 
your  Treasury  nearly  all  this  fund,  a  large  ratable  pro- 
portion of  the  moneys  paid  by  themselves.  Mr.  W.  said 
if  he  had  proposed  to  divide  this  fund  equally  among  all 

.  the  States,  without  regard  to  population,  there  might  be 
some  ground  to  complain;  but  when  his  proposed  distri- 
bution adopted  the  compound  ratio  of  representation  in 

.  both  Houses,  fixed  by  the  constitution,  it  would  come 
much  nearer  to  a  just  basis,  under  existing  circumstances, 
than  the  last  or  the  next  census. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi, 
it  was  true,  ofi'ered  strong  inducements  to  Delaware  to 
obtain  the  support  of  her  Senators  to  his  amendment, 
and,  these  failing,  he  had  offered  another,  by  way  of 
compliment  to  her  Senator,  and  that  had  also  failed — ^the 
Senator  from  Delaware's  sense  of  justice  outweighing 
all  other  con^iiderations.  The  gentleman  referred  to  the 
inequality  in  the  bill  which  gave  the  12  per  cent  to  the 
new  States.  Now,  if  the  Senator's  sense  of  justice  to- 
wards the  old  States  was  so  strong  as  to  induce  him  to 
move  to  strike  out  this  provision,  and  he  could  get  the 
gentleman  from  the  other  new  States  to  agree  with  him, 
he  (Mr.  C.)  did  not  know  that  he  would  persist  in  a  de- 
sire to  retain  it.  Mr.  C  then  went  on  to  show  that  the 
distribution  according  to  the  baais  of  federal  population 
was  the  only  just  one,  and  urged  the  Senate  not  to  adopt 

.  the  amendment,  as  going  to  defeat  the  bill. 


Mp.  PORTER  observed,  in  reply  to  Mr.  wAkbr,  that 
as  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  had  not  given  any  pledge 
to  vote  either  for  or  against  the  bill,  he  was  stfll  open  to 
conviction,  and  he  hoped  he  might  be  induced  to  go  for 
it.  Now,  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to  vote  for  the  bill, 
and,  being  friendly  to  it,  he  dreaded  the  effect  the 
amendment  would  have  in  the  other  House.  In  the  Sen- 
ate the  small  States  were  strong,  but  in  the  other  House 
the  tubles  would  be  turned;  there  will  (said  Mr.  P.)  be 
forty  to  one  against  us.  He  therefore  could  not  vote 
for  the  amendment,  as  he  believed  it  would  defeat  the 
bill. 

Mr.  BLACK  observed  that  he  had  carefully  examined 
the  deed  of  cession  from  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  was 
satisfied,  after  full  reflection,  that  the  amendment  of  his 
colleague  conflicted  with  its  provisions.  He  was  there- 
fore compelled  to  vote  against  it. 

The  question  was  here  taken  on  Mr.  Walker's 
amendment,  and  it  was  rejected:  Yeas  6,  nays  37,  as 
follows:. 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Linn,  Niles, 
Robinson,  Walker — 6. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Goldsborough, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Man- 
gum,  Moore,  Morris,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Pren- 
tiss, Preston,  Rives,  Robbins,  Shepley,  Southard,  Swifr, 
Tallmadge,  Torolinson,  Webster,  White,  Wright— 37. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TuKSDAT,  Afbil  26. 
TEXAS. 

Mr.  MORRIS  presented  the  proceedings  of  a  large 
and  respectable  meeting  of  the  citizens  of  Cincinnati, 
on  the  subject  of  the  struggle  for  freedom  now  going 
on  in  Texas,  and  suggesting  the  expediency  of  acknowl- 
edging the  independence  of  that  country.  Mr.  M.  asked 
that  the  proceedings  might  be  read,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  suggested  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  whether  it  was  not  going  too  far,  in  the 
present  aspect  of  the  affairs  of  Texas,  to  refer  these 
proceedings  to  a  committee.  However  strong,  he  said, 
our  feelings  might  be  in  favor  of  these  unfortunate  men 
who  were  struggling  for  the  preservation  of  their  dear- 
est rights,  as  well  as  for  their  very  existence,  and  how- 
ever deep  our  abhorrence  and  detestation  of  the  cruel 
and  tyrannical  conduct  of  their  invaders,  yet  be  thought 
that  the  acknowledgment  of  their  independence  at  tliis 
time,  or  the  adoption  of  any  measure  looking  to  it, 
seemed  to  be  premature.  He  admitted  there  was  a 
strong  feeUng  on  this  subject  pervading  every  portion 
of  this  countr}',  and  it  was  natural  that  it  should.  The 
people  of  this  country  could  not  but  deeply  sympathize 
with  those  who  were  contending  for  the  dearest  rights 
of  man,  and  must  necessarily  feel  a  powerful  sense  of 
indignation  at  the  blood-stained  atrocities  which  had 
marked  the  desolating  progress  of  their  cruel  oppressors. 
This  was  all  very  natural;  but  for  the  Senate  to  interfere 
in  the  present  state  of  aflTairs,  he  thought  was  prema- 
ture; and  he  suggested  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio, 
whether  the  best  course  would  not  be  to  lay  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  table. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  that  he  hoped  the  motion  to  lay 
these  proceedings  upon  the  table  would  not  prevail; 
that  such  a  course  would  not  be  expressive  of  the  sense 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States;  that  the  sympathies 
of  the  American  people  were  deeply  excited  in  regard 
to  the  situation  of  Texas;  that  there  were  thousands  of 
American  citizens  invited  by  Mexico  to  participate  in 
the  blessings  of  a  federal  Government  and  of  free  inst'i- 
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tutions— invited  to  settle  the  wilderness  and  defend  the 
Mexicans  a^inst  the  then  frequent  incursions  of  a  sav- 
age foe,  and  now  attempted  to  be  trodden  down  be- 
neath the  feet  of  the  most  sanguinary  despot  and  usurper 
that  had  ever  disgraced  the  annals  of  the  world;  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  Santa  Anna  and  his  priests  and  merce- 
naries were  the  rebels,  and  not  the  people  of  Texas; 
that  it  was  Santa  Anna  and  his  party  who  bad  prostrated 
the  federal  Government  of  Mexico,  and  were  now  at- 
tempting to  establish  upon  its  ruins  a  central  military 
despotism;  that  the  people  of  Texas  had  fought  for  the 
federal  constitution  of  1824,  and  adhered  to  it  until  all 
hope  of  its  preservation  had  been  extinguished;  and  that 
then,  and  then  only,  when  the  only  alternative  presented 
was  to  receive  the  chains  of  a  usurper,  or  resist  unto 
death,  they  had  nobly  unfurled  the  flag  of  independence, 
resolved  to  maintain  their  liberties  or  perisl)  in  the  con- 
flict.    Nobly,  gloriously,  had  they  maintained  the  une- 
qual contest;   they  would  perform  deeds  of  valor  that 
would  challenge  a  comparison  with  any  thing  in  Greek 
or  Roman  history.     Such  men  could  not  be  vanquished. 
No!  the  sun  was  not  more  certain  to  set  in  the  western 
horizon,  than  that  Texas  would  maintain  her  independ- 
ence, and  that  we  would  acknowledge  it.     The  death 
of  the  murdered  heroes  at  the  Alamo,  of  prisoners  of 
war  massacred  in  cold  blood  by  the  orders  of  a  ruthless 
tyrant,  would  call  down  upon  him  the  vengeance  of 
earth   and  Heaven.     It  had  excited  a  thrill  of  horror 
throughout  this  Union,  and  was  now  bringing  the  evi- 
dences of  public  feeling  before  this  body.     Let  us  now, 
then,  give  to  these  proceedings  in  favor  of  Texas  that 
respectful  reference  to  which  they  are  so  justly  entitled, 
and  which,  whilst  it  does  not  now  violate  the  neutrality 
of  this  Government,  will  cheer  onward,  in  the  hour  of 
gloom  and  danger,  a  people  who  are  imitating  the  exam- 
ple of  the  patriots  ol"  our  own  Revolution,  and  whose 
destiny  will  be  the  same. 

Mr.  MORRIS  was  well  assured  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion of  great  delicacy,  and  that  they  should  proceed  with 
much  caution.  He  agreed  with  his  friend  from  Missis- 
sippi that  the  public  mind  was  much  excited  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  the  sympathies  of  our  people  were  deeply 
roused  in  favor  of  the  suffering  Texians.  As  a  citizen, 
individually,  he  accorded  fully  with  the  feelings  express- 
ed in  the  proceedings  of  this  meeting,  but  as  an  Ameri- 
can Senator  he  felt  that  he  ought  to  act  with  some  cau- 
tion. He  believed  that  the  people  of  Cincinnati  spoke 
the  united  voice  of  the  whole  State,  and  that  their  meet- 
ing would  be  followed  by  other  meetings,  not  only  in 
Ohio,  but  in  every  part  of  the  Union.  He  was  willing 
to  lay  the  proceedings  on  the  table  for  the  present,  as 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  and  the  more 
so,  as  he  had  been  informed  thai  similar  memorials  would 
be  presented  from  other  parts  of  the  United  States, 
when  the  Senate,  having  the  sentiments  of  the  country 
more  generally  expressed,  might  think  proper  to  call  up 
the  proceedings,  and  act  on  them. 
The  proceedings  were  then  laid  on  the  table. 

DUTIES  ON  IMPORTS. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  pursuant  to  leave,  introduced  a  bill  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  « An  act  to  amend  the  several 
acts  imposing  duties  on  imports;"  which  was  read  a  first 
time. 

Mr.  D.  moved  the  second  reading  of  the  bill,  and  said 
it  required  a  word  of  explanation,  it  would  be  remem- 
bered by  all  that  the  tariflT  of  imports  underwent  an  en- 
tire revision  in  1832.  It  would  be  seen  that,  in  passing 
such  a  law,  it  was  not  convenient  to  enumerate  all  arti- 
cles of  merchandise,  as  it  would  render  an  act  too  volu- 
minous. Articles  of  merchandise  were,  therefore,  as 
far  as  they  conveniently  could  be,  classed.  In  doing 
this,  it  brought  goods  of  like  character^  and  subject  to 


like  duties,  together;  but  some  kinds  of  merchandise 
were  mixed  in  their  character,  being  made  of  diflTerent 
materials,  as  of  cotton  and  wool,  silk  and  wool,  or  cotton 
and  silk,  and  thus  it  became  difficult  sometimes  to  assign 
such  articles  to  their  proper  class. 

It  had  so  proved  in  regard  to  lead,  which,  in  its  un- 
manufactured state,  was  subject  to  a  heavy  duty  of  three 
cents  a  pound,  while  in  some  of  its  manufactured  states 
it  was  only  liable  to  fifteen  per  cent.  It  was,  therefore, 
immediately  introduced  in  the  form  of  busts,  and  then 
applied  to  any  purposes  for  which  lead  was  needed, 
being  substantially,  for  -all  purposes,  considered  as  un- 
manufactured. Yet  the  courts  held  that  it  was  manu- 
factured lead  in  this  form  of  busts,  and  subject  to  a  duty 
only  of  fifteen  per  cent.  It  became  neccssarv  to  pass 
'an  explanatory  act,  to  carry  into  effect  the  real  purpose 
of  the  law,  by  giving  suitable  protection  to  the  produ- 
cers of  lead,  and  busts  are  now  on  the  footing  of  unman- 
ufactured lead. 

The  bill  now  introduced  is  to  meet  a  like  unexpected 
construction  of  the  law.  The  second  section  of  the  law, 
after  providing  specific  duties  for  carpets,  baizes,  &c., 
says,  '*  and  upon  merino  shawls  made  of  wool,  all  other 
manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  which  wool  is  a  component 
part,  and  on  ready-made  clothing,  fifty  per  cent." 
Worsted  goods  were  imported  into  New  York,  and  not 
being  otherwise  provided  for  in  the  act,  the  collector 
decided  that  they  were  manufactures  of  wool,  and  fell 
under  the  above  provisions.  The  importer  thought 
otherwise.  He  admitted  that  worsted  is  made  of  wool, 
but  denied  that  a  cloth  made  of  worsted  was  a  manufac- 
ture of  wool.  He  paid  the  duty,  reserving  to  himself 
the  right  to  sue  for  the  excess,  and  recover  it  back. 
The  suit  was  instituted,  and  has  lately  been  decided  in 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States;  and  although 
we  all  here,,  when  the  law  was  made,  believed  what  was 
made  of  wool  was  a  manufacture  of  wool,  yet  the  court 
decided  that  worsted  cloth  was  not  a  manufacture  of 
wool,  and  therefore  that  worsted  shawls  were  not  enj- 
braced  in  the  provision  referred  to.  Having  thus  deci- 
ded, it  became  necessary  to  determine  what  duty  such 
goods  must  pay.  No  specific  provision  for  them  could 
be  found,  and  the  question  was  admitted  to  be  full  of 
difficulty;  they  were,  however,  assigned  a  place  among 
certain  silk  goods.  The  object  of  this  bill  is  only  to 
restore  the  legitimate  purpose  and  meaning  of  the  act  of 
1832;  otherwise  injustice  will  doubtless  be  done  to  both 
wool  grower  and  manufacturer,  as  goods  will  be  contri- 
ved for  various  purposes,  and  be  extensively  introduced 
under  this  construction  of  the  law.  Havinrthus  ex- 
plained his  object,  he  would  move  that  the  bill  be  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  hoped  for 
their  speedy  action  upon  it. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  second  time,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

LAND  BILL. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  appro- 
priate, for  a  limited  term,  the  proceeds  of  the  public 
lands,  &c. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose  to  address  the  Senate  in  support  of 
the  bill.  He  observed  that  more  had  been  already 
urged,  with  great  ability,  in  its  support,  by  those  who 
had  preceded  him  in  debate,  than  was  necessary  to  con- 
vince even  the  most  skeptical  of  the  great  benefits  to  be 
derived  from  it;  and  had  he  consulted  the  feelings  both 
of  that  body  and  of  himself,  he  should  have  remained 
silent,  acquiescing  in  what  had  been  said  in  behalf  of 
this  measure.  But  regarding  it  as  one  of  great  and  un- 
mixed public  good,  conducive  in  all  its  results  to  the 
benefit  of  this  whole  country,  he  could  not  reconcile  it 
to  a  sense  of  duty  to  leave  the  burden  of  the  argument 
on  his  friends,  able  as  tbey  had  shown  themselves  to  be. 
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It  was  possible  that  he  might,  on  this  occasion,  pre- 
sent some  views  to  the  Senate  tlmt  were  new,  or  that  he 
might  have  the  power  to  exhibit  those  already  offered  in 
a  new  light,  so  as  to  induce  a  more  favorable  opinion  for 
what  had  not  been  sufficiently  considered.     It  was  for 
this  purpose,  therefore,  that  he  ventured  to  intrude 
upon  the  time  of  the  Senate.     His  friend  from  New 
Jersey  who  sat  in  front  of  him   [Mr.  South abd]   had 
been  reproached  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wbisbt]  with  having  endeavored  to  create  alarm  in  the 
public  mind,  and  to  destroy  its  confidence  in  the  circu- 
lation of  the  country,  at  a  moment  when  it  was  essential 
that  the  public  property  should  be  rendered  secure. 
The  man  who  endeavored  to  disturb  a  just  confidence 
deserved  the  highest  degree  of  reprobation;    but  his 
fault  was  not  greater  than  that  committed  by  him  who 
endeavored  to  inspire  a  confidence  where  confidence 
was  not  due.     He  put  it  to  gentlemen,  whether  the  sen- 
tinel at  his  post  was  most  culpable  who  concealed  the 
approach  of  danger,  or  the  one  who  announced  it  when 
it  was  not  near.     He  would   not  charge  the  Senator 
from  New  York  with  treachery  when  he  endeavored  to 
impress  on  the  public  mind  the  belief  that  all  was  safe 
and  prosperous,  as  that  Senator  had  endeavored  to  do. 
Still,  the  public  treasure  was  not  in  such  a  condition  as 
warranted  the  Senator  in  making  such  representations; 
and  if  be  could,  he  would  inspire  him  with  one  deep 
and  constant  apprehension  of  its  security.     His  friend 
had  also  been  reproached,  and  with  little  justice,  he 
thought,  with  having  indulged  in  party  acrimony.     This 
reproach   was  altogether  unmerited.     His  friend  had 
drawn  a  picture,  a  just  picture,  of  the  state  of  the 
Treasury,  and  referred  to  the  powers  assumed  over  it 
by  the  Executive.     He  did  not  say  that  the  powers  as- 
sumed had  been  abused  by  the  President  or  by  those 
about  him — he  trusted  that  it  would  not  be  abused;  but 
lie  thought  that  all  would  agree  with  him  that  the  pow- 
ers assumed  were  utterly  at  variance  with  the  liberties 
of  a  free  country  where  a  constitution  and  laws  prevail- 
ed.    What  was  the  state  of  the  Treasury?    According 
to  the  returns  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  last 
brought  in,  there  were  upwards  of  forty  millions  of  pub- 
lic money  in  about  thirty-four  banks  created  by  State 
authority,  composed  of  money  which  still  belonged  to 
the  public,  part  of  it  being  at  the  credit  of  its  disbursing 
officers,   which,   with    the  seven   millions   of   United 
States  B«nk  stock,  made  a  total  sum  of  about  forty  mil- 
lions.    The  banks  in  which  these  deposites  had  been 
made  had  an  amount  of  specie  of  about  eleven  millions 
of  dollars,  and  their  total  immediate  liabilities  amounted 
to  about  the  sum  of  ninety-three  millions,  their  immedi- 
ate means  amounting  to  only  thirty-eight  millions.    This 
great  sum  was  held  by  banks  not  under  the  control  of  , 
law.     He  regretted  that  he  had  not  time  to  examine  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  came  in 
that  morning,  but  he  perceived  that  be  commenced  in  a 
defence  and  in  excuses  which  ought  not  to  be  necessary 
on  such  an  occasion.     This  great  sum  might  be  with- 
drawn in  a  moment,  at  the  fiat  of  the  Secretary,  and 
might  be  placed  all  in  one  bank,  or  deposited  in  a  place 
which  was  not  a  bank;  and,  without  inquiry  whether 
this  power  might  be  abused  or  not,  he  asked  if  it  was 
not  a  power  too  dangerous  to  be  confided  to  any  one 
man?    This  was  the  state  of  things  referred  to  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  and  which  induced  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  to  reproach  him  with  having  indulg- 
ed in  party  feeling.     This  power  was  too  great  to  be 
trusted  to  any  one  human  being.     In  any  one  of  the 
three  hundred  and  sixty -five  days  of  the  year,  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  destroy 
any  one  of  these  banks,  and  thus  lead  to  the  explosion 
of  the  paper  system,  in  which  the  property  and  credit  of 
such  vast  numbers  were  involved.    Now,  if  they  look- 


ed to  the  means  of  these  banks,  and  compared-  them 
with  their  immediate  liabilities,  they  would  find  that 
there  was  very  little  to  encourage  tlie  idea  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  that  all  was  safe  and  prosperous. 
They  had  collected  from  the  people  of  the  United 
States  about  forty  millions  of  dollars^  and  placed  it  in 
these  thirty-four  deposite  banks,  which  gave  them  no 
interest  and  no  security  for  the  return  o{  the  capital. 
They  could  give  in  fact  no  security,  for  if  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  were  to  take  bonds  from  them,  be 
would  do  so  Without  the  authority  of  law,  and  the  bonds 
would  be  therefore  void.  This  money,  thus  deposited 
in  these  banks,  was  loaned  out,  a  considerable  portion 
of  it,  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  and  the  means 
of  returning  this  sum  collected  from  the  whole  people 
consisted  of  the  notes  of  those  to  whom  it  had  been 
loaned,  and  who  these  were  was  not  even  known  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  himself.  Thus  this  vast  sum 
was  loaned  out  by  banks,  acting  without  authority,  to 
persons  unknown  to  the  Secretary;  and  in  the  case  of 
an  explosion,  the  loss  to  the  Treasury  would  be  in  pro- 
portion to  the  extent  of  that  explosion.  This  had  actu- 
ally occurred,  or  something  like  it,  after  the  close  of 
the  last  war,  and  caused  the  unavailable  funds  which 
were  now  in  the  Treasury.  But  if  such  a  pressure 
were  to  occur  as  took  place  about  the  year  1819 — want 
of  confidence,  or  a  large  export  of  specie  for  the  wants 
of  commerce,  or  a  failure  of  the  crops,  or  a  great  re- 
duction of  prices  of  the  great  southern  staple— if  the 
banks  became  affected  by  any  one  of  these  caoses,  the 
loss  to  the  Treasury  would  be  far  gi«ater  than  was  to 
the  public  in  1819.  Look  now  to  the  state  of  the  cur- 
rency; confidence  in  it  was  already  diminishing,  and  ex- 
changes were  greatly  deranged,  ^ile  bank  issues  had 
enormously  increased.  All  this  had  arisen  from  the  un- 
fortunate controversy  with  the  Bsnk  of  the  United 
States.  The  number  of  State  banks  in  1830  was  some- 
thing like  three  hundred;  and  up  to  January,  1835,  they 
amounted  to  nearly  seven  hundred  and  fif'.y,  while  the 
circulation  was  nearly  double  what  it  was  in  1830.  .  He 
had  no  doubt,  if  they  could  get  accurate  accounts,  that 
the  present  circulation  would  be  found  to  be  upwards 
of  a  hundred  millions,  and  the  number  of  banks  eight 
hundred*  all  of  them  without  law  and  without  responsi- 
bility to  the  United  States.  Was  this  a  state  of  things 
in  which  the  Senator  from  New  York  could  place  him- 
self on  the  watch-tower  and  cry  that  all  was  safe? 

When  the  currency  was  wrested  from  the  power  of 
Congress,  where  was  it  transferred?  It  was  not  even  in 
the  possession  of  the  States;  it  was  in  the  possession  of 
these  thirty-four  banks;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, whose  interest  it  was  that  it  should  be  secure,  did 
not  know  to  whom  they  had  loaned  it.  The  attention 
of  the  Senate  had  been  called  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
to  a  single  bank,  which  had  attempted  to  regulate  the 
currency  to  a  certain  extent,  by  prohibiting  the  land 
office  from  taking  the  notes  of  other  banks  designated 
by  it.  And  let  us  see  what  the  Secretary  of  the  I'reas- 
ury  has  done  while  Congress  is  legislating  on  the  subject 
of  the  currency.  In  his  letter  of  the  22d  February,  he 
requests  these  banks  (he  puts  his  commands  in  the  form 
of  a  request)  that,  after  the  1st  of  July  next,  they  will 
not  issue  notes  of  a  less  denomination  than  five  dollars; 
and,  at  a  certain  period  thereafter,  that  they  will  discon- 
tinue the  issue  of  notes  of  a  less  denomination  than  ten 
dollars.  Now,  he  was  not  about  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  discontinuing  the  circulation  of  bank  notes 
under  ten  dollars,  or  into  the  expediency  of  making  the 
currency  consist  of  gold  and- silver  only;  this  might  be 
right.  It  was  to  the  right  to  exercise  this  power,  with- 
out the  sanction  of  Congress,  that  he  should  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate.  Where  did  the  Secretary  derive 
this  power,  conferred  on  Congress  alone  by  the  constl- 
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tiition,  and  regerved  by  it  from  the  Executive  himself? 
The  power  of  taxation  was  not  much  greater  than  the 
power  of  determining  the  thing  on  which  taxes  should 
be  paid.  Give  him  the  latter  power,  the  right  of  deter- 
mining the  modes  of  taxation,  and  he  could  make  it 
nearly  equivalent  to  the  power  of  taxation  itself.  Now, 
if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  could  declare  what 
should  be  the  currency  of  the  country — ^if  he  could  reg- 
ulate these  banks  without  the  authority  of  Congress — this 
power  was  capable  of  being  rendered  equivalent  to  the 
tax-laying  power. 

No  man  of  ordinary  prudence  and  forecast  could  con- 
template the  existing  state  of  things  without  the  most 
serious  alarm.  It  was  impossible  that  they  should  con- 
tinue} that  eight  hundred  banks  should  go  on,  from  day 
to  day,  to  issue  so  much  paper,  and  that  the  twenty-four 
sovereignties  should  submit  to  it.  It  was  utterly  impos- 
sible but  that  an  explosion  must  come;  though  when  it 
would  come,  he  could  not  pretend  to  say.  They  might 
differ  there  about  the  cause  of  it,  but  come  it  certainly 
would.  There  was  a  most  unnatural  state  of  thingfs  pre- 
sented— abundance  on  the  one  hand,  and  scarcity  and 
pressure  on  the  other.  What  was  the  cause  of  this  pres- 
sure? One  cause  was  the  vast  portion  of  public  rev- 
enue locked  up  in  the  vaults  of  these  banks,  or  loaned 
out  by  them  to  persons  who  might  not  be  able  to  return 
it  promptly;  and,  if  they  looked  to  the  state  of  the  pub- 
lic pressure,  they  would  find  something  to  support  this 
opinion.  Where  was  the  greatest  pressure  at  the  pres- 
ent moment?  It  was  at  the  points  where  the  greatest 
amount  of  revenue  had  been  collected  and  deposited 
that  the  severest  pressure  was  felt;  and  of  these  points 
the  city  of  New  York,  being  the  greatest  both  for  col- 
lection and  deposite,  they  had  every  reason  to  believe, 
from  the  accounts  received,  suffered  the  most  from  pe- 
cuniary  pressure.  Let  us  look,  said  he,  at  other  points 
— at  cities  where  the  collections  were  not  so  grest,  and 
where  comparatively  little  was  deposited.  Take  Louis- 
ville, for  example,  or  any  of  the  cities  on  the  western 
waters.  At  Louisville,  where  capital  always  found  a 
ready  employment,  there  was  no  pressure,  and  the 
course  of  exchange  demonstrated  a  state  of  prosperity 
and  security.  Gu  to  Cincinnati,  or  to  any  of  the  south- 
ern cities,  and  it  would  be  found  that  the  measure  of 
pressure  was  equal  to  tiie  measure  of  collection.  There 
was  another  cause,  and  that  was  the  want  of  confidence, 
which  had  caused  a  severe  pressure  in  the  money  mar- 

The  fact  of  this  pressure  was  undeniable;  it  was  se- 
vere and  alarming,  and  called  loudly  for  theapplication 
of  Congress  of  any  constitutional  means  within  its  power 
to  relieve  this  distress,  flow  was  the  city  of  New  York 
to  be  relieved  from  the  abstraction  of  eleven  millions  of 
dollars?  She  was  to  be  relieved  from  the  pressure  only 
by  the  distribution  of  the  money  in  the  public  Treasury, 
which  would  sfTord  immediate  relief;  and  immediate  re- 
lief would  be  afforded  to  the  banks  in  that  city,  and 
in  those  other  great  commercial  cities  of  Philadelphia, 
Baltimore,  and  Boston.  And  was  it  possible  Congress 
could  adjourn  without  distributing  this  vast  treasure? 
Amon|^  the  schemes  devised  to  dispose  of  this  fund,  was 
one  of  making  large  appropriations  for  public  defence; 
and  the  term  public  defence  had  been  repeated  in  their 
ears  until  every  body  was  sick  of  hearing  it. 

In  good  old  times  the  Commons  of  England  or  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  did  not  go  to  the  Crown 
in  the  one  case,  or  the  Departments  of  State  or  the  Ex- 
ecutive in  the  other,  to  ask  how  much  they  could  spend, 
but  cut  it  down  to  reduce-it  to  the  proper  sum  consis- 
•  tent  with  economy.  But  now  they  goaded  and  harassed 
the  di:»bursing  departments  to  tell  them  how  much,  and 
what  was  the  maximum  amount  they  could  spend.  The 
Secretary  of  War,  in  a  document  highly  creditable  to 


bis  sound  judgment  and  discretion,  had  told  them  how 
much  had  been  expended;  and  it  was  evident  he  was 
against  this  extravagant  system,  as  he  had  cautiously 
avoided  indicating  any  sum  that  could  be  expended,  and 
supposed  they  were  capable  of  judging  for  themselves. 
But  this  did  not  suit  some  gentlemen;  and  he  was  called 
on  again,  and  it  was  referred  to  Colonel  Gratiot;  and, 
finally,  it  was  referred  to  a  lieutenant  in  the  service,  who 
had  given  it  as  his  opinion  that  six  millions  could  be  ex- 
pended. In  other  cases  they  had  not  only  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary,  but  the  authority  of  the  President. 
But  now  the  Secretary  i*efers  it  to  the  same  branch  of 
the  Department,  and  Congress  was  asked  to  expend  six 
millions  on  the  opinion  of  a  lieutenant.  There  could  be 
no  diversity  of  opinion  on  this  subject.  He  asked  gen- 
tlemen to  look  at  the  condition  of  the  country  now,  and 
compare  it  with  that  period  when  we  defended  ourselves 
so  successfully  against  a  powerful  nation.  Our  popula- 
tion has  about  doubled  since  then;  we  had  twelve  sliips 
of  the  line  finished  or  on  the  stocks,  and  an  additional 
number  of  frigates,  and  our  whole  coast  from  the  Dalize 
to  Norfolk  was  increased  in  all  its  fortifications.  He  ad- 
verted to  the  efficient  defences  of  New  York  and  of  the 
whole  north  Atlantic  coast,  and  asked  the  Senators  to 
look  at  the  Canada  frontier,  and  compare  our  resources 
and  strength  there  with  what  it  was  in  1814,  and  they 
would  find  it  possessed  a  thousand  times  the  strength  it 
then  did.  We  had  paid  oft*  a  debt  of  upwards  of  a  hun- 
dred millions,  and  it  was  ideal  to  compare  our  strength 
then  with  what  it  was  now.  The  introduction  of  steam 
power  on  the  father  of  rivers,  the  Mississippi,  and  other 
navigable  rivers,  baffled  all  calculations  in  figures  of  our 
strength.  This  thing  of  making  these  extravagant  cal- 
culations in  regard  to  fortifications,  &c.,  was  nothing  but 
an  effort  to  get  rid  of  the  surplus.  Appropriations  and 
expenditures  were  not  synonymous  terms.  Appropria- 
ting more  than  Ihey  could  expend  would  only  be  turning 
another  leaf  in  the  leger,  and  charging  it  against,  instead 
of  leaving  it  where  it  stood,  to  the  credit  of  the  Treas- 
ury. The  appropriation  of  last  year  could  not  be  ex- 
pended. They  might  appropriate  it  as  they  pleased,  and 
they  could  not  expend  it;  and  to  leave  it  where  it  was, 
it  was  in  repositories  that  were  insecure  and  unsafe;  and 
the  loss  of  interest  while  it  remained  in  these  banks 
alone  would  amount  to  upwards  of  two  millions  per  an- 
num; and,  besides  the  loss  of  interest,  they  ran  the  risk 
of  losing  the  capital  itself.  What,  then,  ought  they  to 
do  with  it?  He  answered,  distribute  it. 

These  lands  were  acquired  by  cessions  from  States  and 
by  treaties  from  foreign  Powers;  and  under  either  mode 
they  came  under  the  general  powers  of  Congress.  The 
lands  acquired  by  cession  were  ceded  in  consequence 
of  the  revolutionary  struggle  to  pay  the  debt  of  the 
Revolution,  and  to  satisfy  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  and 
other  States,  for  the  extensive  waste  lands  in  those 
States.  The  President,  in  his  message  of  1832,  had  said 
the  object  for  which  they  were  ceded  having  been  ac- 
complished, they  were  then  subject  to  the  disposal  of 
Congres.^,  in  such  way  as  would  best  satisfy  the  several 
States.  The  deed  of  cession  from  Virginia  was  prior  to 
the  adoption  of  the  present  constitution,  and  Virginia 
having  been  a  party  to  it,  it  followed  that  when  the 
power  was  concurred  in  by  the  ceding  States,  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  States.  The  power 
to  dispose  of  the  thing  itself  implied  the  power  to  dis- 
pose of  the  proceeds  of  it.  In  the  view  he  had  taken  of 
it,  under  the  treaty,  the  power  to  dispose  of  it  was  unlim- 
ited. If  any  Senator  doubted  the  right  of  Congress  to 
dispose  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lands  in  Florida  and  Lou* 
isiana,  he  might  move  to  strike  out  those  proceeds,  and 
they  would  still  have  the  means  of  carrying  the  bill  into 
effect.  He  should  be  able  to  satisfy  every  Senator 
there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  poWer,  if  they  limited  it 
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to  the  deeds  of  cession.  The  language  of  the  deed  of 
cession  was  that  all  lands  within  the  Territories,  not 
granted  to  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  revolutionary 
army,  should  be  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  several 
States,  (Virginia  included.)  The  title  conveyed  was  to 
the  use  and  benefit  of  the  several  States,  (Virginia  in- 
clusive,) and  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  Union.  If  the 
cession  was  not  intended  for  the  benefit  of  the  States, 
the  language  designating  the  States,  and  Virginia  inclu- 
sive, would  not  have  been  used. 

But  it  had  been  said  that  if  these  lands  were  given  to 
the  Union  for  the  use  of  the  States,  how  could  the  ap- 
plication of  it  to  the  uses  of  the  Union  be  justified? 
Why,  because  the  application  of  it  to  the  uses  of  the 
Union  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  States  coiqposing  it. 
The  States  had  contracted  debts  which  were  assumed 
by  the  Union,  and  therefore  to  apply  them  to  the  pay- 
ment of  this  revolutionary  debt  was  the  great  object  of 
the  cession  by  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  such  application 
was  for  the  benefit  of  the  States  composing  the  Union. 
If  it  was  intended  that  this  cession  should  form  a  consoli- 
dated fund,  why  was  there  any  reference  to  the  propor- 
tion of  the  burdens  borne  by  each  State  of  the  general 
expenses  of  the  Union  as  establishing  the  mode  of  distri- 
bution? No,  the  fund  was  to  be  a  common  fund,  but  the 
trust  was  to  be  applied  like  any  other  trust  or  adminis- 
tration; though  general,  in  name,  it  was  for  the  separate 
and  individual  use  of  each  corporator. 

Now  recollect  that,  at  the  date  of  the  Virginia  deed  of 
cession,  the  exactions  from  the  several  members  of  the 
Union  were  in  their  corporate  capacities.  Suppose, 
then,  Virginia  had  paid  her  portion  for  the  general  de- 
fence, or  chose  to  pay  it  in  some  other  form,  would 
she  not  have  an  undoubted  right  to  demand  her  portion 
of  this  fund,  or  this  common  trusts 

The  measure  of  proportion,  as  provided  by  this  deed 
to  be  shared  by  the  States,  was  the  measure  of  burdens 
respectively  borne  by  each  in  the  general  expenses?  the 
measure  of  contribution,  and  the  measure  of  taxation. 
Now,  what  was  the  principle  of  the  plan  before  the  Sen- 
ate? It  adopted  precisely  the  same  measure  of  taxation 
and  of  burdens,  varying  only  according  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.  Suppose,  again,  that  the  whole 
revenue  of  the  United  States  was,  instead  of  being 
drawn  from  imports,  drawn  from  the  States  by  direct 
taxation,  then  they  would  have  information  of  what  was 
drawn  from  each  State.  Could  they  not  in  that  case 
allow  each  State  to  receive  her  proportion  of  this  fund, 
and  to  pay  the  amount  of  her  direct  taxation  in  gross ^ 
or  if  a  regular  account  was  kept,  would  not  the  State  be 
charged  with  her  portion  of  direct  taxes,  and  credited 
with  the  amount  of  her  portion  of  these  lands? 

Suppose  that,  instead  of  the  funding  system  which  we 
had  adopted,  instead  of  the  general  Government  as- 
suming the  debts  of  the  States,  each  State  had  been  com- 
pelled to  provide  for  and  make  payments  of  its  own 
debts,  would  it  not,  after  it  had  been  known  that  this  grant 
was  made  for  the  express  purpose  of  paying  the  revolu- 
tionary debt,  have  become  necessary  that  this  fund 
should  be  divided  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  States 
to  pay  their  debts?  If  this  was  not  so,  why  did  Virginia 
declare  that  these  lands  should  -be  held  for  the  common 
benefit  of  all  the  States,  Virginia  inclusive?  Now,  if 
these  debts  had  been  charged  to  each  individual  State, 
was  there  a  Senator  there  who  doubted  that  the  States 
would  have  come  forward  and  demanded  their  share  of 
this  fund^  It  did  not  seem,  therefore,  that  the  applica- 
tion of  this  money  to  the  uses  of  the  Union  weakened 
the  argument.  The  fund  was  so  applied,  and  applied 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  deed. 

An  argument  much  stronger  in  favor  of  the  application 
of  the  fund  that  was  now  proposed  was,  that  they  had 
arrived  at  the  first  application  of  it  by  inference  only. 


because  the  fund  betng  given  for  the  common  benefit  of 
the  States,  it  was  inferred  that  it  might  rightfully  be  ap- 
plied to  the  Union  which  was  composed  of  the  States; 
while  for  the  application  now  contemplated  they  had 
the  direct  sanction  of  the  deed  of  cession.  If  the  old 
articles  of  confederation  had  remained  in  force,  there 
would  have  been  no  difficulty  as  to  this  distribution,  as 
each  State  would  have  paid  its  own  share  of  the  common 
burdens,  and  would  have  been  entitled  to  receive  her 
proportionate  share  of  the  fund.  The  mode  of  taxation, 
however,  had  been  changed,  and  was  now  laid  on  con- 
sum  ptiun,  as  the  only  rule  by  which  they  could  approxi- 
mate so  nearly  to  equality.  And  what  other  rule  could 
approach  so  near?  Taxation  on  consumption  was  in 
proportion  to  population;  and,  by  following  it  up,  they 
in  this  bill  adopted  the  same  rule;  that  is,  the  burden  of 
taxation  being  on  the  population  of  the  States,  the  distri- 
bution was  to  be  made  according  to  it  generally.  This 
rule  of  distribution  was  fair,  just,  and  in  conformity  with 
the  terms  of  the  deed  of  cession.  Did  it  not  rest  on  the 
grounds  of  principle  and  reason?  The  uniform  practice 
of  the  Government,  down  to  this  very  day,  had  been  in 
conformity  with  this  exercise  of  its  power  over  these 
lands.  He  never  knew  this  power  to  be  questioned 
until  the  veto  of  the  President.  All  the  Presidents,  Mr. 
Madison,  Mr.  Jefferson,  Mr.  Monroe,  and  Mr.  Adams» 
had  administered  the  Government  in  conformity  with 
this  power.  What  had  the  public  lands  been  distributed 
for?  For  almost  all  the  purposes  of  the  country;  for  in- 
ternal improvement,  for  education,  and  for  beneficent 
purposes.  By  a  humane  policy,  they  granted  lands  to 
the  expatriated  Poles.  They  granted  lands  to  the 
French;  and  although  they  were  given  ostensibly  for  a 
designated  purpose,  yet  in  fact  the  grants  were  an  abso- 
lute bounty.  It  was  true  that  Congress  had  gone  too 
far  on  some  occasions,  but  all  uniformly  acknowledged 
that  they  possessed  the  power  to  make  the  grants.  After 
referring  to  the  messages  of  the  President  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  public  lands,  Mr.  C.  said  that,  supposing  this 
power  of  Congress  over  the  public  lands  to  be  incon- 
testable, the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wbiout] 
contended  that  there  was  nothing  to  distribute.  If  this 
were  so,  the  gentleman  objected  to  the  bill  with  some 
reason;  for  if  it  were  true  that  there  was  no  surplus  to 
distribute,  it  was  not  right  that  this  bill  should  pass. 
But  the  Senator  had  met  with  his  match  in  his  friend 
from  New  Jersey,  who  had  most  ably  refuted  all  his  po- 
sitions, and  shown  clearly  that  all  his  calculations  were 
founded  in  error.  Mr.  C.  then  entered  into  various  cal- 
culations to  show  the  amount  of  the  surplus  revenue,  with 
that  accruing,  and  replied  to  Mr.  Wright's  argument, 
that  the  military  bounty  lands,  the  purchase  of  Louisiana 
and  Florida,  and  various  other  offsets,  should  be  taken 
from  the  proceeds  of  the  land  sales,  before  they  could 
be  called  nett  proceeds.  Mr.  C.  contended,  as  had  been 
done  by  Mr.  Crittendbit,  that  the  jurisdiction  only 
over  Louisiana  and  Florida  was  of  far  greater  value  than 
the  amount  of  their  purchase,  i^nd  that  the  revenues  de- 
rived from  New  Orleans  and  Mobile  alone  (the  claim  of 
Spain  to  the  latter  having  been  quieted  by  the  Florida 
purchase)  would  pay  for  these  two  provinces  over  and 
over. 

Louisiana  was  purchased  for  the  peace  and  security  of 
the  country,  and  human  figures  could  hardly  reach  the 
benefits  of  this  acquisition  under  the  treaty  of  1804; 
and  so  of  Florida.  There  was  then  virtually  a  Texian 
war  going  on,  and  we  took  possession  of  the  country. 
He  alluded  to  a  document,  draughted  by  Mr.  Madison, 
which  had  been  pressed  upon  him  by  Mr.  C.  The  joint 
possession  of  Mobile  and  Pensacola,  by  the  treaty  of 
1818-*19,  would  alone  justify  the  sum  of  money  paid 
for  that  accession  of  territory.  Looking  at  the  great 
commercial  advantages  secured,  and  the  constant  emi- 
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gration  opened  out  by  it  with  a  statesman's  eye,  and  such 
as  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wbight]  had,  he 
would  no  doubt  have  seen  the  great  benefits  derived 
From  it,  and  that  not  one  cent  of  those  charges  he  had 
made  were  chargeable  to  the  public  lands.  The  policy 
of  removing  the  Indians  beyond  the  Mississippi  was  not 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  public  lands;  and  the  ex- 
pense of  removing  them  was  not  a  Tair  charge  upon  them. 
The  amount  of  the  two  items,  in  the  purchase  of  Louis- 
iana and  Florida,  was  about  thirty  millions. 

The  whole  product  of  the  public  lands  was  eighty- 
three  millions;  and  eleven  millions  and  upwards,  deduct- 
ed for  bounty  lands,  would  leave  upwards  of  seventy- 
one  millions.  Take  the  whole  claimed  by  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  [Mr.  Weight,]  the  entire  cost  of  re- 
moval and  interest,  and  the  amount  would  be  about 
twenty-four  millions;  so  that,  however  the  account  was 
stated,  there  was  a  surplus  remaining  of  about  twenty- 
four  millions. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  had  objected  to  that 
feature  assigning  ten  per  cent,  to  the  new  States.  He 
(Mr.  C.)  had  been  unjustly  charged  with  feelings  of  hos- 
tility towards  the  new  States;  and  he  thought  it  particu- 
larly hard  for  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yesterday  to 
question  the  equity  of  this  provision.  He  believed  that 
Senator  had  questioned  its  equity,  but  not  its  justice. 

[Mr.  Waulxb  said  that  he  had  already  explained  that 
it  was  not  against  the  equity  of  giving  this  10  per  cent, 
fund  to  the  new  States,  because  he  believed  that  it  was 
not  as  much  as  they  were  entitled  to.  He  had  only  said 
that,  taking  the  gentleman's  argument,  there  was  an  in- 
equality in  this  grant.] 

He  (Mr.  C.)  would  show  that  if  any  thing  was  wrong 
in  that  provision,  it  was  not  in  not  assigning  enough  to 
the  new  States.  The  principle  was  founded  upon  the 
measure  of  burdens.  It  gave  to  the  people  in  equal 
proportion  to  their  burdens.  He  went  into  a  calculation 
to  show  that  there  was  an  increase  of  six  per  cent,  of 
population  of  the  new  States  over  the  old.  The  mode 
of  taxation  now  pursued  was  not  by  direct,  but  by  indi- 
rect taxation.  I'be  measure  of  taxation  was  a  measure 
of  burden.  The  burden  was  a  taxation  paid  on  the 
direct  consumption,  it  would  take  up  too  much  time 
to  go  into  a  detail  of  the  increases  of  all  the  States.  The 
nearer  they  got  to  the  period  when  the  next  census 
should  be  taken,  the  more  unequal  it  would  be  in  regard 
to  the  new  States;  and  as  he  had  not  time  to  make  the 
calculation,  he  had  put  it  at  ten  per  cent.  The  increase 
of  population  was  where  thore  was  the  greatest  amount 
of  sales.  The  greatest  increase  of  population  was  in  the 
new  States,  and  as  they  increased  more  in  population 
they  got  more  of  the  ten  per  cent.  By  taking  into  the 
account  the  advantages  accruing  from  the  acquisition  of 
Louisiana  and  Florida  in  the  shape  of  duties  and  direct 
taxes,  and  the  great  benefits  derived  from  commercial 
advantages,  it  would  expunge  the  debt.  The  Senator 
from  New  York  thought  the  customs  would  dry  up, 
and  contended  that  the  sales  were  not  inordinate  in 
amount,  and  that  by  1814  we  would  not  receive  a  mil- 
lion of  dollars  from  them;  that  while  the  customs  would 
be  but  fourteen  millions,  the  expenses  of  Government 
would  be  seventeen  millions  of  dollars,  so  that  there 
would  be  a  deficiency  of  two  millions.  How  was  it,  he 
asked,  that  an  administration  that  came  into  power  on 
the  principles  of  reform  was  to  increase  the  expense 
from  thirteen  to  seventeen  millions?  But  he  said  it 
would  be  caused  by  the  increase  of  population.  The 
machinery  of  Government,  Mr.  C.  said,  was  the  same  in 
an  increase  of  population  that  it  was  now.  The  salaries  of 
the  President  and  pay  of  officers  of  the  Government 
would  be  the  same  as 'now.  The  late  Secretary  (Mr. 
McLane)  had  estimated  the  expenses  at  only  fifteen 
-millions,  and  the  late  Senator  from  South  Carolina^  since 


Governor  of  that  State,  (Mr.  Hayne,)  had  estimsted 
them  at  twelve  millions.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
had  not  served  the  Senate  with  any  data  to  show  the  in- 
crease from  thirteen  to  seventeen  millions.  He  did  not 
wish  to  see  any  of  the  protected  articles,  in  the  great 
principle  of  compromise,  touched;  but  if  it  should  be- 
come necessary,  other  means  might  be  resorted  to,  with- 
out touching  them. 

There  was  one  feature  in  the  compromise  bill  which 
was  a  most  happy  one,  and  he  was  delighted  at  having 
borne  an  important  part  in  that  measure.  The  whole 
country  seemed  to  have  been  satisfied  with  it;  and,  best 
of  all,  his  late  friends,  the  manufacturers,  whom  he  would 
be  the  last  man  to  desert,  and  whose  interests  he 
bad  always  supported,  bad  found  that  it  was  the  best 
measure  that  could  have  been  adopted  for  them.  That 
feature  was  this:  There  was  a  large  class  of  articles  on 
which  the  power  of  taxation  was  reserved,  and  the  taxes 
on  which  might  in  an  emergency  be  increased  without 
violating  the  spirit  of  the  compromise.  They  had  many 
luxuries  which  might  be  taxed,  if  the  revenue  abould 
fall  short.  In  their  anxiety  to  reduce  the  duties,  they 
had  diminished  the  duties  on  silks  and  wines — articles 
which  might  well  bear  increased  taxation.  Why,  sir, 
(said  Mr.  C.,)  we  may  have  abundantly  enough  of  reve- 
nue for  all  the  wants  of  the  Government,  without  re- 
sorting to  loans  or  the  lands,  simply  by  taxing  luxuries. 
Mr.  C.  then  went  on  to  show  that  the  receipts  of  the 
customs  would  probably  increase  instead  of  diminish. 
There  was  reason  to  believe  that,  unless  a  paper  explo- 
sion took  place,  the  revenues  of  this  year  would  be 
greater  than  the  last.  The  first  quarter  of  the  year  was 
estimated  at  five  millions,  and  the  whole  customs  of  the 
present  year  would  be  upwards  of  twenty  millions. 
They  might  reasonably  calculate  that  the  revenues  of 
the  coming  years  would  be  in  proportion  to  the  wealth 
of  the  country  and  its  ability  to  consume.  It  was  ab- 
surd and  out  of  reason  to  suppose  that  there  would  be  a 
deficiency  from  the  customs. 

Mr.  C.  having  shown,  as  he  said,  the  power  of  distri- 
bution, and  the  ability  to  make  it,  next  went  on  to  show 
the  expediency  of  the  measure.  It  had  been  objected 
that,  if  they  once  commenced  this  system,  they  would  not 
be  able  to  gel  rid  of  it.  Why,  he  would  ask,  were  they 
afraid  to  trust  the  States?  Recollect,  he  said,  tliat  the 
whole  was  founded  in  the  confidence  of  the  people,  and 
if  they  found  that  the  system  was  not  a  good  one,  it 
would  undoubtedly  be  repealed.  But  gentlemen  could 
not  have  pronounced  a  higher  eulogy  on  this  bill,  than 
by  saying  that,  if  it  was  once  passed,  they  never  would 
be  able  to  get  rid  of  it;  for  the  argument  inferred  that 
the  beneficial  effects  of  it  would  be  so  sensibly  felt  by 
the  people,  that  they  would  not  be  willing  to  give  it  up. 
Could  there  be  a  measure,  he  said,  more  calculated  to 
promote  the  peace,  happiness,  and  harmony  of  the 
Union,  than  this?  It  settled,  for  ever,  that  distracting 
question  of  the  right  to  appropriate  money  for  internal 
improvements.  Could  it  be  believed  that  the  States  of 
the  West  would  continue  to  be  satisfied  with  the  vast  ex- 
penditures of  this  Government  on  the  seaboard?  The 
day  would  come  when  the  united  West  and  Southwest 
would  demand  that  this  unequal  distribution  should 
cease..  But  pass  this  bill,  and  that  question  would  be 
quieted  for  ever.  The  distribution  among  the  States 
would  place  in  each  a  fund  amply  sufficient  for  all  the 
great  purposes  of  internal  improvement  and  education, 
to  be  applied  as  the  States  thought  proper.  There 
would  be  no  further  call  from  the  States  for  appro- 
priations for  these  purposes;  and  was  there  not  great 
fitness  in  enabling  the  States  to  act  for  themselves, 
without  asking  for  the  bounty  of  the  general  Govern- 
ment? It  was  impossible  to  imagine  any  thing  more  fit- 
ting or  more  proper,  with  regard  to  the  new  States  as 
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well  as  the  old.  He  would  call  on  ^ntlemen  of  tite 
West  to  give  up  their  rain  idea  of  appropriating  this  im- 
mense domain  to  themselves.  Wliat  hopes  could  they 
have  of  success  in  their  graduating  projects^  Let  them 
iook  at  the  votes  of  this  session,  and  say  whether  there 
was  any  chance  of  their  ever  carrying  lliem  into  effect. 
Were  they  nearer  to  the  accomplishment  of  their  plans 
now,  than  they  were  ten  years  ago' 

The  more  these  graduating  projects  were  discussed 
before  the  people,  the  greater  would  be  the  opposition 
to  them.  This  plan  of  measuring  the  value  of  the  lands 
by  the  bed  of  Procrustes,  and  putting  lands  worth  twen- 
ty dollars  an  acre  down  to  fifty  cents,  because  some 
were  not  worth  more,  would  never  meet  the  approba- 
tion of  an  intelligent  people.  And  in  the  mean  time, 
what  were  they  losing,  while  they  were  looking  after 
an  object  that  could  never  be  gained?  They  passed  by 
a  measure  promising  the  roost  incalculable  benefits, 
aggrandizing  their  States,  and  enabling  them  to  keep 
pace  with  their  neighbors  in  internal  improvements, 
and  ameliorating  the  condition  of  their  people.  These 
were  practical,  tangible  benefits,  which  should  not  be 
lost  sight  of  in  planning  wild  and  visionary  schemes, 
which  could  never  be  realized.  Mr.  C,  after  eulogi- 
zing the  land  system,  predicted  that  the  time  would 
come  when  a  measure  of  this  kind  would  be  adopted 
by  a  large  majority,  if  it  failed  now.  Hit  life  for  it,  he 
said,  this  measure  would,  political  opinions  apart,  find 
advocates  where  it  now  had  opposers.  He  called  the 
attention  of  gentlemen  from  the  new  SUtes  to  the  grad- 
ual redaction  of  the  quantities  of  unsold  lands  in  each 
State,  and  the  increasing  favor  this  must  procure  for  the 
scheme  of  distribution.  As  the  lands  in  the  new  States 
were  sold  off*,  the  interest  of  each  in  the  lands  within  it 
lessened,  while  their  interest  in  the  lands  exterior  to  them 
increased.  Ohio  might  already  be  said  to  be  an  old 
State,  and  Indiana  and  Illinois  were  rapidly  becoming 
so;  and  all  theseStates  would  in  time  stand  nearly  in  the 
same  relation  to  the  public  lands  that  the  old  States  now 
did.  The  argument  of  the  Senator  from  New  York, 
that  the  States  would  be  reluctant  to  give  up  the  pro- 
ceeds of  these  lands,  when  the  honor  or  interest  of  the 
nation  required  it  to  go  to  war,  was  little  complimentary 
to  their  patriotism  of  public  spirit.  K%  well  might  the 
gentleman  carry  the  argument  a  little  farther,  and  say 
that  people  were  not  to  be  trusted.  But  he  believed 
that  one  of  the  most  favorable  features  of  this  bill  was, 
that  it  imposed  some  sort  of  restraint  on  that  natural 
prnneness  of  republics  to  go  to  war. 

In  controversies  with  foreign  nations,  it  was  natural  for 
the  people  to  take  part  with  the  Government.  The  re- 
mark of  the  noble  Decatur,  "  Our  country,  right  or 
wrong,*'  was  one  that  was  always  felt  by  this  people. 
He  remembered  the  events-of  the  last  summer,  and  how 
near  they  were  being  involved  in  a  war  with  a  foreign 
Power;  and  although  he  did  not  approve  of  the  course  of 
the  administration,  ytt  he  would  have  given  it  his  most 
hearty  support,  had  a  war  unfortunately  taken  place. 
Look  at  the  controversy  between  Ohio  and  Michigan, 
and  say  why  it  was  that  all  on  one  side  were  unanimous 
in  favor  of  Ohio,  while  all  on  the  other  were  in  favor  of 
Michigan,  if  it  was  not  from  the  natural  disposition  of  the 
people  to  take  sides  with  their  Government,  right  or 
wrong.  This  bill  would  have  a  salutary  restraint  on  the 
disposition  of  republics  to  go  to  war,  by  making  it  the 
interest  of  the  States  to  preserve  peace.  But  when  the 
honor  or  safety  of  the  country  required  that  they  should 
go  to  war,  who  cotild  doubt  the  readiness  of  the  people 
to  make  every  sacrifice  to  maintain  them? 

By  passing  this  bill,  that  greatest  of  all  interests,  the 
interest  in  preserving  the  Union,  would  be  greatly  ad- 
vanced.   There  were  yet  seven  hundred  millions  of 
acres  of  land,  lying  outside  of  the  States,  unappropriatcd$ 
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upon  which,  it  was  true,  there  were  tome  encumbrances 
by  the  unextinguished  title  of  the  natives;  but  from  the 
moment  the  white  man  put  his  foot  on  the  rock  at 
Plymouth,  or  on  the  shore  of  Jamestown,  commenced 
the  entire  extinction  of  that  unfortunate  race  of  people; 
and  the  Indian  lands  might  all  be  counted  on  as  a  source 
of  distribution.  This  system  was  not  intended  for  one 
year  alone,  but  for  hundreds  of  years.  In  no  sales  for 
centuries  to  come  could  they  imagine  any  but  large  pro- 
ceeds; and  could  they  conceive  a  lie  more  strong  to  bind 
the  Union  together  than  the  fact  that  every  year  each 
State  would  share  with  its  co-States?  There  were  other 
topics  connected  with  this  subject,  but  he  would  not 
detain  the  Senate  with  a  discussion  of  them  at  this  time. 

It  would  be  recollected  that  this  fund  would  remain 
to  be  distributed  when  they  were  cold  and  lifeless  be- 
neath the  clods  of  the  valley.  Long  after  parties  and 
party  strifes  bad  ceased  to  exist,  this  vast  fund  would 
continue;  then  let  them  throw  aside  all  their  predilec- 
tions, and  come  up  to  the  measure  which  would  improve 
the  country  in  so  many  ways,  and  suppress  all  this  excite- 
ment caused  by  not  distributing  that  which  justly 
belonged  to  the  people. 

When  Mr.  Clat  had  concluded. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WSDSBSDAT,  ApBIL  27. 

NAVY  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  the  Senate  proceed- 
ed  to  consider  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the 
naval  service. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  amendments  proposed 
by  the  Naval  Committee,  and  the  question  on  the  first 
seven  amendments;  which  were  agreed  to. 

The  question  being  on  the  ei^ith  amendment,  viz:  to 
insert:  **For  the  purchase  of  sites,  and  the  erection  of 
barracks,  near  the  navy  yards  at  Charlestown,  Brooklyn, 
Gosport,  and  Pensacola,  $200,000." 

After  a  brief  explanation  from  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  this 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  following  amendments,  reported  by  the  commit* 
tee,  were  also  agreed  to: 

"  For  building  a  dry  dock  at  Brooklyn,  |180,000j 

•*  For  completing  the  steam  vessel  now  building  at  the 
navy  yard  at  Brooklyn,  $150,000; 

**  For  navy  hospiuls,  $45,410; 

"  For  completing  the  powder  magazines  near  New 
York  and  Boston,  with  the  landings,  enclosures,  and  de- 
pendencies, $19,200. 

"  And  be  it  further  enaeUd,  That  an  exploring  expe- 
dition to  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  South  Seas  be,  and  the 
same  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed,  and  that  the 
President  of  the  United  SUtes  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  to  prepare,  and  send  out  for  that  purpose,  a 
sloop  of  war,  and  to  purchase  or  provide  such  other 
smaller  vessels  as  may  be  necessary  and  proper  to  ren- 
der the  said  expedition  efficient  and  useful. 

**  And  he  it  further  enacted.  That  the  use  of  so  much 
ofthe  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  navy,  and 
other  means  and  facilities  under  the  control  of  the  Navy 
Department,  as  may  be  necessary  and  proper  for  that  ob- 
ject, be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  authorized;  and,  in 
addition  thereto,  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  thou- 
sand dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  appropria- 
ted, out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  sp- 
propriated." 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  b 
which  the  first  amendment  was  agreed  to;  and  this  mo- 
tion having  prevailed, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  the  sum  contained 
in  this  amendment  was  reduced  by  deducting  $52,257  75 
for  pay  of  the  ofiicers  and  men  of  two  vessels  which 
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could  not  be  prepared  for  service  during  the  present 
year. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  corresponding  reduc- 
tions were  made  in  other  amendments. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended. 

Mr.  HILL  asked  for  the  ayes  and  noes  on  the  first 
amendment,  which  increases  the  appropriation  for  the 
pay  of  the  navy  from  #1,974,178  91  to  $2,544,338  16, 
and  they  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  concurring  in  the 
amendment,  and  decided  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Clayton,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Goldsbo- 
rough,  Grundy,  Hendricks  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabams, 
Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  McKean,  Mang^m,  Morris,  Nicho- 
las, Niles,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives,  Robbing 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Southard,  Swif>,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Walker,  Webster,  White,  Wright^Sr. 

Nats — Messrs.  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hill,  King  of  Geor- 
gia, Moore,  Naudain — 5. 

The  other  amendments  were  then  concurred  in. 

Mr.  HILL  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the 
amendment  appropriating  money  for  an  exploring  ex- 
pedition was  agreed  tO{  but  the  motion  was  negatived. 

The  question  being  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amend- 
ment, 

Mr.  HILL  asked  the  ayes  ahd  noes;  which  were  or- 
dered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  an4  decided  in  the  af- 
.  firmative:  Yeas  44,  nay  1. 

FLORIDA   WAR. 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  re- 
ported, without  amendment,  a  bill  from  the  House  ma- 
king further  appropriations  for  the  suppression  of  hos- 
tilities in  Florida,  and  asked  of  the  Senate  to  act  on  the 
bill  at  tliis  time. 

The  bill  was  then  considered,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading. 

A  bill  from  the  House,  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  accept  the  services  of  volunteers  in 
certain  cases,  and  also  of  mounted  riflemen,  was  read 
twice,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  the  Senate  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business,  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  important  business,  which  ought  to  have 
been  acted  on . 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  he  had  been  unable  to  read 
the  voluminous  papers  which  belong  to  this  matter,  but 
.  expected  he  should  be  able  to  get  through  by  to-morrow 
or  the  day  after. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CALHOUN,  of  similar 
import,  the  motion  was  negatived. 

LAND  BILL. 

The  bill  to  appropriate  for  a  limited  time  the  proceeds 
of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  among  the  States,  and  to 
grant  lands  to  certain  States,  was  taken  up  as  the  order 
of  the  day. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  postpone  the  bill,  for  the 
.  purpose  of  taking  up  the  bill  making  appropriations  for 
fortifications. 

Mr.  B.  would  take  the  sense  of  the  Senate  in  the  most 
formal  manner  on  this  mode  of  proceeding  with  the  busi- 
ness of  the  country.  It  was  now  the  end  of  the  fifth  monili 
of  the  session,  and  scarcely  a  bill  for  the  service  of  the 
country  had  yet  been  passed.  He  had  been  fifteen 
.  years  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  had  never  seen  the 
parallel  of  it  before.  Not  to  go  into  the  enumeration  of 
the  immense  number  of  bills  lying  upon  the  tables,  and 
not  acted  upon,  here  was  the  fortification  bill,  reported 
in  January  from  the   Military  Committee,  and  not  yet 


acted  upon,  although  there  were  no  appropriations  for 
fortifications  last  year.  The  Senate  and  the  House  had 
both  engaged  in  ample  discussions  to  show  who  was  in 
fault  for  the  fiiilure  of  the  fortification  bill  last  year; 
no  such  discussion  would  be  necessary  to  show  who  oc- 
casioned the  virtual  defeat  of  it  this  year.  Mr.  B.  con- 
sidered the  fortification  bill  for  the  present  year  as  vir- 
tually defeated.  The  year  'would  be  half  out  before 
the  appropriations  would  be  ready  t  and  by  that  time 
the  season  for  work  in  the  South  would  be  gone  by;  and 
in  the  Middle  and  North,  workmen  and  laborers  would 
be  engaged  for  the  season;  and  the  United  States  would 
find  it  difficult  to  obtain  laborers,  and  be  under  the  ne- 
cessity of  paying  enhanced  prices  for  them.  . 

If  is  present  motion  was  intended  to  bring  things  to 
an  issue;  it  was  to  have  the  sense  of  the  Senate  formally 
taken  upon  the  question  of  proceeding  with  the  fortifica- 
tion bill;  and  therefore  he  should  move,  and  should  aak 
the  yeas  and  nays  upon  it,  to  postpone  the  land  distri- 
bution bill  for  a  week,  and  in  the  mean  time  to  proceed 
with  the  fortification  bill,  and  afterwards  with  all  the 
bills  for  appropriations  and  for  the  defence  of  the  coun- 
try. The  distribution  bill  was  now  the  antagonist,  not 
of  fortifications  only,  but  of  every  bill  for  the  service  of 
the  country.  It  was  the  antagonist  of  every  hill  that 
tended  to  diminish  the  mass  of  money  for  distribution. 
Many  were  the  bills  which  had  already  suffered  under 
it;  too  many  to  be  enumerated;  but  the  fate  of  one,  that 
of  the  Cumberland  road  bill,  was  too  striking  in  itself, 
and  too  clearly  characteristic  of  the  distribution  policy, 
and  its  effects  upon  the  country,  to  be  overlooked. 
This  bill  was  to  carry  on  the  oldeiA  and  best-established 
work  of  internal  improvement  in  the  country;  one  resting 
upon  compact,  and  sanctioned  by  every  administration 
from  Mr.  Jefferson's  time  to  the  present  dsy.  This 
road  was  to  go  to  the  Mississippi,  at  the  least,  and  ap- 
propriations tor  it  were  brought  in  early  in  the  session. 
What  was  the  fate  of  that  appropriation?  A  sacrifice  to 
the  distribution  scheme!  It  was  resisted  for  many 
weeks,  the  amount  reduced,  and  a  determination  openly 
announced  to  discontinue  the  only  thing  that  could  give 
it  any  value,  that  of  making  it  permanent  by  Macadami- 
zing or  gravelling.  Thus  the  Cumberland  road  has  fallen 
a  victim  and  a  sacrifice  to  the  distribution  spirit;  and  the 
fate  of  that  bill  is  to  be  the  fate  of  many  more.  At  pres- 
ent the  fortifications  are  to  suffer,  and  may  be  consid- 
ered as  defeated  for  this  year.  Thus  far  nothing  has 
been  done;  all  bills  for  the  service  of  the  country  have 
been  delayed  and  postponed;  all  the  heavy  appropria- 
tions have  been  kept  back,  and  for  a  purpose  which  is 
perfectly  understood  in  this  chamber,  and  ought  to  be 
understood  by  the  country.  It  is  to  make  a  surplus^  It 
is  to  make  a  fictitious,  delusive,  and  unreal  surplus,  to 
excite  the  cupidity  of  distributees,  and  to  form  the  new 
rallying  point  of  the  same  party  which  has  had  the 
career  of  so  many  new  projects  and  changes  in  a  few- 
years  past.  They  now  proclaim  a  surplus  of  thirty  mil- 
lions in  the  Treasury;  and  how  have  they  got  it  there? 
By  stopping  the  appropriations;  by  delaying  every  bill 
that  they  can;  by  cutting  down  every  appropriation  to 
the  lowest  dollar!  By  these  tactics,  they  have  succeed- 
ed in  damming  up  the  money  in  the  Treasury,  while  the 
business  of  the  country  has  stopped  for  want  of  that 
money.  Every  branch  of  service  is  suffering  for  want 
of  the  money  now  in  the  Treasury,  and  which  is  ridicu- 
lously called  surplus,  while  the  officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  vain  calling  for  it.  Mr.  B.  said  that  every 
person  knew,  or  might,  that  officers  were  borrowing 
money,  or  getting  public  money  without  law,  from 
banks,  to  carry  on  the  public  business,  while  Senators 
here  are  proclaiming  a  surplus  of  thirty  millions,  and 
absolutely  refusing  to  go  on  with  appropriation  bills,  and 
giving  all  their  time  and  all  their  pathetic  eloquence  to  the 
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miserfea  of  an  overburdened  Treasury.  More  than  that, 
salaried  officers,  with  pay  due  them,  are  borrowinjif  money 
at  usury,  for  the  support  of  their  families,  while  we 
sit  here  refusinj^  to  vote  their  pay,  and  indulging  in  sor- 
rowful lamentations  over  the  impossibility  of  ever  getting 
rid  of  the  public  money,  except  by  dividing  it  out.  They 
arc  shedding  real  tears  over  their  empty  pockets,  while 
we  are  shedding  fictitious  and  crocodile  tears  over  the 
fulness  of  the  Treasury.  Such  were  the  first  fruits  of 
this  most  fatal  and  ruinous  policy  of  distribution.  It 
would  soon  manifest  its  hideous  spirit  in  the  defeat  of 
the  most  important  and  the  mojt  necessary  bills  i  and 
he,  (Mr.  B.)  without  treading  upon  forbidden  ground, 
might  allude  to  what  was  publicly  known,  that  a  treaty 
had  been  made  with  the  Cherokees  last  year,  requiring 
five  and  a  half  millions,  and  another  with  Indiansin  Mich- 
igan, for  a  million  and  three  quarters;  and  that  now,  at 
the  end  of  five  months,  neither  of  these  treaties  were 
acted  upon!  and  could  not  be  passed  without  putting  an 
end  to  this  lamentation  about  the  surplus.  Every  thing 
had  to  be  kept  back  to  swell  a  surplus,  to  make  an  os- 
tensible amount  in  the  Treasury;  and  then  every  thing 
that  could  be  defeated  would  have  to  be  defeated,  in 
order  to  save  that  ostensible  surplus  for  distribution. 
Hence  a  new  and  fell  spirit  was  brought  into  our  legis- 
lation; a  spirit  wholly  intent  upon  gettmg  at  the  money 
in  the  Treasury,  and  pushing  aside,  trampling  down,  and 
cutting  off,  every  measure  for  the  rood  of  the  country, 
which  threatened  to  take  a  dollar  from  this  adored  sur- 
plus. How  is  it,  said  Mr.  B.,  with  this  bill?  What  right 
has  it  to  take  precedence  over  the  fortification  bill,  and 
the  other  bills  for  the  service  of  the  country?  Surely 
the  supplies  ought  to  be  voted  before  the  excess  is 
thrown  away;  surely  the  surplus  ought  to  be  ascertained 
before  it  is  distributed.  This  is  regular  and  natural; 
but  if  it  was  done,  the  surplus  scheme  would  be  blown 
up.  All  the  money  in  the  Treasury,  and  more  too, 
would  be  appropriated;  the  thirty  millions  would  be 
gone;  and  the  duped  and  deceived  distributers,  who  are 
now,  each  one,  with  slate  and  pencil,  calculating  the 
amount  of  his  share,  would  find  that  the  vision  had  van- 
ished, the  mountain  had  disappeared,  and  the  appropria- 
tion bills  had  covered  every  dollar  that  he  was  counting 
up  for  distribution.  This  was  the  true  reason  for  push- 
inic  the  distribution  bill;  this  was  the  true  reason  for 
keeping  it  ahead  of  all  other  bills;  if  it  were  postponed 
until  after  the  bills  for  the  service  of  the  country  were 
passed,  then  the  delusion  of  the  surplus  could  not  be 
kept  up.  Even  now,  within  this  hour,  by  the  good  for- 
tune of  getting  the  navy  bill  and  a  Fforida  war  bill 
through,  we  had  reduced  the  surplus  between  seven  and 
eight  millions;  yet  those  seven  or  eight  millions  will  still 
fiourish  in  the  speeches  of  gentlemen.  Suppose  these 
bills  had  been  passed  two  months  ago,  and  the  Indian  trea- 
ties ratified  two  or  three  months  ago,  then  half  the  surplus 
would  have  been  gone,  and  a  great  many  fine  speeches 
spoiled.  This  would* have  been  the  consequence  of 
proceeding  regularly  and  naturally,  and  ascertaining  the 
surplus  before  it  was  used.  Even  now,  if  the  adminis- 
tration party  in  the  Senate  is  strong  enough  to  bring  on 
the  business  of  the  country,  if  that  party  is  strong 
enough  to  vote  money  for  the  service  of  the  country, 
and  to  ratify  treaties,  two  weeks  will  explode  this  bub- 
ble of  a  surplus,  and  show  every  dollar  in  the  Treasury, 
and  more  too,  covered  by  appropriation  bills,  and  in  a 
regular  course  of  expenditure  for  the  public  service. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Bxhtov's  mo- 
tion to  postpone,  and  lost:  Yeas  20,  nays  26,  as  follows: 

YxAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King 
of  Georgia,  Linn,  Moore,  Morris,  Niles,  Rives,  Robinson, 
Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wright— 20. 

NATS-->Messrs.    Black,    Buchanan,    Calhoun,    Clay, 


Clayton,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Ck>1dsbo- 
rough,  Hendricks,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Man- 
gum,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rob- 
bins.  Southard,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White — ^26. 

Mr.  BENTON  remarked  that  some  gentleman  might 
have  voted  against  his  motion,  because  the  postponement 
was  to  a  day  certain.  He  would  now  make  another  mo- 
tion, which  was  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  up  the  bill  making  appropriation  for  for- 
tifications. 

This  motion  was  also  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas 
20,  nays  26,  as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  H|ibbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King 
of  Georgia,  Linn,  Moore,  Morris,  Niles,  Rives,  Robin- 
son, Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Wlaker, 
Wright— 20. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Hendricks,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum, 
Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Bobbins, 
Southard,  SwifV,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White — ^26. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by 
striking  out  all  after  the  words  "  United  States''  to  the 
words  "thirty-six,"  in  the  seventh  line,  and  insert: 
"one  fourth  part  on  the  fourth  day  of  July,  1836,  and 
one  fourth  part  at  the  end  of  each  ninety  days  thereafter, 
until  the  whole  shall  be  paid;"  which  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

[The  above  amendment  fixes  the  periods  of  distribu- 
tion.] 

Mr.  ROBINSON  here  moved  the  following  amend- 
ment, to  come  in  as  an  additional  section: 

Sxc.  — .  Jnd  be  it  further  enacted.  That  all  lands  be- 
longing to  the  United  States  which  have  been,  or  here- 
after may  be,  subject  to  entry  at  private  sale  for  twenty 
years  and  upwards,  and  have  not  been  sold,  shall  here- 
after be  sold  at  one  dollar  per  acre,  and  at  a  reduction 
in  price  of  ten  per  centum  every  five  years,  until  the 
price  of  such  lands  be  reduced  to  fifty  cents  per  acre. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  he  would  be  glad  if  the  gentleman 
would  confine  his  amendment  to  actual  settlers.  Too 
much  of  the  public  knds  was  now  taken  up  by  specu- 
lators, and  if  the  reduction  was  made  in  favor  of  all  pur- 
chasers, the  public  domain  would  pass  into  their  hands 
with  little  benefit  to  the  cultivators,  in  whose  favor  the 
gentleman  no  doubt  proposed  his  amendment.  He 
would  therefore  move  to  amend  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Illinois,  by  adding  the  following: 

Provided^  That  no  person,  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act,  shall  be  authorized  or  permitted  to  enter,  at  the 
prices  specified  by  this  act,  more  than  three  hundred 
and  twenty  acres,  or  two  quarter  sections,  in  subdivisions 
not  less  than  a  quarter-quarter  section,  in  his  or  her  own 
name,  or  in  the  name  of  any  other  person,  for  his  or  her 
own  use,  and  in  no  case,  unless  he  or  she  intends  it  for 
settlement  or  cultivation,  or  the  use  of  his  or  her  im- 
provement; and  the  person  spplying  to  make  an  entry 
under  this  act  shall  file  his  or  her  affidavit,  under  such 
regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  pre- 
scribe; that  he  or  she  makes  the  entry  in  his  or  her  own 
name,  for  his  or  her  own  benefit,  and  not  in  trust  for 
another:  Jind  prooided,  alto.  That  no  patent  shall  issue 
to  any  person  making  said  entry,  until  tnree  years  there- 
after; and  that  any  sale,  contract  for  sale,  lease,  or  con- 
tract for  lease,  of  said  lands  so  entered  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  which  may  be  made  prior  to  the  ema- 
nation of  the  patent,  shall  be  utterly  null  and  void,  and 
shall  operate  as  a  forfeiture  of  the  title  to  the  United 
SUtes:  Jindprmtided,  abo.  That  said  entry  shall  not  be 
made  at  the  reduced  price,  unless  it  is  proved,  under 
such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall 
prescribe,  that  said  applicant  at  the  date  of  said  entry 
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WM  in  poBsenion  of  said  tract  proposed  to  be  entered, 
or  coltivatinfy  the  adjacent  tract. 

Mr.  CLAY  observed  that  the  proposition  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  IlUnois  [Mr.  Robihsor]  was  to  reduce  the  price 
of  all  lands  which  have  been  in  the  market  twenty  years, 
down  to  fifty  cents  per  acre,  making  a  reduction  of  ten 
per  cent,  every  year  for  a  period  of  five  years.  The  prop- 
osition of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Walker  ] 
was  to  confine  the  proposed  reduction  to  what  he  consid- 
ered actual  settlers.  He  must  repeat,  that  he  had  the  most 
insuperable  objectionsto  any  alteration  of  the  existing  pri- 
ces of  the  public  lands.  According  to  the  proposition  of 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  the  person  making  the  entry 
must  file  an  affidavit  of  his  intention  to  settle  and  cultivate 
the  landv  Now,  who  could  know  what  any  man's  intention 
was;  or  how  could  it  be  proved,  should  he  violate  his 
contract,  that  it  was  not  his  intention,  at  the  time  of  ma- 
king the  affidavit,  to  fulfil  it?  Could  he  not  say  that  sucli 
was  his  intention,  and  that  he  changed  his  mind?  It  was 
true  that  the  patent  would  not  issue  for  three  years,  yet 
that  would  not  prevent  the  person  making  the  entry 
from  getting  it,  even  if  he  did  not  settle  and  cultivate 
the  land.  He  believed  that  the  effect  of  the  introduction 
of  the  principle  of  graduation  would  be  this:  it  would  throw 
the  question  of  reduction  before  the  new  States,  which 
would  continually  agitate  them  with  hopes  of  further 
reduction.  The  question  of  reduction  would  be  brought 
into  the  elections,  and  candidates  would  build  their 
hopes  on  it.  If  they  looked  to  the  land  sales,  they 
would  find  there  was  no  reason  for  reduction,  as  they 
had  increased  to  such  an  extent  that  they  would  this 
year  amount  to  twenty-four  millions.  There  was  no 
earthly  motive  for  the  reduction,  as  respected  the  sales 
and  the  consequent  settlement  of  the  public  lands.  The 
new  States  were  increasing  at  a  ratio  of  87^  per  cent,  in 
a  term  of  13  years,  while  the  old  States  were  increasing 
only  two  and  a  half  per  cent.  Indeed,  some  new  States 
were  increasing  at  the  rate  of  18  per  cent,  per  annum, 
and  Mississippi  was  increasing  at  a  still  greater  ratio. 
The|settlenent  of  the  public  lands  was  sufllciently  rapid 
for  all  safe  and  salutary  purposes,  and  fur  the  well-being 
of  the  new  States  themselves.  Any  plan  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  prices  would  only  tend  to  increase  specuUtion, 
and  the  mterests  of  the  new  SUtes,  as  well  as  the  old, 
were  actually  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  said  if  the  gentleman  would  modify  his 
motion,  so  as  to  require  the  person  declaring  his  inten- 
tion to  settle  to  be  the  head  of  a  family,  to  make  an 
actual  settlement  on  the  land,  and  to  continue  to  reside 
upon  and  cultivate  it  for  three  years,  with  a  provision 
that  it  shall  be  forfeited  to  the  Government  if  he  remo- 
▼ed  or  transferred  the  land  within  that  period,  he  would 
▼ote  for  it;  otherwise  he  must  be  compelled  to  vote 
against  both  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
and  that  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WALKER  replied  that,  if  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee would  confine  his  restriction  on  the  settler  to  one 
year»  be  would  agree  to  it.  It  would  be  a  hard  condition 
on  the  settler  to  compel  him  to  reside  three  years  on  the 
land  before  getting  his  title.  He  wished  the  amendment 
to  apply  not  merely  to  the  actual  settlement,  but  to  the 
actual  aettlement  and  cultivation.  He  thought  that  a 
cultivator  who  resided  on  a  small  tract,  and  wished  to 
increase  bis  cultivation  by  entering  the  adjoining  tract, 
should  be  permitted  to  do  so. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  could  not  give  his  assent  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  because  it 
would  produce  Injurious  effects,  and  was  not  at  all  fke- 
cessary,  because  his  amendment  went  on  the  principle 
•that  the  lands  that  bad  been  in  the  market  for  twenty 
years  were  not  worth  more  than  one  dollar  per  acre. 

He  did  not  know  how  it  was  in  the  other  States,  but  be 
knew  that  in  Illinois  it  was  better  for  a  man  to  give  $1 25 


for  fresh  lands,  than  to  have  these  refuse  lands  given  him 
for  nothing.  The  reduction  was  so  gradual  and  so  small 
that  he  was  surprised  that  ai>y  objections  had  been  made 
to  it.  There  was  no  inducement  for  any  human  being 
to  enter  these  lands  for  any  purpose  whatever,  except 
actual  settlement  and  cultivation.  His  plan  would 
offer  no  inducements  whatever  to  speculation,  and  he 
hoped  that  this  moderate  reduction,  so  long  asked  for  by 
the  new  States,  would  be  made. 

Mr.  PORTER  said  that  tlie  amendment  was  only  in- 
tended to  secure  the  rights  of  the  poorer  class  of  persona 
who  might  make  settlements  on  the  public  lands,  and  he 
would  therefore  vote  for  it. 

The  question  was  here  taken  on  Mr.  WALxaa'a 
amendment,  and  it  was  lost. 

The  question  then  recurring  on  Mr.  Robihsov's 
amendment,  Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  suggested  to  him  that 
he  would  obtain  more  favor  for  it  by  adding  the  words 
"  twelve  and  a  half"  after  the  word  "  dollar?"  which 
Mr.  R.  agreed  to,  and  modified  his  amendment  accord- 
ingly. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  pro- 
viding that  the  person  making  the  entry  should  be  the 
head  of  a  family,  and  continue  to  reside  on  the  land  for 
three  years  before  receiving  his  patent,  and  that  in  case 
he  removes  from  or  transfers  the  land,  it  shall  revert  to 
the  United  Statesj  prefixing  to  it  the  first  part  of  Mr. 
Walkbb's  amendment. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  WALKER, 

Mr.  PORTER  observed  that  he  did  not  want  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  with  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  as  to 
the  relative  merits  of  Mississippi  and  Louisiana.  He 
only  rose  to  notice  some  remarks  of  the  gentleman, 
which  deserved  the  most  serious  consideration.  The 
policy  of  the  Government  had  been  to  remove  the  Indians 
from  the  new  States,  and  to  throw  them  on  the  frontiers; 
and  had  he  known  as  much  when  this  policy  was  first 
put  into  operation,  he  would  have  protested  against  it 
with  all  his  might.  The  Indians  had  been  Uken  from 
the  places  where  nature  intended  them  to  be,  and  cast 
upon  the  bordera  of  his  State,  from  whence,  in  time, 
they  might  prove  a  source  of  the  moat  serious  annoyance 
and  danger.  They  were  now  in  such  numbers  upon 
the  frontiers,  that  it  only  required  some  master  spirit 
among  them — some  Tecumseh— to  stir  up  a  war  which 
would  carry  blood  and  desolation  from  the  Mississippi  to 
the  banks  of  the  Sabine. 

Mr.  LINN  returned  thanks  to  his  honorable  friend 
from  Louisiana  for  coming  to  his  aid,  and  for  the  opinions 
expressed  on  this  occasion.  Yes,  air,  a  genius  of  the 
commanding  character  of  Tecumseh,  possessing  a  mind 
to  concur,  and  a  hand  to  execute,  could  form  combina- 
tions among  the  discordant  elements  that  would  set  that 
whole  border  in  a  blase.  They  are  our  hereditary 
enemies,  and  we  may  expect  such  combinations.  From 
the  moment  the  foot  of  the  first  white  nnan  touched  the 
soil  of  this  continent,  a  system  of  injustice  and  aggression 
commenced  towards  the  Indians,  trhich  has  been  per- 
severed in  and  perfected,  until  they  find  themselves  on 
the  confines  of  the  great  western  plains,  far  from  their 
homes  and  the  graves  of  their  fathers.  Their  hatred, 
therefore,  is  natural.  But  the  laws  governing  population 
can  no  more  be  stayed  than  the  tides  of  the  ocean.  Cain 
slew  Abel,  and  the  farmer  will  ever  possess  power  over 
the  hunter  or  herdsman.  The  Indians  are  therefore  a 
doomed  race;  treat  them  with  all  the  kindness  and 
humanity  in  your  power,  and  to  this  melancholy  com- 
plexion it  must  come  at  last  To  relieve  the  old  States 
from  the  evils  of  their  presence,  they  have  been  placed 
along  the  weatern  line  of  frontier.  Against  the  danger 
to  us  of  their  existence  there,  you  will  surely  not  refiiise 
us  protection,  ample  protection.  But  should  Con- 
gress, in  a  moment  of  delusion,  refuse,  we  will  be  com* 
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pejied,  reluctantly  compelled,  to  resort  to  the  first  law 
or  our  nature,  necessity,  for  protection.  Should  the 
hour  of  trial  come,  we  will  be  forced  either  to  kill  off 
your  Indians,  or  by  reversing^  the  kind  and  humane 
policy  of  the  Government  which  has  ever  exerted  its  in- 
fluence to  prevent  collisions  between  the  different  tribes, 
excite  them  to  lull  each  other  off.  It  will  be  for  Con- 
gress to  say  whether  cither  horn  of  the  dilemma  should 
be  presented  us.  He  said  he  found  himself  wandering 
from  the  object  which  ihduced  him  to  obtrude  himself 
on  the  notice  of  the  Senate.  He  rose  merely  to  state, 
that  for  months  previous  to  the  celebrated  Black  Hawk 
having  crossed  the  Mississippi  to  commence  the  war 
which  afterwards  raged,  he  had  despatched  emissaries 
to  every  tribe  from  the  Mississippi  to  the  Sabine,  with  a 
view  to  form  combinations,  and  holding  out  inducements 
to  the  different  tribes,  to  make  a  simultaneous  attack  on 
the  whole  line  of  frontier.  He  said,  from  the  informa- 
tion which  had  been  imparted  to  him,  and  which  came 
from  a  source  every  way  to  be  relied  on,  he  felt  himself 
perfectly  iustified  in  asserting  that  if  Black  Hawk  had 
gained  a  decisive  battle,  such  an  assault  would  have  been 
made,  the  conseqttences  of  which  would  have  been  such 
as  to  harrow  up  every  feeling  of  the  soul. 

That  such  combinations  will  take  place,  no  reasonable 
thinking  man  will  permit  himself  to  doubt.  If,  when 
the  Indians  resided  in  the  very  heart  of  many  of  the 
States,  surrounded  by  a  white  population,  they  broke 
through  all  restraints  and  commenced  war,  what  may 
we  not  expect  from  them  in  their  present  position? 
Why,  sir,  we  may  expect,  whenever  it  suits  their  thirst 
for  plunder  or  revenge,  to  have  our  exposed  borders  at- 
tacked, our  women  and  children  to  pass  under  the  tom- 
ahawk and  seal  ping-knife,  and  our  property  destroyed. 
They  can  burn,  plunder,  and  destroy;  and  if  met  at 
length  by  an  overpowering  force,  they  can  fly  to  the 
boundless  plains  behind  them,  where  they  can  sustain 
themselves  on  the  countless  herds  of  buffalo  that  roaAi 
ever  these  plains,  until  such  period  as  they  may  think 
proper  to  renew  the  attack. 

Nothing,  at  some  future  day,  will  p^vent  this  state  of 
things,  but  the  presence  of  a  force  sufficiently  great  to 
overawe  the  disaffected,  and  restrain  the  unruly.  The 
presence  of  such  force  is  due  to  them  from  humanity, 
and  to  us  from  justice.  He  said  that,  previous  to  bis  ar- 
rival here,  this  subject  had  excited  his  attention;  and 
among  the  first  measures  proposed  by  him  was,  a  depot 
of  arms,  a  military  road  from  the  Mississippi  to  Fort 
Gibson,  and  an  increase  of  the  military  forces  of  the 
United  States.  On  the  latter  subject,  (on  a  call  made 
by  him,}  the  Secretary  at  War  had  sent  to  the  Senate 
an  elaborate  and  interesting  report,  recommending  an 
increase  of  the  army,  on  which  the  Military  Committee 
reported  a  bill.  When  that  bill  comes  up  for  consider- 
ation, he  would,  perhaps,  take  part  in  the  discussion, 
and  give  his  opinions  more  at  large. 

On  taking  the  question,  Mr.  White's  amendment  was 
lost:  Yeas  20,  nays  21,  as  follows: 

Ybas  ^Messrs.  Benton,  Buchanan,  Crittenden,  Hen- 
dricks, King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Linn,  McKean,  Man- 
gum,  Moore,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Bug- 
gies, Shepley,  Swift,  Walker,  Webster,  White-«20. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  Kent,  Morris,  Naudain,  Niles, 
Rives,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Southard,  l*allmadge,  Tom- 
linson — 21. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Robihsoh's 
amendment,  and  it  was  rejected;  as  follows: 

YxAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Davis,  Swing  of  Illi- 
nois, Ewing  of  Ohio,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, Linn,  Moore,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Robinson, 
Walker,  Webster— 16. 


Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Crittenden,  Goldsborough,  Hill,  Hubbard, 
Kent,  King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Man- 
gum,  Naudain,  Niles,  Preston,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Robbins, 
Shepley,  Southard,  Swift,  TallmadM,  Tomlinson, 
White— 27. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate;  and  the 
amendments  made  in  committee  being  concurred  in, 

Mr.  BROWN  here  moved  to  strike  out  that  part  of 
the  bill  which  gives  the  ten  per  cent,  fund  to  the  new 
States. 

Mr.  MAXGUM  did  not  like  the  provision  in  relation 
to  Missouri  and  the  other  new  States.  He  thought  it 
gave  them  more  than  they  were  justly  entitled  to.  But 
he  had  made  up  his  mind  to  vote  for  it  on  the  principle 
of  a  compromi<ie.  But  if  taken  out  of  this  bill,  he 
would  not  vote  for  it  in  a  separate  bill. 

On  taking  the  question,  Mr.  BaowH's  motion  was  re- 
jected by  the  following  vote: 

YxAS — Messrs.  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert,  Hill, 
Hubbard,  King  of  Georgia*  McKean,  Mangum,  Niles, 
Ruggles,  Shepley — 11. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Gnindy,  Hendricks,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  Moore,  Morris,  Naudain, 
Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives,  Robbins, 
Robinson,  Southard,  Swif^,  Tomlinson,  Walker,  Web- 
ster, White— 22. 

Mr.  BENTON  would  now  make  the  motion  for  which 
he  had  given  notice  some  days  ago,  namely,  to  strike 
the  name  of  Missouri  from  the  enumeration  of  States  to 
which  the  grants  of  land  were  to  be  made.  He  repeat- 
ed what  he  bad  of\en  said,  that  it  was  an  injury  and  an 
insult  to  those  States  to  have  their  g^nts  imbodied  in 
this  bill.  He  had  brought  forward  the  bill  for  the  grant 
of  Missouri  before  this  land  distribution  bill  had  been 
thought  of;  it  had  been  amended  by  the  addition  of  the 
names  of  Louisiana  and  Mississippi,  had  been  consider- 
ed and  agn*eed  to  by  the  Senate,  ordered  to  be  engross- 
ed for  a  third  reading,  and  actually  engrossed  and  read 
the  third  time,  when  it  was  laid  upon  the  table  to  be  di- 
verted from  its  passage,  and  to  be  incorporated  in  the 
provisions  of  this  distribution  bill. 

This  distribution  bill  had  been  vetoed  by  the  Presi 
dent,  and  the  grants  to  the  new  States,  including  the 
additional  quantities  to  Alabama,  Indiana,  and  Illinois, 
had  all  shared  of  the  fate  of  the  bad  company  in  which 
they  were  found.  They  fell  under  the  veto,  not  for  any 
fault  in  themselves,  but  because  they  were  connected 
with  a  measure  in  which  the  President  found  insuper- 
able objections.  Thus  these  six  States  had  lost  their 
grants  for  four  years.  Now,  they  are  in  all  probability 
to  share  the  same  fate  again.  They  are  again  put  into 
that  bill;  that  bill  is  more  objectionable  than  it  was  be- 
fore. Judging  from  the  President's  public  messages,  it 
was  unquestionable  that  be  would  again  aflGix  his  veto 
upon  the  bill  if  it  went  to  him;  and  thus  the  Statea 
might  be  again  defeated  of  their  grants.  It  might  be 
thought  by  the  opposition  members  that  they  could 
break  down  the  President  by  these  vetoes.  They  might 
think  that  they  would  rouse  the  new  States  against  him 
on  account  of  the  loss  of  these  grants;  but  this  was  a 
mistake-M>ne  of  those  numerous  mistakes  into  which 
the  opposition  were  constantly  falling,  and  which  re- 
sulted rrom  their  underrating  the  intell'^ence  and  virtue 
of  the  people.  Every  man  in  the  new  States  knows 
the  state  or  this  proceeding.  They  understand  the  sub- 
ject too  well  to  be  the  dupe  of  these  crooked  tactics. 
They  know  that  Ohio  has  had  a  million  of  acres  of  land 
for  internal  improvement;  that  Alabama,  Indiana,  and  Illi- 
nois, have  had  three  or  four  hundred  thousand  each;  that 
Missouri,  Louiaiana,  and  Missisnppi,  have  had  nothing. 
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They  know  that  Ohio  received  hers  in  a  bill  by  itself,  a 
bill  resting  on  ita  own  merits;  and  they  know  that  they 
ought  to  have  theirs  in  the  same  way.  They  know  that 
bills  have  been  brought  in  for  that  purpose,  and  that 
the  friends  of  the  distribution  bill  have  caught  them  up 
and  put  them  into  the  distribution  bill,  where  they  have 
been  once  vetoed,  and  where  they  must  be  vetoed 
again.  All  this  they  know,  and  must  feel  indignant  at 
the  insult  to  their  understanding  and  the  injury  to  their 
interest  which  this  conduct  involves. 

The  calculation  upon  destroying  the  popularity  of  the 
President  by  these  tactics  is  all  in  vain.  The  people 
know  who  to  blame.  They  know  where  to  point  their 
indignant  resentment.  They  know  that  the  wrong  to 
them  lies  not  in  the  veto  which  rejects  their  grants  with 
the  land  bill,  but  in  the  original  act  of  stopping  their 
grants,  and  putting  them  into  the  land  bill,  and  putting 
them  there  to  be  vetoed!  The  authors  of  the  land  bill 
are  the  opponents  of  the  President;  they  want  to  over- 
throw him,  and  for  this  purpose,  among  others,  they 
mix  up  all  these  grants  to  the  new  States  in  this  distri- 
bution bill,  that  he  may  veto  all  together,  and  thus  a 
great  storm  be  raised  against  him.  But  it  will  not  do. 
The  people  are  neither  ignorant  nor  corrupt.  They  can 
neither  be  divided  nor  seduced.  I'bey  know  that  every 
Senator  who  votes  for  puttine  these  grants  into  the  dis- 
tribution bill,  and  then  votes  tor  the  distribution  bill,  is  in 
eifect  voting  for  putting  the  grants  where  they  are  to 
be  defeated.  With  those  who  vote  to  put  them  and 
their  vote  against  the  bill,  it  is  different.  They  may 
have  a  laudable  object  in  view^  the  object  of  getting  a 
vote  for  the  grants  in  one  shape,  af\er  which  they  will 
have  a  right  to  expect  the  same  Senators  to  vote  for 
them  in  another  shape.  Mr.  B.  then  made  his  motion, 
that  the  name  of  Missouri  be  stricken  out  of  the  bill,  &c. 

Mr.  LINN  said  it  was  far  from  his  intention  to  vote  for 
this  bill,  nor  did  he  believe  it  could  become  a  law,  after 
what  was  known  of  the  deliberate  opinions  of  the  Exec- 
utive, as  expressed  in  his  veto  on  this,  or  a  measure  of 
a  similar  kind.  Still  he  had  no  wish  to  see  this  five  hun- 
dred thousand  acres  of  land  for  Missouri  left  out  of  the 
bill.  He  would  not  only  vote  to  retain  this,  but  also  vole 
for  the  five  hundred  thousand  acres  in  his  colleague's  bill. 
His  friends  appeared  to  be  amuaed  at  the  extravagance  | 
of  his  demands  and  wishes;  but,  before  he  was  done  '] 
with  the  subject,  he  would  convince  them  that  the  whole 
amount  was  not  too  much  for  Missouri,  and  that  it  was  in- 
timately connected  with  grave  and  serious  considerations. 
By  granting  a  million  of  acres,  it  could  be  employed  in 
constructing  a  line  of  railroad  from  the  point  where  the 
Cumberland  road  will  terminate  on  the  Mississippi,  to 
the  western  boundary  of  the  State,  connecting  it  with 
the  road  marked  out  by  authority  of  the  United  States, 
to  the  Mexican  frontier.  On  it  could  surely  and  swiftly 
be  transported  arms  and  munitions  of  war,  and,  when  ne- 
cessary, any  number  of  men,  to  repel  sudden  incursion 
or  avenge  outrage.  He  implored  the  Senate  to  look  at  the 
great  western  Rentier  from  the  Falls  of  St.  Anthony  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  the  examination  he  was  sure 
would  produce  feelings  of  sympathy  for  the  situation  of 
the  people  of  Louisiana,  Arkansaj«,  Missouri,  and  Wis- 
consin. The  existence  of  numerous  tribes  of  Indians, 
claiming  to  be  independent  within  sovereign  Slates,  had 
shaken  the  Union  to  its  centre,  and  at  one  time  appear- 
ed to  threaten  a  dissolution  of  the  confederacy.  Tu  get 
rid  of  this  embarrassing  subject,  and  to  save  the  Indians 
from  destruction,  their  removal  to  the  west  bank  of  the 
Mississippi  was  determined  on  by  the  general  Govern- 
ment; and,  following  out  this  line  of  policy,  tribe  after  tribe 
has  been  located,  until  the  aggregate  amount  had  become 
alarming  to  contemplate.  I'bese  Indians  were  placed 
there  for  the  benefit  of  the  old  States  exclusively.  Have 
we  not,  then»  the  right  to  demand  from  the  justice  of  Con- 


gress all  the  means  necessary  for  our  defence  and  protec- 
tion? and  for  that  defence  and  protection  nothing  was 
more  important  than  a  good  road  on  which  to  transport 
arms  and  munitions  of  war.  War,  he  said,  was  at  all 
times  terrible,  but  a  war  with  Indians  doubly  so.  The 
tide  of  emigration  to  Missouri  was  flowing  on  in  a  wide 
stream,  bearing  on  its  bosom  much  that  was  valuable, 
of  industry,  virtue,  and  capital. 

During  the  last  summer,  in  looking  at  the  interests  of 
a  people  so  suddenly  overspreading  the  land,  his  atten- 
tion was  arrested  by  their  extrau^inary  wants  in  mail 
accommodations.  For  the  purpose  of  obtaining  all  the 
information  necessary  to  enable  him  to  act  efficiently 
here,  he  addressed  a  siiort  circular  letter  to  his  constit- 
uents, in  which  will  he  found  the  following  language: 
**  That  we  have  not  our  just  proportion  of  mail  facili- 
ties, any  one  will  be  convinced  by  an  examination  of  the 
subject.  This  State  contributes  to  the  revenue  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  severs^  thousand  dollars  more 
than  Illinois,  and  nearly  as  much  as  Indiana;  and  yet  we 
are  far  behind  them  in  this  respect.  If  there  must  be  a 
disproportion,  it  ought  to  be  in  favor  of  this  State,  in 
consequence  of  its  military  position,  its  northern  and 
western  frontiers  being  darkened  by  hordes  of  Indians, 
indigenous  and  imported.  We  have  acquiesced  in  the 
policy  pursued  by  the  general  Government,  in  throw- 
ing clouds  of  savages  along  our  bordersf  but  it  should 
be  recollected  that  peace  and  tranquillity  with  them  is 
not  always  to  be  expected,  as  a  contest  with  Great  Brit- 
ain, or  with  our  neighbors  on  the  other  side  of  the 
prairies,  would  soon  have  the  effect  of  organizing  and 
putting  in  motion  the  elements  of  hereditary  hatred  now 
sleeping  in  the  bosom  of  thousands  who  roam  along  our 
frontiers.  The  recent  conflict  with  Black  Hawk's  band 
should  admonish  that  foreign  influence  is  not  always 
necessary  to  light  up  the  flimc  of  war  between  us." 
Recent  e\*ents  in  Florida  prove  the  truth  of  the  last  po- 
sition, and  since  those  lines  were  written,  our  neighbors 
over  the  prairies  have  brought  down  upon  the  Ameri* 
cans  in  Texas  all  the  power  of  the  great  wandering 
tribe  of  the  Camanches.  We  have  seen  within  the  last 
few  months  the  beautiful  Territory  of  Florida  laid  waste 
by  the  unexpected  hostility  of  the  Seminoles,  and  who 
to  this  moment  are  unpunished  and  unsubdued.  Such, 
sir,  are  the  scenes  to  be  enacted  from  time  to  time  on 
our  borders. 

Mr.  BxHTos's  motion  to  strike  out  Missouri  was  then 
rejected:  Yeas  6,  nays  34,  as  follows; 

Ybas— -Messrs.  Benton,  King  of  Georgia,  Morris, 
Niles,   Robinson,  Ruggles->6. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewi^g  of  Illinois, 
Kwing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hub- 
bard, Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  Linn, 
McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter, 
Prentiss,  Rives,  Bobbins,  Shepley,  Swift,  TonUinson, 
Walker,  Webbter,  White— 34. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  present  the  anntendments  ^t 
which  he  had  given  notice.  He  said  that  some  members 
might  be  supporting  the  bill  under  the  belief  that  they 
were  voting  to  divide  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  public 
lands,  when  in  fact  the  division  went  to  the  gross  pro- 
ceeds. Under  the  bill,  as  it  stands,  nothing  will  be  de- 
ducted from  the  gross  proceeds  but  the  five  per  centum 
to  the  new  States,  and  the  one  half  per  centum  to  the 
registers  and  receivers.  All  the  other  expenses  of  the 
land  system;  all  the  heavy  items  for  salaries  and  ex- 
penses in  the  General  Land  Office,  in  the  offices  of  all 
the  surveyors  general,  in  the  salaries  to  all  the  registers 
and  receivers,  in  surveying  the  lands,  in  the  purchase 
of  the  lands  from  the  Indians,  in  the  annuities  to  them 
on  account  of  lands  bought,  in  the  expense  of  treaties 
for  purchasing  lands,  and  in  the  expense  incurred  in 
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removing^  Indians  fronn  lands  purchased;  all  these  enor- 
mous expenses  would  still  remain  undeducted,  and 
would  fall  upon  the  custom-house  revenue. 

Mr.  B.  rererred  to  documents  to  show  that  these 
items  would  amount  to  many  millions  perhaps  to  ten 
millions  this  year,  and  must  be  deducted  by  law  out  of 
the  gross  proceeds  of  the  lands,  or  they  would  fall  on 
the  custom-house  revenue,  as  they  were  now  payable 
out  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  accountinj^  officers  would 
not  notice  them  in  ascertaining  the  nett  proceeds.  He 
said  these  items  must  amount  to  ten  millions  this  year. 

.  Two  treaties  alone  required  seven  millions  and  a  quar^ 
ter;  and  was  this  to  be  thrown  upon  the  custom-house 
revenue,  or  were  the  treaties  to  be  rejected  in  order  to 
swell  the  tempting  mass  for  distribution?  The  idea  of 
nett  proceeds  would  require  all  costs  and  all  expenses 
about  the  lands  to  be  deducted!  this  bill,  as  it.  stand*, 
will  not  touch  their  cost  at  all,  nor  an  item  of  their  ex- 
penses, except  the  insignificant  per  centum  to  the 
States  and  to  the  registers  4nd  receivers. 

Mr.  B.  addressed  the  gentlemen  who  were  opposed 
to  the  high  tariff',  and  asked  them  if  they  wished  to  re- 
vive that  measure?  If  they  did  so,  vote  for  this  bill, 
and  their  object  would  soon  be  accomplished.  Ab- 
stract the  land  sales  from  the  Treasury,  throw  all  the 
expenses  of  the  Government  upon  the  custom-house, 

.  and  there  would  soon  be  a  deficit  in  the  Treasury  which 

.  must  be  filled  by  loans  or  taxes.  Revival  of  the  tariff 
would  then  be  inevitable,  and  would  be  the  regular 
sequence  of  the  plan  upon  which  the  friends  of  the 
high  tariff  had  acted  in  the  compromise,  and  were  now 

.  acting^  on  the  distribution  bill.  "  Brother  Lazarus  is 
not  dead,  but  sleepeth."  The  high  tariff  is  not  aban- 
dooed,  but  postponed.  It  was  postponed  because  the 
issue  of  the  presidential  election  in  1832  showed  that 
the  people  were  against  it.  It  was  then  postponed  to 
save  it.  It  was  openly  stated  by  its  author  [Mr.  Clat] 
that  he  had  taken  it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Philistines! 
that  he  had  laid  it  away  on  the  shelf  to  rest!  Now,  it  is 
regular  and  natural  in  him,  by  diverting  the  proceeds 

,  of  the  land  sales  from  the  Treasury,  to  create  the  ne- 
cessity for  supplying  the  vacuum  from  another  source, 
l^he  high  tariff  is  that  source,  and  its  revival  will  be  inev- 
itable upon  the  passage  of  this  bill.  Considering  this 
an  important  era  in  our  financial  history,  and  that  the 
future  revival  of  the  tariff  might  be  traced  back  to  its 
true  date  and  right  cause,  Mr.  11.  then  submitted  his  list 
of  items  to  be  deducted  from  the  gross  proceeds  of  the 

•  sales  of  the  lands,  in  tlie  shape  of  the  following  amend* 

.  ments: 

To  come  in  after  the  words  *'  nett  proceeds" — 
'*  which  nett  proceeds  shall  be  ascertained  to  be  the 
balance  which  remains,  aAer  deducting  from  the  gross 
proceeds  all  expenses  for  the  year  on  account  of  public 
lands,  to  wit: 

1.  Appropriations  for  the  General  Land  Office. 

2.  Appropriations  for  the  surveyor  general's  offices. 

3.  Appropriations  for  surveying  public  lands. 

.  4.  Appropriations  for  salaries  and    commissions    to 
reg'isters  and  receivers. 

5.  Appropriations  for  annuities  to  Indians  on  account 
.  of  the  purchase  of  lands. 

6.  Appropriations  for  holding  treaties  for  the  pur- 
chase of  lands. 

7.  Appropriations  for  amounts  paid  within  the  year 
for  the  extinction  of  Indian  titles. 

8.  Appropriations  for  removing  Indians  from  the  lands 
purchased  from  them. 

9.  Appropriations  for  the  five  per  centum  allowed  by 
compact  to  the  States  in  which  the  lands  lie.'* 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  could  hardly  conceive  how  the 
Senator  from  Missouri's  experience  could  have  led  him 
to  the  conclusion  that  nothing  but  the  commission  of 


five  per  cent,  would  be  deducted.  The  item  for  the 
removal  of  the  Indians  was  not  properly  cliargeable  to 
the  public  lands,  for  the  reason  offered  by  that  Senator 
himself,  that  some  of  the  lands  cost  more  than  they  were 
worth,  and  they  were  removed  more  from  political  than 
financial  considerations.  It  was  a  matter  of  indiflPerence 
to  him  (Mr.  £.)  whether  the  first-named  items  were  in 
the  bill  or  nott  but  he  thought  the  latter  not  a  proper 
charge  upon  the  public  lands,  and  ought  not  to  be  put 
into  the  bill.  He  believed,  however,  those  other  items 
would  be  deducted  by  the  officers  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CLAY  had  been  alternately  in  majorities  and 
minorities,  and  his  experience  had  taught  him  the  pro- 
priety of  submitting  when  in  the  latter;  and  he  would 
suggest  to  his  friends  in  the  minority  on  this  bill,  whether 
they  had  not  better  acquiesce  in  its  passage.  He  be- 
lieved the  minds  of  the  Senators  were  all  made  up,  and 
no  changes  would  probably  be  made.  The  position 
assumed  by  the  opponents  of  the  bill  resolved  itself  into 
the  question  whether  the  waste  lands,  to  which  he  had 
before  adverted,  should  bear  the  whole  burden.  The 
object  of  removing  the  Indians  was  founded  on  the  great 
policy  of  locating  them  at  one  point.  He  thought  no 
part  of  the  other  amendments  were  necessary  to  be  in- 
serted in  the  bill,  as  the  plain  import  of  it  was  to  deduct 
all  necessary  expenses  of  Government. 

Mr.  WHITE  contended  that  the  removal  of  the  In- 
dians was  a  political  regulation  founded  on  humanity, 
and  was  a  burden  in  which  all  the  States  were  alike  in- 
terested, and  should  therefore  be  a  common  charge  upon 
them,  as  it  was  for  their  common  benefit,  and  was  not 
properly  chargeable  to  this  fund.  He  adverted  also  to 
the  facts  in  the  case  of  North  Carolina,  and  made  some 
comments  thereon.  This  burden,  he  said,  was  put  on 
Georgia,  not  only  in  defiance  of  her  consent,  but  against 
her  solemn  protest,  and  the  Government  was  bound  to 
be  at  the  expense  of  the  removal.  The  United  States 
never  had  the  power  to  cede  away  any  of  the  soil  ceded 
to  her;  and  so  it  was  in  regard  to  Alabama. 
Alter  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  WEBSTER, 
Mr.  WRIGHT  replied  that  this  bill  swept  the  whole 
public  land  into  one  bill.  Suppose,  said  he,  in  one  year 
we  pay  more  for  the  purchase  of  lands  than  all  the  money 
received,  would  you  call  the  amount  received  surplus? 
The  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
White]  applied  solely  to  Georgia  and  Alabama.  He 
asked  him  to  look  at  those  Stales  besides  Georgia  and 
Alabama,  and  answer  the  suggestions  he  had  propound- 
ed. Whatever  might  be  the  facts  in  relation  to  North 
Carolina,  the  argument  was  not  applicable  to  the  other 
States.  In  his  State  they  considered  the  Indian  title  a 
mere  possessory,  and  were  every  year  extinguishing  it. 
They  had  there  pursued  for  many  years  the  policy  of 
paying  them  the  nett  proceeds,  after  deducting  all  ex- 
penses of  removal;  and  would  it,  he  asked,  be  contended 
that  it  was  not  a  proper  charge  in  the  case  of  Georgia? 
We  were  paying  millions  upon  millions  to  extinguish  the 
Indian  title,  and  he  contended  it  was  not  for  the  common 
benefit  of  all  the  States,  but  for  the  particular  benefit  of 
the  Stales  from  which  they  were  removed.  He  asked 
if  Massachusetts  considered  it  as  for  her  particular  bene- 
fit that  the  Indians  were  removed. 

He  thought  it  his  duty  to  take  these  lands,  and  put 
them  into  the  market,  and  apply  them  as  a  remuneration 
for  all  this  money  paid  out.  He  had  heard  none  of  the 
positions  assumed  by  him  controverted.  The  question 
now  was  whether  the  simple  expenses  of  these  lands 
themselves  should  be  deducted  from  the  gross  amount.  \ 
The  friendi  of  the  bill  did  not  contend  that,  iii  a  set- 
tlement with  the  Treasury,  these  charges  were  not  to 
be  deducted;  but  the  officers,  they  said,  would  deduct 
them.  Then,  why  not  insert  them  in  the  bill'  They 
denied  the  position  that  the  amount  paid  for  the  pur- 
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chase  of  Florida  and  Louisiana  should  go  into  the  debit 
side  of  the  account,  because  we  had  bought  the  juris- 
diction which  they  said  induced  the  purchase,  and  was 
an  equivalent  for  the  sum  paid;  and  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  said  the  expenses  of  the  removal  of  the  Indians 
should  not  be  allowed  in  the  account,  because  of  certain 
political  considerations.  Mr.  W.  went  into  an  argument 
of  some  length  to  sustain  the  positions  denied  by  the 
friends  of  the  bill;  and  in  reference  to  the  nett  pro- 
ceeds, he  desired  this  body  to  give  a  construction  in  re- 
lation to  Louisiana  and  Florida. 

Mr.  PORTER,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Wbioht.  said  that  the 
value  of  the  soil  was  certainly  no  part  of  the  object  the 
United  States  had  in  view  when  Louisiana  was  pur- 
chased; that  the  objects  were  the  sovereignty  over  the 
soil,  and  the  outlet  for  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  to 
the  ocean. 

Mr.  LINN  said  he  thought  his  friend  from  Louisiana 
mistaken,  and  that  he  could  make  it  apparent.  France, 
in  pursuing  her  great  plan  of  uniting  the  Gulf  of  St. 
Lawrence  with  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  had  erected,  at  an 
enormous  expense,  a  chain  of  military  forts,  around 
which  she  planted  colonVes  under  a  system  of  land  laws 
peculiar  to  herself.  On  transferring  the  sovereignty  to 
Spain,  all  grants  made  to  her  subjects  were  to  stand  con- 
firmed by  the  mere  act  of  transfer.  These  grants  were 
never  questioned  by  Spain.  Spain,  on  coming  irrto  pos- 
scsaiun  of  this  noble  province,  pursued  a  liberal  and  pa- 
ternal policy  in  relation  to  the  granting  of  lands  to  her 
subjects.  What,  sir,  he  said,  has  been  the  course  pur- 
sued by  this  Government  in  the  acquisition  of  this  coun- 
try? Did  we  consider  those  grants  confirmed  by  the 
mere  act  of  cession?  No,  sir.  How  did  we  treat  the 
ancient,  simple-minded,  honest  inhabitants,  who  hod 
lived  for  generations  amid  a  wilderness,  and  had  pre- 
served the  lights  of  religion  in  that  wilderness?  Was 
our  course  a  hberal  one?  No,  sir;  differing  from  us  in 
laws,  manners,  and  customs,  we  vexed  them  with  lawyers 
and  unknown  laws,  in  an  unknown  languag^e,  and  inter- 
posed every  obstacle  that  ingenuity  could  invent  to  pre- 
vent the  final  settlement  of  their  claims  to  that  soil  which 
had  been  conquered  by  their  valor  and  improved  by 
tlieir  labor.  A  generation  has  passed  off,  and  your  tables 
are  now  loaded  with  petitions  for  justice  at  your  hands. 
He  said  that  this  fighting  off,  inch  by  inch,  step  by  step, 
and  acre  by  acre,  these  old  claims,  he  thought  was  some 
evidence  that  this  Government  attached  value  to  the  soil 
which  they  had  acquired  by  money. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  there  were  some  considera- 
tions that  applied  with  great  force  against  this  amend- 
ment. One  was,  that  it  proposed  to  make  up  an  account 
of  the  lands  purchased  within  the  year  as  an  offset 
against  the  lands  sold  within  the  year.  Now,  if  the  same 
lands  were  both  purchased  and  sold  within  the  year, 
there  might  be  some  propriety  in  so  making  up  the  ac- 
count. There  might  be  Indian  treaties  within  this  year 
for  the  purchase  of  lands  costing  seven  millions  of  dol- 
lars, which  would  not  probably  be  sold  for  ten  years  to 
come.  It  certainly,  then,  could  not  be  just  to  charge  this 
purchase  against  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  year. 
In  every  light  in  which  he  viewed  this  amendment,  he 
thought  it  ought  to  be  rejected. 

Mr.  BENTON,  in  reply  to  the  remarks  from  Mr. 
Webstb*  and  Mr.  Whitb,  reiterated  the  allegation  that 
every  item  that  he  had  enumerated  was  strictly  and  truly 
a  charge  upon  the  public  lands,  and  quot  •.'  e  speech 
of  Gen.  Hayne,  of  South  Carolina,  to  the  same  effect, 
when  he  was  a  member  of  the  Senate.  Some  of  these 
items  were  now  admitted  to  be  correct  charges,  but  the 
main  ones  were  still  disputed,  and  it  was  evident  that  a 
twofold  object  would  be  gained  if  they  could  be  kept 
out.  The  first  object  would  be  to  swell  the  amount  for 
distribution;  the  second  would  be  to  lay  the  foundation 


for  reviving  the  tariff;  both  objects  dear  to  the  hearts  of 
the  authors  of  this  bill,  but  such  as  could  not  be  openly 
avowed  at  this  time.  Mr.  B.  aatd  the  whole  scheme  of 
the  bill  was  a  deception  and  a  fallacy.  It  professed  to 
divide  surplus  money,  and  yet  took  the  money  which 
was  now  wanting  for  the  public  defences;  it  professed 
to  divide  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  and  yet 
took  the  gross  proceeds;  it  professed  to  take  nothing 
but  the  money  which  came  from  the  lands,  and  yet  took 
all  that  it  could  find  in  the  Treasury  by  scraping  back 
for  three  years.  This  was  the  real  character  of  the  bill ; 
a  deception,  a  fallacy,  a  delusion  throughout,  and  mask- 
ed with  professions  at  war  with  its  object.  All  this 
would  be  apparent  in  time.  For  the  present,  it  could 
not  be  overlooked  that  the  whole  structure  of  the  bill  is 
changed;  it  is  no  longer  a  bill  to  divide  the  proceeds  of 
the  lands  in  future  and  for  five  years  to  come,  but  it  is 
to  reach  back  into  the  Treasury,  to  travel  back  through 
the  years  1835,  1834,  and  1833,  and  to  gather  up  all  the 
proceeds  of  the  land  sales  for  these  three  past  years, 
and  commence  dividing  this  mass  on  the  1st  day  of  July, 
and  divide  one  fourth  on  that  day,  one  fourth  on  the  1st 
of  October,  one  fourththe  1st  of  January,  and  one  fourth 
the  1st  of  April,  1837.  To  these  divisions  are  to  be 
added  the  amounts  received  from  lands  this  year  and 
next  year.  It  is  expected  to  begin  the  division  upon 
twenty-eight  millions  in  July,  and  finish  thirty-eight  mil- 
lions by  the  1st  of  January  next.  Now,  what  is  the  ob- 
ject and  effect  of  all  this?  Is  it  the  object  to  take  all  the 
money  for  distribution,  and  leave  nothing  for  \^efending 
the  country?  Is  it  the  object  to  break  all  the  deposite 
banks?  Is  it  the  object  to  distress  the  country,  by  ma- 
king the  deposite  banks  call  in  all  their  loans  in  six 
months?  Is  it  their  object  to  ruin  the  currency  by  ena- 
bling  whig  States  to  draw  their  distributive  shares  in 
specie,  compelling  the  banks  to  stop  payment,  and  then 
calling  for  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  as  the  only 
remedy  for  the  evil?  Whether  this  is  the  object,  it  will 
be  the  effect;  and  to  do  all  this,  it  is  necessary  to  reach 
back  three  years  to  find  money  in  the  Treasury  which  is 
not  there,  and  thus  make  a  larger  sum  for  distribution 
than  the  deposife  banks  can  pay. 

The  revenues  of  the  year  1833  were  received  by  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  have  been  expended  in 
the  public  service.  No  part  of  those  revenues  were 
ever  transferred  to  the  deposite  banks;  they  all  remain- 
ed in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  until  expended;  yet 
this  bill,  in  its  mass  of  deceptions  and  fallacies,  assumes 
that  the  deposite  banks  received  all  the  revenue  for  the 
year  1833;  has  separated  the  land  revenue  from  the  cus- 
tom-house revenue;  has  saved  that  land  revenue  to  the 
present  day;  and  now  has  it  in  a  separate  pile  by  itself,  lo 
be  divided  out!  These  are  the  assumptions  of  the  bill, 
while  the  realities  are  that  part  of  this  land  revenue 
never  was  received  at  all  by  the  deposite  banks.  What 
they  actually  received  for  1833  has  been  paid  out,  and 
what  they  have  got  is  the  revenue  of  the  country.  The 
land  receipts  are  in  the  mass  of  the  revenue;  and  in  pro- 
fessing to  divide  the  proceeds  of  the  lands,  the  revenue 
itself  is  taken;  and  it  is  taken  for  three  years  back,  in 
order  to  raise  an  immense  sum  for  instant  division;  such 
a  sum  as  is  expected  to  tempt  the  cupidity  of.  distribu- 
tees beyond  resistance,  to  ruin  the  President  if  he  vetoes 
the  bill,  and  to  ruin  the  deposite  banks  and  the  currency 
if  he  does  not.  Mr.  B.  said  it  was  a  bill  to  revive  the 
tariff,  to  re-establish  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  crush  President  Jackson,  and  all  who  opposed  it,  by 
mere  dint  of  money.  He  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays, 
item  by  item,  on  his  amendment. 

Mr.  EWING  said  he  had  no  objections  to  the  amend- 
ments, except  to  those  which  proposed  to  deduct  the 
Indian  annuities,  and  the  sums  paid  for  the  cxtinguisli- 
ment  of  Indian  titles. 
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And  the  question  wag  taken  on  the  several  amend* 
ments,  with  the  above  exceptions,  and  they  were  car- 
ried without  a  division. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  clause  of  the 
amendment  proposing  to  deduct  the  amount  of  annuities 
pa«d  to  Indians  for  the  purchase  of  lands;  which  amend- 
ment was  rejected:  Yeas  18,  nays  27,  as  follows: 

YsAs— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Cuthbert,  Ewinjf  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabanoa,  King 
of  Georgia,  Linn,  Morris,  Niles,  Rives,  Ruggles,  Sbep- 
ley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wright— 18. 

Nats-— Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Hendricks,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum, 
Moore,  Naudain,NIcholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rob- 
bms.  Southard,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White-»27. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  clause  of  the 
amendment  deducting  the  ei^penses  of  holding  Indian 
treaties  for  the  purcbaae  of  landsj  which  was  lost:  Yeas 
18,  nays  26,  as  follows: 

,,,.Y*^»--Mc8srfc  Benton,  Brown,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King 
of  Geoiyia,  Lmn,  Morris,  Niles,  Rives,  Ruggles,  Shep. 
ley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wright-lS. 

*  ^^^■-:**?»«-  B»»ck»  Buchanan,  Clay,  Clavtoh,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks, 
Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Nau- 
dam,  Nichola^  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbins, 
Southard,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White— 26. 

The  next  clause  of  the  amendment,  deducting  the 
•mount  paid  to  Indians  for  the  purchase  of  Unds,  was 
»I«o  rejected.  Yeas  18,  nays  26,  as  follows: 
111-  •  *^***T"'  ®«»*on»  Brown,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  HilJ,  Hubbard,  King  of  Ahibama,  King 
^LP  1?.'*^"^  ^T'n^'^r*^  Niles,  Rives,  Robinson.  Rug- 
gles,.8hepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wright— 18. 
t«nHt"T**?^*  P''®^'  Buchanan,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden,  Davis,  Ewingof  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks, 
?a*«^  1?"?*".^  ^^^*  ^^^^*  Mangunn  Moore,  Nau' 

^K     f  ^^*^»  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White— 26. 
The  last  clause  of  the  amendment,  deducting  the 
amount  expended  in  the  removal  of  the  Indians  from 
the  lands  purchased,  was  also  rejected:  as  follows: 
,yr^^'^^^^'  Benton,  Brown,  Cuthbert^  Ewing  of 
Ilhnois.  Grundy,  Hill.  Hubbard,  King  of  Georgia,  Llnft, 

^^Si::^r%%^^T'  ''"^'"'  ''''^*^^'  '^•""^^^' 

*  N,^"-->*^?w«-  Black,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden.  Davi^  Ewingof  Ohio.  Goldsborough,  Hendricks. 
Kent.  King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Man- 
gum, Moore,  Naudain.  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Pres- 
ItT;  White **28*'"^  Southard,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Web- 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrowed  for  a  third 
reading:  Yeas  25.  nays  21,  as  follows: 

*  *,*^»-r**«»'^  Black,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crit- 
i?  f"?r^*l**'  Ewingof OWo,  OoMsborough,  Hendricks, 
i^ent,  Kmght,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Naudain,  Nich- 
oUs,  PoHer,  Prentiss,  Prei,ton,  Robbins,  Southard,  SwifV, 
Tomlmion,  Webster,  White— 25. 

«  N^^'-r^essrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard.  King  of  Ala- 
bsma.  King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  Moore,  Morris,  Niles, 
Eives,  Bobmson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Talhnadge,  Walker, 
Wright— 21. 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Tbursdat,  Armi  28. 
STATUARY. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  moved  that  the  resolution  directing 
the  Committee  of  Finance  to  inquire  into  the  expedi-. 
Vot.XlI.— 83 


ency  of  contracting  with  Luigi  Persico  for  two  groups 
of  statues  to  complete  the  ornaments  of  the  east  front  of 
the  Capitol,  be  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  he  doubted  the  propriety  of  re- 
ferring this  matter  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  or, 
indeed,  to  any  committee  of  the  Senate.  Independent 
of  our  being  occupied  with  other  and  more  urgent  bu- 
siness, few  of  us  have  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
master  works  of  art,  or  have  a  cultivated  taste  and  Judg- 
ment in  reference  to  them.  The  resolution  before  us 
authorizes  the  President  to  contract,  and  I  (said  Mr.  P.) 
am  of  opinion  that  the  whole  matter  had  better  be  left 
to  his  decision.  The  groups  which  it  is  proposed  to  ex- 
ecute should  correspond  with  those  already  completed. 
.The  appropriation,  if  any  is  to  be  made,  should  be  a . 
liberal  one:  comporting  with  a  building  which  cost  three 
millions  of  money,  and  with  the  wealth,  intelligence, 
and  resources  of  the  country.  The  statuary  should  be 
a  lasting  monument  of  our  taste  and  judgment— not  in- 
tended merely  for  the  present  day,  but  for  all  time. 
There  was  a  degree  of  responsibility  in  this  matter.  We 
should  have  time  for  deliberation:  models,  designs, 
drawings,  modes  of  embellishment,  should  be  laid  be- 
fore us.  We  should  decide  with  great  caution.  I  ex- 
press no  opinion  of  Mr.  Persico.  He  is,  no  doubt,  a 
clever  artist;  but  we  have  a  native  one  (Mr.  Greenough) 
about  to  return  to  this  countr}*^— a  man  of  unquestioned 
genius;  one  calculated  to  do  honor  to  his  country,  and 
whom  his  country  should  delight  to  honor.  Some  of 
his  works  we  have  seen,  and  we  know  how  beautifully 
they  were  executed.  I  should  be  glad  to  see  Mr.  Per- 
sico employed;  he  deserves  to  be  so  for  his  ability  and 
industry;  but,  in  employing  him,  I  am  unwilling  that  the 
talents  of  an  accomplished  citizen  of  our  own  country 
should  be  thrown  in  the  back  ground.  At  any  rate,  let 
propositions  be  made,  plans  submitted,  and  comparisons 
instituted. 

As  to  some  of  the  specimens  of  the  fine  arts,  paint- 
ings, &c.,  which  have  disgraced  our  halls,  they  are  ab- 
solutely, both  in  design  and  execution,  shocking.  And 
whatever,  therefore,  is  to  be  done,  let  us  take  care  that 
it  is  done  in  the  best  manner.  The  expense  is  of  no 
consequence. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  the  Committee  on  the  Library  in- 
variably had  the  charge  of  the  expenses  and  selection 
of  ornaments  for  the  Capitol.  As  to  the  question  of  ex- 
pense in  matters  of  that  kind,  it  was  not  a  matter  of 
much  consequence,  and  not  necessary  to  place  it  under 
the  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Finance.  He  would, 
therefore,  move  to  strike  out  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
and  insert  the  Committee  on  the  Library.  This  inquiry 
was  very  proper,  and,  he  thought,  properly  belonged 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Library.  The  ornaments  to 
be  selected  would  not  only  be  valued  for  this,  but  for 
all  future  ages. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  that,  when  this  resolution  was 
first  introduced,  his  attention  was  called  to  it,  and  he 
really  did  think  that  they  ought  to  reserve  objecU  of 
this  description  for  native  artists;  one  of  whom  was,  at 
that  time,  in  Europe,  at  the  head  of  his  profession.  At 
the  solicitation  of  the  mover,  he  would  not  make  any 
opposition  to  the  resolution  now.  Let  it  go  (said  Mr. 
C.)  to  the  committee,  and  let  them  report  on  it,  and 
should  the  report  be  unfavorable,  he  would  then  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  his  views  further  on  the 
subject.  Mr.  Persico  was  a  gentleman  of  talents,  and . 
would  no  doubt  do  justice  to  the  suMect;  but  the  Gov- 
ernment had  but  little  patronage  of  the  kind,  and  he 
thought  they  owed  it  to  native  artists  to  reserve  it  for 
them. 

Mr  BUCHANAN  did  not  intend  at  that  time  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  question  raised  by  the  Senator 
from   South  Carolina,    [Mr.   Calhouv,]   though  on  a 
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proper  occasion  he  should  have  somethingf  to  say  with 
regard  to  it.  He  would  assure  the  junior  Senator  from 
South  CarnUna  [Mr.  Prkstoh]  that)  if  he  had  had  the 
selection  of  an  individual  in  the  Senate,  whose  judfc- 
ment  and  taste  in  matters  relating  to  the  fine  arts,  quali- 
fied Itim  to  decide  as  to  the  nnerits  of  the  proposed 
pieces  of  statuary,  he  should  have  selected  him.  Uut 
he  knew  that  a  bill  had  come  there  from  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives,  containing  appropriations  for  statuary 
which  had  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
and  he  had,  therefore,  no  choice,  but  to  send  bis  resolu- 
tion to  that  committee,  or  incur  the  risk  of  Us  not  being 
acted  on  during  this  session. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  there  could  be  no  difficulty  in 
this  matter.  As  to  the  question  of  taste,  he  should  have 
as  much  confidence  in  the  taste  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  as  in  that  of  any  other  gentle- 
man; but  he  thought  it  would  be  more  appropriate  to 
•end  it  to  the  Library  Committee. 

Mr.  PRESTON  doubted  the  propriety  of  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina.  The  Commit- 
tee on  the  Library  were  not  more  qualified  to  decide  in 
such  matters  than  any  other  members  of  the  Senate;  and 
indeed  few  of  them  had  had  opportunities  of  making 
themselves  so.  It  had  been  usual  to  refer  matters  of 
this  description  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  on  the 
natural  supposition  that  there  was  some  connexion  be- 
tween literature  and  the  fine  arts;  but  he  should  think 
the  Committee  on  Finance  as  well  qualified  as  any  other 
commitee,  and  he  would  suggest  that  they  should  be 
instructed  to  inquire  whether  an  appropriation,  and  to 
what  amount,  should  be  made  to  ornament  the  east 
front  of  the  Capitol,  leaving  the  selection  both  of  the 
subject  and  the  artist  to  some  proper  department  of  the 
Government,  say  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
The  resolution  contemplated  two  groups  of  statues  for 
the  east  front  of  the  Capitol.  Now  whether  groups  of 
statues  were  proper  for  that  place,  or  what  groups,  or 
whether  the  subject  chosen  was  consistent  with  good 
taste,  were  all  questions  of  great  importance,  which  the 
Senate  was  not  competent  to  determine;  and  a  degree 
of  responsibility  should  be  thrown  upon  the  proper  de- 
partment of  the  Government  for  the  selection  both  of 
the  subject  to  be  executed  and  the  artist  to  execute  it, 
so  as  to  ensure  a  work  worthy  of  the  building  whose 
cost  was  ^,000,000,  of  the  wealth  and  greatness  of  the 
nation,  and  of  the  admiration  of  posterity.  He  had  the 
highest  opinions  of  the  talents  and  excellence  of  Mr. 
Persico  as  an  artist;  but  some  of  our  own  artists  had  ob- 
tained, very  deservedly,  great  celebrity.  One  of  them, 
Mr.  Grenough,  was  soon  expected  home,  and  it  might 
be  deemed  proper  to  give  him  an  opportunity  of  exer- 
cising his  talents  on  the  contemplated  work.  He 
thought  that  some  competition  might  be  advantageously 
excited;  that  some  little  collision  of  mind  among  men  of 
genius  and  taste  might  result  in  the  adoption  of  a  design 
more  appropriate  than  that  suggested  by  Mr.  Persico; 
but  of  this  he  could  not  pretend  to  judge.  The  refer- 
ence of  such  matters  to  persons  of  competent  skill  and 
acknowledged  taste  was  necessary,  to  prevent  their  be- 
ing burdened  with  works  unworthy  of  the  nation. 
Their  public  halls  had  been  disgraced  with  exhibitions 
purporting  to  be  of  the  fine  arts,  utterly  ofiensive  to 
the  public  tase,  absurd  in  design,  and  wretched  in  the 
execution.  He  would  vote  against  the  motion  of  his 
friend  from  North  Carolina,  and  would  move  to  amend 
the  resolution,  so  as  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  contract  for  suitable  ornaments  to  com- 
plete  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol,  instead  of  directing 
the  Committee  on  Finance  to  inquire,  &c. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  he  had  not  anticipated  so  much 
discussion  on  a  mere  question  of  inquiry.  Some  years 
ago  I  (said  Mr.  B.)  submitted  a  similar  resolution  to  the 


House  of  Representatives,  and  I  thought  I  could  not  do 
wrong  in  asking  a  committee  of  the  Senate  to  Inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  making  an  appropriation.  1  feel 
it  to  be  my  duty,  however,  afier  what  has  taken  place, 
to  reply  to  some  of  the  remarks  which  have  fallen  from 
the  Senators  from  South  Carolina,  and  particularly  those 
of  the  junior  member. 

No  man  living,  sir,  is  willing  to  extend  more  encour- 
agement to  native  talent  than  I  am.  Wherever  it  can 
fairly  be  brought  into  competition  with  that  of  foreign 
p^wth,  it  oufl^t  to  be  preferred.  I  am  no  connoisseur 
m  sculpture,  but  I  know  that  it  requires  immense  labor, 
intimate  knowledge  of  drawing,  and  years  of  experience, 
to  execute  a  classical  or  historical  figure.  There  is  as 
much  difference  between  the  artist  who  forms  a  bust, 
and  he  who  executes  a  group  of  statuary,  as  there  is 
between  a  mere  portrait  painter  and  a  Michael  Angelo. 
It  is  the  very  lowest  grade  of  the  art,  the  commence- 
ment of  the  sUidv  of  the  profession.  No  gentleman, 
whatever  may  be  his  natural  genius,  who  has  proceeded 
no  further  than  the  execution  of  a  bust,  and  the  taking 
of  a  striking  likeness,  is  fit  to  be  employed  in  ornament- 
ing the  eastern  front  of  our  Capitol. 

It  may  be  asked,  and  I  answer  the  question  now,  why 
I  feel  this  interest  in  Mr.  Persico?  It  is  from  motives  of 
private  friendship,  in  consistence  with  the  public  good. 
He  came  to  the  town  in  which  1  reside  in  1819,  merely 
as  a  portrait  painter,  and  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring 
a  knowledge  of  the  English  language.  His  genius  and 
taste  were  soon  discovered,  and  in  his  society  I  have 
passed  many  agreeable  and  instructive  hours.  He  lef% 
us  without  a  single  enemy.  He  is  not  a  native,  but  he 
intends  to  spend  his  days  among  us,  for  he  loves  liberty 
with  all  the  enthuaiasm  of  genius.  He  is  devoted  to  the 
institutions  of  this  country.  When  I  next  saw  him,  it 
was  in  New  York,  where  his  talents  as  a  sculptor  had 
begun  to  attract  much  attention.  I  asked  him  why  be  had 
concealed  his  knowledge  of  sculpture  from  his  friends  in 
Lancaster,  and  he  replied,  evincing  the  modesty  which 
always  accompanies  true  merit,  that  there  were  so  many 
foreigners  in  this  country  who  pretended  to  what  they 
were  not  entitled,  that  he  had  determined  not  to  speak 
of  his  knowledge  of  this  art  until  he  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  displaying  it  by  his  works.  He  was  subse- 
quently employed  by  this  Government,  at  a  salary  of 
$1,500  a  year,  to  ornament  the  tympanum  of  the  eastern 
fVont  of  the  Capitol.  How  he  succeeded,  let  the  uni- 
versal approbation  which  his  eflTorts  have  received,  de- 
cide. After  he  had  completed  this  work,  I  presented  a 
resolution  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  of  which  I 
was  then  a  member,  similar  to  the  one  1  have  now 
offered.  He  was  employed;  and  though  I  pretend  to 
no  taste  in  the  fine  arts,  vet  I  know  that  others,  who  are 
competent  judges,  as  well  as  myself,  have  been  delighted 
with  the  results  of  his  labors,  and  admired  the  industry 
and  genius  with  which  they  were  accomplished.  The 
ho]>e  of  identifying  his  talents  with  the  Capitol  of  the 
Union,  has  been  the  subject  of  his  thoughts  by  day,  and 
his  dreams  by  night.  Most  keenly  and  deeply,  there- 
fore, would  he  feel,  if  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
should  refuse  to  entertain  a  mere  resolution  of  inquiry* 

Any  one,  whether  a  man  of  taste  or  not,  cannot  but 
be  struck  with  the  model  of  one  of  the  groups  which  be 
has  completed.  It  represents  the  great  discoverer  when 
he  first  bounded  with  ecstacy  upon  the  shore,  all  his  toils 
and  perils  past,  presenting  a  hemisphere  to  the  astonished 
world,  with  the  name  of  America  inscribed  upon  it. 
Whilst  he  is  thus  standing  upon  the  shore,  a  female 
savage,  with  awe  and  wonder  depicted  in  her  counte- 
nance, is  gazing  upon  him.  This  is  one  of  the  happiest, 
noblest,  grandest,  conceptions  of  genius.  It  is  worthy 
of  the  subject  I  hope  every  Senator  will  examine  the 
models  for  himself.    I  hazard  the  assertion  that,  if  ever 
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thU  work  shall  be  finished  according  to  the  model,  it 
would  command  in  Europe  five  times  the  amount  which 
it  will  cost  in  this  country.  I  believe,  however,  from 
the  enthusiasm  of  the  artist,  that  he  would  rather  have 
this  work  of  his  placed  on  the  blocking  of  the  Capitol,  if 
he  should  receive  from  Government  no  more  than  a 
mere  subsistence  whilst  engaged  in  its  execution,  than 
to  realize  a  fortune  from  it  in  Europe.  If  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  desires  it,  let  him  oflTer  a  separate 
resolution  in  favor  of  any  other  artist.  He  shall  receive 
my  vote.  I  should  feel  indebted  to  him,  however,  if  he 
would  suffer  mine  to  take  the  usual  direction  without 
any  amendment. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
was  mibtaken  if  he  Imagined  for  a  moment  that  what  he 
said  was  in  reference  to  i^  special  competition  between 
Mr.  Persico  and  any  other  artist.  He  should  very  much 
regret  if  Mr.  Persico  himself  thought  he  bad  said  any 
thing  invidious  to.  him.  That  body  was  not  fitted  to 
discuss  these  matters,  as  was  evident  from  the  manner 
in  which  the  names  of  individual  artists  had  been  brought 
forward.  He  knew  that  be  himself  was  not  competent 
to  decide  on  them.  There  was,  to  be  sure,  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  observed,  every  difference 
between  the  execution  of  a  correct  likeness,  and  the 
execution  of  a  grand  historical  or  allegorical  subject;  but 
he  would  observe,  mpoMant^  that  he  who  copied  nature 
most  correctly  in  the  execution  of  a  likeness,  would  be 
the  most  apt  to  succeed  in  the  execution  of  a  work  of 
greater  importance.  By  referring  the  decision  of  this 
matter  to  the  President,  he  would  most  probably,  before 
deciding,  consult  with  gentlemen  upon  whose  taste  and 
judgment  every  one  would  be  willing  to  rely.  Washing- 
ton Alliston,  of  Boston,  was  one  on  whom  he  would 
entirely  rely,  and  if  he  would  say  that  the  design  of  Mr. 
Persico  was  worthy  of  the  object  for  which  it  was  intend- 
ed, he  would  be  satisfied  that  after  generations  would 
speak  of  the  work  with  the  same  admiration  that  we 
speak  of  the  works  of  Michael  Angelo.  Mr.  P.,  after 
referring  in  terms  of  disapprobation  to  the  works  in  the 
llutundo  of  the  Capitol,  and  particularly  to  tlie  statue  of 
Mr.  Jefferson,  which  had  rot  there  by  some  means  or 
other,  perfaa  out  nefas^  said  that  he  concurred  with  his 
colleague  in  wishing  to  reserve  such  works  for  native 
artists,  if  competent  ones  could  he  found;  but  if  not,  as 
expense  should  be  no  object,  he  would  be  willing  to 
send  to  Thorswaldon  for  a  suitable  work.  He  would 
rather,  he  said,  have  one  such  statue  as  that  of  Washing- 
ton by  Canova,  which  had  been  destroyed  in  the  confla- 
gration of  the  State  House  at  Raleigh,  North  Carolina, 
than  all  the  trash  that  cumbered  and  disgraced  the  walls 
of  the  Rotundo.  He  wished  it  to  be  distinctly  under- 
stood that,  in  all,  he  said  nothing  disparaging  to  Mr. 
Persico,  whose  talents  were  acknowledged  on  all  hands; 
all  he  wished  was  that  the  decision  of  this  matter  should 
be  left  to  the  proper  department  of  the  Government, 
without  saying  that  this  particular  design  should  be 
executed,  or  this  particular  artist  employed,  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  all  others.    He  therefore  renewed  his  motion. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  re- 
garded this  as  a  more  serious  matter  than  he  could. 
When  he  heard  the  remarks  of  the  Senator,  from  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  exhibited  his  taste  and  know- 
ledge of  the  art  of  sculpture,  be  felt  as  if  he  wished  the 
whole  matter  submitted  to  him  exclusively.  Mr.  Persico 
was  well  known  as  a  superior  artist,  and  Mr.  Greenough 
was  already  employed  by  the  Government  to  do  an  im- 
portant work.  To  refer  it  to  the  President  was  a  mere 
shifting  of  the  responsibility  from  Congress  to  the  Presi- 
dent. If  a  good  painter  could  be  a  good  judge  of 
sculpture,  they  would  have  enough  to  counsel  with.  Or 
if  a  good  orator  was  a  good  judge  of  sculpture,  he  be- 
lieved there  were  several  of  them  on  the  Committee  on 


Finance.  But  really  he  thought  there  was  too  much 
importance  attached  to  this  matter,  and  if  the  President 
should  refuse  to  take  the  responsibility  of  contracting 
for  these  groups,  it  would  then  be  time  enough  for  them 
to  take  it  upon  themselves. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  was  of  opinion  that  they  should  re- 
serve such  matters  for  native  artists,  many  of  whom 
were  highly  distinguished.  The  very  fact  being  known 
that  they  had  such  works  in  reservation  for  native  talent, 
would  have  a  powerful  influence  in  stimulating  their  ex- 
ertions to  attain  excellence  in  their  professions. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  DAVIS, 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  that  whenever  Mr.  Greenough, 
or  any  native  artist,  should  present  himself  with  such  a 
design  as  that  presented  by  Mr.  Persico,  he  would  most 
cheerfully  vote  to  send  it  to  a  committee  for  considera- 
tion. He  did  not  consider  the  voting  for  this  resolution 
as  voting  to  contract  for  the  group  of  statues;  it  was 
onlv  a  resolution  of  inquiry,  and  he  would  therefore  vote 
for  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Pbestov's 
amendment,  and  it  was  rejected;  after  which,  Mr. 
BucHAVAs's  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

LAND  BILL. 

The  bill  to  distribute,  for  a  limited  time,  the  nett  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  among  the  States, 
and  to  grant  lands  to  certain  States,  came  up  on  its  third 
reading;  when 

Mr.  NILES  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  it  was  my  intention  to  submit  to  the 
Senate  some  renuirks  on  this  bill,  which,  in  any  view 
that  can  be  taken  of  it,  I  regard  as  one  of  the  highest 
importance;  and  it  was  my  purpose  to  have  done  this 
before  the  bill  was  ordered  to  its  third  reading;  but  in- 
disposition has  for  several  days  prevented  me  from 
speaking,  and,  at  this  time,  I  scarcely  feel  able  to  pro- 
ceed; but  as  the  bill  has  reached  its  last  stage,  and  the 
Senate  has  refused  to  postpone  it,  I  am  compelled  to 
deliver  my  sentiments  at  this  time,  or  not  at  all. 

Before  entering  into  the  consideration  of  the  several 
questions  which  this  bill  presents,  I  will  beg  to  notice 
some  few  of  the  extraneous  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  which  had  no  partifcular  bearing 
on  the  merits  of  the  pending  question.  What  may  have 
been  the  object  of  the  honorable  Senator  in  attempting 
to  alarm  the  country  as  to  the  security  of  the  public 
revenues  in  the  deposite  banks,  I  will  not  undertake  to 
say.  It  appeared  to  me  that,  from  the  associations  of 
place  and  other  circumstances,  his  imagination  had  car- 
ried him  back  two  years;  and  that,  without  perhaps  be- 
ing aware  of  it,  he  was  engaged  in  making  a  real  panic 
speech,  calculated  to  alarm  the  country,  on  account  of 
the  revenue  and  the  currency.  Whatever  may  be  the 
pressure  for  money  at  this  time,  I  hardly  think  th^  hon- 
orable Senator,  with  all  his  skill  and  experience  in  that 
way,  will  be  able  to  produce  another  factitious  panic. 
The  evils  of  that  which  prevailed  two  years  since  are 
too  fresh  in  the  recollections  of  the  people  for  them  to 
be  drawn  into  a  similar  excitement  at  this  time. 

It  is  certainly  a  very  strange  argument  in  favor  of  the 
passage  of  a  bill,  whch  appropriates  nearly  all  the  mo- 
ney now  in  the  Treasury,  to  attempt  to  prove  that  this 
very  money  is  insecure,  and  would  not  be  available 
should  this  bill  become  a  law.  If  the  deposite  banks 
csnnot  pay  the  money,  there  will  be  none  to  distribute — 
there  will  be  no  surplus  on  which  the  law  can  operate. 

But  what  grounds  are  there  for  alarm  as  to  the  secu- 
rity of  the  public  revenues?  They  are  now  deposited  in 
thirty-six  banks,  and  in  comparatively  small  sums;  no 
one  bank  having  more  than  about  three  miHions>  and 
averaging  less  than  one  million.  Has  the  Senator  stated 
any  facU  tending  to  show  that  these  banks,  or  any  of  • 
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them,  are  not  perfectly  solvent  and  safe  depositories  of 
the  public  funds?  What  are  the  grounds  on  which  con- 
fidence is  reposed  in  any  banking  institution.^  Is  it  not 
its  capital,  and  its  reputation  for  beinp  prudently  and 
correctly  conducted?  Whatever  objections,  then,  there 
maybe  to  the  present  system  of  selecting  banks  for  pub- 
lic deposites,  it  certainly  has  some  advantages.  Theu 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  an  opportunity  of  select- 
ing for  places  of  deposite,  such  banks  as  have  acquired 
an  established  reputation,  and  as  are  known  to  be  con- 
ducted on  safe  principles;  he  also  can  select  as  large  a 
number  as  he  pleases,  by  which  means  the  aggregate 
capital  is  increased,  and  the  risk  divided .  Is  it  not  ap- 
parent that  the  public  revenues  are  safer  deposited  in 
thirty-six  banks  than  they  would  be  in  one  bank  having 
the  same  capital?  Experience  proves  that  a  bank  with 
a  large  capital  may  as  likely  become  embarrassed  as  one 
with  a  small  capital,  as  their  business  is  on  a  correspond- 
ing scale.  Interest  prompts  all  banks  to  extend  their 
business  to  the  utmost  limit  their  capital  will  allow.  If  the 
public  treasure  was  deposited  all  in  one  bank,  as  was 
the  case  some  years  since,  and  that,  b^  an  improper 
extension  of  its  business,  or  by  speculation,  should  be- 
come embarrassed,  the  whole  revenues  of  the  country 
would  be  in  ieopardy;  but  if  they  are  in  numerous  insti- 
tutions, the  danger  is  greatly  diminished,  as  it  Is  not  to  be 
apprehended  that  several  of  the  deposite  banks  will  be- 
come involved  in  difficulties  at  the  same  time.  They  are 
independent  of  each  other,  and  their  operations  no  way 
connected.  The  history  of  the  Bank  of  England,  as  well 
as  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  justifies  what  is  here 
stated.  It  is  well  known  that  the  former  was  compelled 
to  suspend  specie  payments,  and  to  call  in  the  aid  of  the 
Government  to  sustain  it  from  total  ruin.  And  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  by  a  system  of  profligate  and 
fraudulent  speculations,  unparalleled,  brought  itself  to 
the  venr  verge  of  bankruptcy  whilst  it  wss  the  deposi- 
tory of  the  public  revenue.  For  three  months,  from 
February  to  May,  in  1819,  that  bank  was  in  the  most 
critical  situation,  and  daily  exposed  to  be  compelled  to 
atop  payment.  To  save  itself,  it  drained  the  State  banks 
of  their  specie— broke  the  banks  of  Kentucky,  and  made 
such  forced  and  rapid  curtailments  of  its  loans  to  indi- 
viduals, as  greatly  contributed  to  the  severe  money 
pressure  and  distress  which  prevailed  at  that  periocf. 
Such  was  the  situation  of  the  public  funds  in  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States  in  1819. 

But  the  Senator  told  us  that  the  deposite  banks  have 
only  eleven  millions  of  specie,  and  endeavored  to  make 
an  impression  that  this  was  all  their  resources  with  which 
to  refund  to  the  Government  nearly  thirty-two  millions. 
If  this  was  a  true  test  of  the  ability  of  banks,  what  has 
been  the  situation  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
which  the  Senator  has  regarded  as  so  safe  a  depository 
of  the  public  tieasure?  In  1831,  that  bank  had  but 
$8,198,682  in  specie,  when  the  Government  deposites 
were  $7,352,249,  and  private  deposites  $9,115,836,  and 
its  circulation  was  $22,399,447;  making  in  the  whole,  to 
say  nothing  of  other  debts,  $38,768,532,  to  be  paid  from 
a  specie  fund  of  little  more  than  eight  millions.  At  some 
periods,  the  specie  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  has 
been  less,  and,  if  I  recollect  right,  the  President  of  that 
bank  has  stated,  in  some  of  his  reports,  that  six  millions 
in  specie  was  all  that  was  required  for  the  safety  of  the 
bank  and  the  public. 

Would  the  Senator  require  one  rule  for  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  and  another  for  the  State  banks?  The 
latter  was  regarded  as  perfectly  safe,  and  as  furnishing 
the  best  national  currency  for  the  country,  without  re- 
gard to  the  specie  in  its  vaults;  it  was  eufTicient  to  rely 
on  its  general  means  and  solvency;  but  the  State  banks 
must  have  specie  equal  to  their  indebtedness. 

Ir  any  view  which  can  be  taken  of  this  subject,  the 


public  funds  must  be  considered  as  safer,  so  fsr  as  re- 
gards any  considerable  loss,  than  when  in  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States.  As  respects  cspital,  that  bank  had, 
exclusive  of  what  belonged  to  the  United  States,  but 
twenty-eight  millions;  that  of  the  deposite  banks  is  more 
than  forty-three  millions  of  dollars. 

The  condition  of  these  deposite  banks,  on  the  thirty- 
first  day  of  March  last,  according  to  a  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  of  the  23d  day  of  April,  was  as 
follows: 

Loans  and  discounts,   -  -  -    $68,850,387  67 

Domestic  exchange,    -  -  -      32,775,529  42 

Real  estate,      .  -  -  -        1,929,056  68 

Due  from  banks,  -  -  •      15,931,916  22 

Notes  of  other  banks,  -  -      11,107,447  78 

Specie,  .  -  -  .       10,885,996  92 

Foreign  exchange,      -  -  532,450  96 

Expenses,       -  -  -  -  184,901  22 

Other  investments,     -  -  -      10,651,759  92 


Capital,  .  -  - 

Treasurer  of  the  United  States, 
Public  officers. 
Due  to  banks. 
Contingent  fund. 
Profit  and  loss,  fcc,    - 
Circulation,      -  -  - 

Private  deposites,        - 
Other  liabilities. 


$152,849.346  79 

.  $43,690,980  28 
33,294,034  08 

3,477,252  42 
15,366,674  49 

1,102,763  15 

4,094,358  12 
28,796,186  98 
15,453,092  11 

7,574,015  16 

$152,849,346  79 


I  have  made  these  statements,  not  from  any  partiality  to 
the  deposit^  banks,  as !  am  not  their  advocate,  and  consider 
all  banks  as  conducted  esftentially  on  the  same  principles — 
to  make  the  greatest  profit,  without  regard  tb  the  public 
or  private  interests  of  the  community.  I  do  not  approve 
of  their  having  ao  larg^  an  amount  of  the  public  funds, 
and  especially  without  paving  any  interest  for  the  same; 
but  this  is  an  unusual  and  unexpected  state  of  things*, 
and,  I  trust,  will  soon  be  remedied.  My  object  has  not 
been  to  defend  these  banks,  but  to  show  that  the  public 
funds  are  safe. 

In  addition  to  the  security  aflTordcd  by  the  capital  and 
other  property  of  the  banks,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury has  in  some  cases  required  collateral  and  personal 
security  for  the  public  deposites.  These  contracts,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  informs  us,  are  totally  void,  be- 
cauae  there  is  no  law  expressly  authorizing  them.  He 
asks,  with  apparent  triumph,  by  what  authority,  and  un- 
der what  law,  these  contracts  are  made?  This  objection, 
if  valid  for  any  purpose,  is  applicable  to  the  contract 
itself;  for  there  is  no  act  expressly  authorizing  the  Sec- 
retary to  employ  agents  for  the  safe  keeping  of  the  pub- 
lic revenues.  If  the  argument  proves  any  thing,  it 
proves  that  the  contracts  with  the  banks  are  illegal  and 
void,  and  that  the  money  can  never  be  reclaimed.  If 
the  contracts  are  valid,  then  the  stipulation  for  personal 
security  is  binding,  as  that  is  a  part  of  the  contract.  The 
argument  proves  too  much,  and  therefore  proves  nothing 
at  all. 

The  Senator  also  says,  that  the  regulation  of  the  Sec- 
retary requiring  the  deposite  banks  not  to  issue  bills  of 
less  (knomination  than  ten  dollars,  is  an  alarming  as- 
sumption of  power;  a  species  of  executive  legislation  de- 
signed to  regulate  the  currency.  He  says,  he  will  not 
inquire  whether  the  regulation  is  a  wise  one  or  not? 
whether  it  is  calculated  to  have  a  beneficisl  or  an  injuri- 
ous  influence;  but  asks  where  the  Secretary  gets  his 
power  to  control  the  State  banks,  and  regulate  the  cur- 
rency of  the  country?    He  had  supposed  this  power  be- 
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longed  to  Confess.  Why,  the  Senator  must  know  full 
well  that  neither  Gongreu  nor  the  Secretary  have  any 
power  over  the  State  banks.  This,  like  the  requirement 
of  personal  security,  is  only  a  part  of  the  eontract.  The 
Secretary,  in  employing  the  fiscal  agents  of  the  Treas- 
ury; can  prescribe  such  conditions  as  he  sees  fit,  not  in- 
consistent with  law,  but  the  agent  is  not  bound  to  agree 
to  them,  nor  has  the  Secretary  any  means  to  force  him 
to  comply  with  his  conditions.  All  that  he  can  do  is,  to 
decline  to  employ  the  agent  who  will  not  comply  with 
the  conditions  he  may  prescribe.  This  is  the  alarming 
usurpation  which  the  Senator  has  discovered.  But  he 
will  not  inquire  whether  the  object  is  a  good  one  or  a 
bad  one,  which,  it  appears  to  me,  is  the  essential  point. 
Are  we  to  understand  that  he  is  opposed  to  restraining 
the  circulation  of  small  bills  issued  by  the  State  banks? 
If  not,  why  this  complaint  of  an  attempt  to  stop  their 
circulation  by  contract  with  those  banks,  which  are  em- 
ployed as  the  receivers  of  the  public  revenues?  It  is 
said  that  the  present  surplus  in  the  Treasur)',  and  which 
is  deposited  in  the  State  banks,  is  unprecedented  and 
dangerous.  An  overflowing  Treasury  seems  to  be  a  sub- 
ject of  as  much  alarm  now,  as  an  exhausted  one  did  two 
years  ago,  which  was  then  so  confidently  predicted.  The 
large  amount  of  money  in  the  Treasury  has  arisen  from 
two  causes:  the  unprecedented  sales  of  public  lands, 
which,  during  the  year  1835  and  the  first  quarter  of  1 836, 
have  exceeded  twenty  millions;  and  the  delay  to  pass  the 
appropriation  bills,  whereby  money  that  ought  to  have 
been  paid  out  is  still  retained  in  the  Treasury.  But, 
from  the  remarks  which  have  just  been  made  on  this 
subject,  it  might  be  supposed  that  there  hsd  never  be- 
fore been  a  balance  in  the  Treasury.  But  there  have 
usually  been  balances,  and  at  times  very  large  balances, 
which  have  been  deposited  either  in  State  banks,  or  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  balance  in  the  Treas- 
ury, at  the  close  of  the  year  1815,  and  deposited  in  State 
banks,  was  $13,000,000;  in  1816,  $22,033,519,  more 
than  two  thirds  the  present  amount;  in  1817,  when  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  was  encouraging  speculations 
in  stock's,  and  using  the  funds  of  the  Government  for 
that  purpose,  the  balance  was  $14,989,465;  in  1823, 
it  was  $9,463,922;  in  1826,  $6,358,586;  in  1827, 
$6,668,000;  in  1828,  $5,972,000;  in  1829,  $5,668,000. 
From  the  last  period,  to  the  time  the  connexion  of  the 
Treasury  with  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  termi- 
nated, there  was  a  balance  of  from  five  to  ten  millions. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clax] 
has  alluded  to  the  State  banks,  and  apparently  with  the 
purpose  of  creating  a  panic,  on  account  of  the  rapid 
increase  of  these  institutions,  and  the  alarming  extension 
of  the  paper  system.  In  his  apprehensions  on  this  sub- 
ject I  can  fully  psrticipate;  but  can  by  no  means  con- 
cur in  what  he  assigns  as  the  cause  of  the  increase  of 
the  State  banks.  He  attributes  it  to  the  measures  of  the 
Government  in  hostility  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
or  to  the  overthrow  of  that  bank.  This  cause  rests  on 
an  assumption  of  a  fact  which  is  not  true;  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  has  not  been  destroyed^  nor  iiave  its 
operations  ceased.  It  is  true,  some  of  its  branches  have 
been  discontinued,  and  this  circumstance,  with  other 
causes,  msy  have  had  some  influence  on  the  cstftblish- 
ment  of  State  banks  in  some  of  the  western  States;  but, 
if  the  withdrawal  of  the  cspital  of  this  bank  is  to  be  re- 
garded as  occasioning  the  incorporation  of  State  institu- 
tions, it  is  a  cause  that  could  operate  only  so  far  as  to 
supply,  by  Stste  banks,  the  amount  of  capital  withdrawn 
by  the  Bsnk  of  the  United  States,  and  this  would  be  no 
increase  of  the  aggregate  banking  capital  in  the  Union. 

Nothing  can  be  more  unfounded,  and  even  prepos- 
terous, than  the  pretension  that  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  prevented  the  establishment  of  State  banks,  and 
restrained  their  operations.    This  pontion,  bo  often  and 


constantly  asserted,  is  not  only  unsustained,  but  is  op- 
posed both  to  facts  and  principle.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
State  banks  have  increased  more  rapidly  since  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  in  1816,  than 
they  ever  did  previous  to  that  period.  And  in  respect 
of  principle,  it  is  absurd  to  contend  that  banking  is  to 
be  limited  and  restricted  by  superadding  the  legislation 
of  the  Union  to  that  of  the  States,  in  granting  bank 
charters.  The  cause  of  the  alarming  multiplication  of 
banks  and  increase  of  bank  capital  lies  much  deeper;  it 
is  to  be  found  in  the  spirit  of  trafiic  and  speculation 
which  prevails  so  extensively  in  our  country,  and  which 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  has  been,  in  an  eminent 
degree,  instrumental  in  engendering  and  sustaining. 
Shall  the  champions  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
who  maintained  that  its  notes  were  the  only  sound  na- 
tional currency,  reproach  those  who  were  opposed  to 
that  corporation,  and  to  the  present  banking  system 
generally,  for  the  consequences  and  evils  of  the  unpre- 
cedented increase  of  banks  in  the  States?  Sir,  such 
taunts  come  with  a  bad  grace  from  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

Who  are  the  advocates  of  State  banks,  and  the  peti- 
tioners and  applicants  for  their  charters?  Are  they  not 
the  supporters  of  the  Bank,  or  a  Bank,  of  the  United 
States?  In  some  of  the  States  it  is  true  that  many  who 
were,  or  professed  to  be,  opposed  to  the  national  bank, 
are  the  zealous  supporters  of  the  State  institutions. 
But  there  are  a  large  portion  oF  those  opposed  to  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  who  disapprove  the  whole 
banking  system,  or  desire  to  reform  it  by  -withdrawing 
a  large  portion  of  the  paper  circulation,  and  substituting 
a  hard  money  currency  in  its  place.  In  my  own  State, 
this  is  almost  universally  true;  all  who  are  opposed  to 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  are  opposed  to  the  mul- 
tiplication of  State  corporations,  and  in  fiivor  of  restrict- 
ing the  circulation  of  the  existing  institutions.  The  in- 
crease of  State  banks,  the  last  two  or  three  years,  is 
truly  alarming;  and  if  this  spirit  be  not  checked,  an  ex- 
ploHion  of  the  entire  paper  sytsem  will  be  inevitable.  In 
an  able  work  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  formerly  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  he  states  that,  in  1830,  there  were  two 
hundred  and  eighty«one  banks  in  the  United  States,  with 
a  capital  of  ninety-five  millions;  and  it  is  now  estimated 
that  there  are  about  seven  hundred  and  fifly  banks,  possec - 
sing  an  aggregate  capitalof  nearly  three  hundred  millions. 
Mr.  Gallatin's  statement  was  not  entirely  correct,  and 
probably  fell  short  of  the  true  number;  it  was  five  short 
of  the  number  in  Connecticut.  But  the  increase  of 
banks  snd  banking  capital  has  been  sufficiently  rapid 
and  alarming;  it  cannot  have  been  less  than  one  hun- 
dred per  cent,  the  last  three  years.  If  this  spirit  of 
speculation  and  gambling  continues,  and  instead  of  being 
checked,  is  encouraged  by  the  improvident  and  reck- 
less legislation  of  the  States,  a  fatal  and  niinous  explo- 
sion of  the  whole  paper  system  must  be  the  consequence. 
This  is  as  inevitable  as  those  results  which  follow  from 
natural  causes.  And  will  no  effort  be  made  to  arrest 
these  evils?  Will  the  prudent,  the  wise,  and  the  honest, 
calmly  witness,  and  without  an  effort  to  arrest  an  evil  of 
such  magnitude,  the  gathering  elements  fraught  with 
such  incalculable  calamities  to  their  country? 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  says  that  the  surplus  in 
the  Treasury  has  already  engendered  a  spirit  of  extrav- 
agance and  wastefulness*;  that,  instead  of  the  old  repub- 
lican practice  of  inquiring  what  is  the  lowest  rate  of 
appropriations  with  which  the  service  can  be  carried  on, 
the  inquiry  now  is,  what  is  the  highest  rate,,  and  how 
we  can  spend  the  most.  On  what  authority  was  this 
remark  made,  applied,  as  it  was,  to  the  appropriations 
generally?  It  is  wholly  gratuitous  and  unsupported. 
The  only  inquiries  of  the  kind  which  have  been  made  of 
the  head  of  any  Department  have  been  confined  to  forti- 
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fications  and  other  objecU  connected  with  the  defence 
of  the  countiy.  Theae  are  no  part  of  the  ordinary  an- 
nual expenditures.  How  far  it  may  be  wise  to  go»  in 
expenditures  for  purposes  of  this  kind,  may  be  a  ques- 
tion; but  whatever  it  is  proper  to  expend,  in  public 
works  for  the  defence  or  the  country,  may  as  well  be 
expended  in  one  year  as  in  a  series  of  years.  Indeed, 
this  is  true  policy  and  economy;  for  the  more  time  which 
is  consumed  in  laying  out  the  money,  the  more  of  it  will 
be  abstracted  by  the  agents  who  have  the  disbursing  of 
it.  If  an  individual  has  occasion  to  build  a  house,  will 
he  not  do  it  in  one  season,  or  in  as  short  a  period  as  he 
can  find  any  one  to  contract  to  do  the  job?  He  does  not 
consider  it  economy  to  be  several  years  about  it;  neither 
does  he  regard  the  outlay  as  a  part  of  his  annual  expend- 
iturei;  he  considers  it  as  an  investment,  as  an  addition 
to  his  estate.  What  is  true  of  an  individual  is  true  of 
the  Government.  Whatever  it  may  be  proper  to  ex- 
pend on  fortifications,  ordnance,  or  other  permanent 
means  of  defence,  the  shorter  the  period  in  which  the 
money  can  be  expended,  the  better,  if  there  is  no  waste 
in  the  application.  Neither  are  appropriations  for  pur. 
poses  of  this  description  to  be  regarded  as  a  part  of  the 
annual  expenditures  of  the  Government,  any  more  than 
the  erection  of  a  house  is  to  be  regarded  as  a  part  of  the 
annual  expenses  of  an  individual.  The  calls  for  the 
maximum  appropriations,  for  permanent  objects  of 
defence,  are  no  evidence  of  profuse  expenditure,  as 
asserted,  but  of  true  economy,  especinlly  when  we  have 
money  on  hand  that  we  have  no  other  use  for. 

The  compromise  tariff  act  of  1833,  to  which  the  hon- 
orable Senator  alluded  with  so  much  complacency,  is 
not  entirely  irrelevant  to  the  subject  under  considera- 
tion, as  that  law  has  in  part  contributed  to  produce  the 
surplus  which  the  gentleman  seems  so  anxious  to  seize 
upon  for  distribution.  He  seems  to  look  back  upon  that 
compromise  as  a  bright  spot  in  the  record  of  bis  political 
life.  '  The  gentleman  appears  to  have  been  partial  to 
compromises,  and  has  had  a  hand  in  many,  of  different 
descriptions.  I'he  tariff  compromise,  so  far  as  it  was  a 
means  of  quieting,  for  a  time,  a  distracting  question, 
and  of  calming  the  troubled  elements  in  one  quarter, 
was  a  silutary  measure;  but  the  principles  of  the  com- 
promise were  unsound  and  unwise.  The  reduction  of 
the  high  duties  was  too  slow  on  the  one  hand,  whilst  on 
the  other  the  attempt  to  establish  by  compromise  a  uni- 
form principle  of  imposing  duties  was  either  delusory 
or  a  gross  assumption  of  power.  In  consideration  of 
retaining  the  high  rate  of  duties,  subject  to  a  gradual 
reduction  for  ten  years,  the  principle  of  discrimination 
in  regulating  the  duties  is  proposed  to  be  relinquished. 
Those  engaged  or  having  capital  invested  in  manufac- 
tures in  1833  were  to  become  rich  by  the  protection 
afforded  to  them  during  the  ten  years  of  high  duties; 
and  those  who  might  become  interested  in  manufactures 
near  the  close  or  after  that  period,  were  to  be  left  to 
shift  for  themselves.  There  is  no  reason  on  earth  why 
from  fifly  to  seventy-five  per  cent,  should  be  required 
to  protect  the  manufacturing  interests  In  1833,  which 
could  be  sustained  by  duties  of  twenty  per  cent,  in  1843. 
Either  the  high  rate  of  duties  was  not  reauired,  or  the 
point  of  depression  is  so  low  as  will  sacrince  the  manu- 
facturing interests.  The  experience  and  skill  requisite 
to  the  successful  prosecution  of  most  branches  of 
manufactures  had  been  acquired  in  1833;  and  although 
there  are  constantly  improvements  taking  place  in  all 
the  arts,  yet  as  these  are  as  great  in  England  and  other 
manufacturing  countries  ss  in  this,  they  will  give  no 
advantage  or  security  to  our  manufsctures.  In  regard 
to  the  attempt  to  settle,  by  an  act  of  Congress,  under 
the  assumption  that  it  is  a  compromise,  a  uniform 
rule  by  which  all  duties  are  to  be  imposed  aAer  the 
year  1843,  if  not  altogether  delusory,  it  cau  only  be 


regfarded  as  a  new  scheme  to  amend  the  constitution. 
It  would,  in  fact,  be  an  amendment  of  the  most  im- 
portant character.  The  duties  on  foreign  importations, 
as  the  principal  source  of  the  public  revenue,  as  well 
as  incidentally  affording  protection  to  the  manufacturing 
interests  of  the  country,  have  been  a  subject  of  more 
legislation  than  any  other,  and  roust  continue  so  for  all 
time  to  come.  The  state  of  the  Treasury,  the  growth 
of  new  interests  at  home,  the  decay  of  old  ones,  foreign 
legislation,  and  various  other  causes,  will  require  fre- 
quent modifications  of  the  revenue  laws.  To  attempt, 
therefore,  to  restrict,  limit,  or  regulate  the  power  or 
action  of  Congress  over  this  subject,  by  an  ordinary 
law,  or  by  any  understanding  or  compromise  among  the 
leading  members  of  Confess,  as  to  the  passsge  of  that 
law,  is  preposterous.  It  is  an  attempt  by  one  Congresi 
to  tie  up  the  hands  of  their  successors,  and  deprive 
them  of  that  equality  of  pow^r  which  the  constitution 
has  conferred  on  each  successive  Legislature.  Had  the 
high  rate  of  duties  been  brought  down  to  the  proper 
point  of  reduction  more  rapidly,  it  would  have  lightened 
the  taxes,  and  we  should  have  bad  a  less  surplus  in  the 
Treasury  to  contend  about. 
Mr.  President,  having  disposed  of  the  extraneous  and 

Ereliminary  topics,  I  will  proceed  to  consider  the  bill 
efore  the  Senate.  This  measure,  in  any  view  which 
can  be  taken  of  it,  is  of  the  highest  importance.  The 
bill  provides  for  distributing  among  the  States,  accord- 
ing to  the  federal  principle  of  representation,  the  nett 
proceeds  of  the  public  bnds  for  five  years,  commencing 
with  the  year  1833  and  ending  with  the  year  1837.  As 
amended  at  one  time,  it  proposed  to  distribute  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  lands  for  nine  years,  from  1833  to  1841. 
That  amendment  has  been  abandoned  by  the  friends  of 
the  bill,  and  it  now  stands  as  at  first  introduced.  1'here 
are  some  minor  principles  in  this  bill,  as  the  grant  of 
certain  portions  of  lands  to  the  new  States,  and  the  al- 
lowance  to  those  States  of  ten  per  cent,  of  the  sales  of 
public  land  within  their  territories,  which  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  notice.  The  bill  as  it  now  is,  should  it  become 
a  law,  will  distribute  among  the  SUtes  about  forty>five 
millions  of  dollars.  Its  friends  calculate  upon  a  lar^e 
sum.  Before  the  amendment  was  disagreed  to,  the  bill 
would  have  distributed  eighty-seven  millions  of  dollars, 
provided  the  sales  of  the  public  lan<Is  for  the  ensuing 
five  years  should  equal  what  the  friends  of  the  measure 
estimate  them  at — ten  millions  a  year.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  estimate  much  too  high.  ^Ighty-seven  mil- 
lions would  be  nearly  one  half  of  the  proceeds  of  all 
the  lands  now  unsold  in  the  States  and  Territories.  The 
gross  amount,  at  the  minimum  price,  has  been  estimated 
by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wkioiit]  at  one 
hundred  and  eighty-seven  millions  of  dollars.  This  bill, 
as  it  is,  will  distribute  more  than  one  quarter  of  the 
whole  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  in  the  States  and 
Territories. 

By  a  report  of  the .  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  it  ap- 
pears  that  there  are  in  the  States  and  Territories 
132,397,463  acres  of  lands  surveyed  and  offered  for 
sale,  and  which  was  unsold  on  the  SOth  September  last« 
and  9,772,739  acres  surveyed  and  not  offered  for  sale, 
making  133,170,210  acres,  to  which  the  Indian  title  has 
been  extinguished.  There  are,  besides,  79,126,838 
acren,  to  which  the  Indian  title  has  not  been  extinguish- 
ed; but  this  will  cost  nearly  as  much  as  we  shall  get  for 
it.  The  bill,  in  its  present  form,  will  distribute  a  large 
share  of  the  proceeds  of  the  entire  national  domain.  It 
is  retrospective  in  its  operstion,  and  will  distribute  all 
the  monev  raised  from  the  sale  of  the  public  lands  since 
1833,  which  will  include  nearly  the  entire  balance  now 
in  the  Treasury.  The  gross  receipts  for  the  sale  of  the 
public  lands  which  will  be  distributed,  should  this  bill 
pass,  will  amount  to — 
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In  1833, 

"  1834, 

"  1835, 

First  quarter  of  1836, 

Money  now  in  the  Treasury  to  be  distribu- 
ted,        -  -  -  -  - 

Proceeds  of  sales  for  the  last  three  quarters 
of  the  year  1836,  estimated  at   - 

Proceeds  for  1837,  estimated  at     - 

Total  amount  to  be  distributed,     - 


#3,967,681 
4,875,650 

15,200,000 
5,439,650 


$29,682,981 

8,500,000 
8,500,000 

$46,682,981 


This  estimate  for  the  remainder  of  the  current  year, 
and  for  1837,  is  considerably  below  the  calculations  of 
the  friends  of  this  measure,  as  they  consider  that  the 
sales  will  be  nearly  or  quite  at  the  rate  they  were  du- 
ring the  last  year,  when  they  exceeded  fifteen  millions. 
But  I  have  supposed  that  the  pressure  on  the  money 
market  which  now  prevails,  and  will  be  likely  to  con- 
tinue, will  check  the  speculation  in  lands.  The  estimate, 
however,  majr  be  low. 

In  a  financial  view  of  this  measure,  the  bill  before  the 
Senate  may  be  regarded  in  the  liglit  of  an  appropriation 
bill.  Should  it  become  a  law,  it  will  take  from  the 
Treasury  during  the  present  year,  about  thirty-scven 
millions  of  dollars,  The  first  question,  therefore,  is  the 
effect  it  will  have  on  the  finances,  and  whether  such  a 
sweeping  appropriation  will  not  exhaust  the  Treasury, 
and  render  it  difficult  to  carry  on  the  different  branches 
of  the  public  service? 

Without  pretending  to  accuracy,  the  following  state- 
ments and  estimates  of  receipts  and  expenditures  may 
throw  some  light  on  the  subject  of  the  finances  of  the 
year: 
Money  in  the  Treasury  on  the  Ist  of  April, 

in  round  numbers,  ....  $32,000,000 
Estimated  receipts  from  the  customs  for 

the  three  quarters  of  the  year  1836,  at  the 

rate  of  eighteen  millions  for  the  year,  -  13,500,000 
Estimated  receipts  from  the  public  lands 

for  the  three  quarters  of  the  year,         •      8,500,000 


Total  revenues  of  the  year,  -  -  #54,000,000 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Writs]  and  others 
have  estimated  the  money  now  in  the  Treasury,  and 
what  will  be  received  during  the  year,  at"  seventy  mil- 
lions. I  do  not  understand  the  process  by  which  they 
make  so  large  a  sum,  and  am  persuaded  that  it  is  alto- 
gether an  over  estimate.  1  do  not  claim  any  accuracy 
jfor  the  estimate  1  hare  made,  but  believe  it  will  be 
found  not  to  vary  essentially  from  the  truth.  The  cal- 
culation as  to  the  customs  is  based  on  the  assumption 
that  the  importation  of  dutiable  articles  will  be  equal 
the  present  year  to  the  last,  when  the  duties  on  imporU 
were  about  nineteen  millions.  But  by  the  compromise 
act  of  1833,  one  tenth  part  of  the  excess  of  duty  over 
twenty  per  cent,  is  Uken  off,  which  will  amount  to  about 
one  million  of  dollars,  leaving  for  the  duties  of  the  whole 
year  eighteen  millions.  The  first  quarter,  it  is  true, 
has  considerably  exceeded  that  rate;  but  the  great 
amount  of  importations  the  last  quarter  of  1835,  and  the 
first  quarter  of  th6  present  year,  will  be  likely  to  occa- 
sion less  importations  the  last  three  quarters  of  the  pres- 
ent year.  In  connexion  with  this  cause,  the  extreme 
pressure  on  the  money  market  in  the  commercial  cities 
must  occasion  a  check  and  reaction  to  all  kinds  of  bu- 
siness. This  cause  will  operate  still  more  forcibly  to 
check  the  sales  of  the  public  land,  a  great  portion  of 
which,  the  last  year  and  the  first  quarter  of  the  present, 
has  been  purchased  on  speculation.  When  gooid  notes, 
as  is  said  to  be  the  case,  are  discounted  in  New  York  at 


from  thirty  to  forty  per  cent,  interest,  it  can  hardly  be 
supposed  that  money  will  be  extensively  employed  in 
land  speculations.  All  revulsions  in  business  immediate- 
ly affect  the  revenue,  from  whatever  source  derived, 
and  hence  the  great  fluctuations  which  our  revenue  has 
experienced,  both  from  customs  and  the  public  lands. 
The  receipts  from  the  customs  in  1816,  were  36,306,874 
dollars;  in  1817, 26,283,348  dollars;  in  1819,  20,283.608 
dollars;  in  1820,  15,005,612  dollars;  and  in  1821, 
13,004,447  dollars.  The  year  1816  was  the  first  after 
the  war,  which  accounts  for  the  great  excess  of  import- 
ations; but  from  1817  to  1821,  a  period  of  four  years, 
the  revenue  was  diminished  more  than  one  half,  falling 
off  from  more  than  twenty-six  millions  to  thirteen  mil- 
lions. 

Speculations  in  public  lands  commenced  in  1818,  sales 
then  being  made  on  credit;  and  the  receipts  for  lands 
the  following  year  were  3,270,000  dollars;  in  1820 
they  fell  off  one  half.  In  the  years  1823  and  1824  the 
annual  receipts  were  less  than  one  million,  and  last  year 
the  sales  have  produced  more  than  fifteen  millions. 
This  has  been  the  result  of  speculations,  which  cannot 
continue.  It  is  not  to  be  apprehended  that  the  reaction 
which  has  commenced  will  be  as  severe  or  as  protracted 
as  that  of  1819.  The  embarrassment  and  distress  then 
continued  for  three  years,  and  extended  over  the  whole 
country.  The  Bank  of  the  United  States,  which  had 
exerted  a  controlling  and  pernicious  influence  j^  origi- 
nating the  spirit  of  overtrading  and  speculation,  was  also 
the  principal  instrument  in  occasioning  the  distress,  as 
it  was  compelled,  in  self-defence,  to  make  rapid  and 
forced  curtailments  of  its  loans.  From  February  to  De- 
cember it  reduced  its  loans  twelve  millions  of  dollars, 
being  nearly  one  third  of  the  whole  amount.  Of  this 
period  of  distress,  Mr.  Crawford,  in  1819,  then  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  remarked:  ''Few  instances  are 
on  record  of  sufferings  so  deep  and  extensive  as  those 
which  have  overspread  the  United  States." 

Let  us  now  examine  into  the  probable  expenditures  of 
the  present  year.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  appro- 
priations for  the  year  are  one  thing,  and  the  moneys  ac- 
tually drawn  from  the  Treasury  for  public  purposes  are 
another  thing. 

The  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  address- 
ed to  Congress  early  in  the  session,  contains  the  follow- 
ing estimates  as  to  the  appropriations  and  expenditures 
for  the  year  1836,  viz: 
Estimate  of  appropriations  required  for  the 

service  of  the  year  1836,  -  -  $17,515,933 

Appropriations  for  the  service  of  the 
year  1836,.  made  by  former  acts  of  Con- 
gress, .....  2,273,000 
Appropriations  not  required  for  1835, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  spply  in  aid  of 
the  service  of  1836,        -  -  -  344,707 

Existing  appropriations  which  will  be  re- 
quired to  complete  the  service  of  the 
year  1835,  and  former  years,  but  which 
will  be  expended  in  the  year 
1836,         -  -  -    #7,306,765 

Deduct    appropriations    not 
wanted,      -  -  -        475,321 


Total  appropriations  for  1836, 


#6,831,444 
#26,965,084 


But  the  entire  amount  of  these  appropriations  will  not 
be  actually  expended  during  the  year;  the  last  year  a 
little  over  seven  millions  were  unexpended.  It  there- 
fore will  be  reasonable  to  conclude  that  about  twenty 
millions  will  be  required  to  complete  the  service  of  1835 
and  former  years,  and  for  the  ordinary  service  of  the 
yesr  1836.    This  estimate  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Tress- 
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ury  is  only  for  the  ordinary  service  of  the  year,  and  has 
no  reference  to  the  extraordinary  expenses  of  the  Flor- 
ida Indian  war,  for  fortifications,  (except  the  ordinary 
appropriations  for  that  purpose,)  ordnance,  increase  of 
the  navy,  Indian  treaties,  or  any  other  extraordinary 
objects  of  expenditure. 

More  than  two  millions  have  already  been  appropria- 
ted for  the  expenses  of  the  Indian  war  in  Florids,  and 
as  the  hostile  Seminoles  have  not  been  subdued,  a  con- 
siderable  force  must  be  kept  there  during  the  year,  as 
little  can  be  expected  to  be  done  during  the  warm  sea- 
son. Five  millions  will  be  a  vtry  moderate  estimate  for 
the  expenses  of  this  war,  and  it  is  to  be  feared  they  will 
exceed  that  sum.  The  two  important  Indian  treaties  now 
before  the  Senate,  should  they  be  ratified,  will,  it  is 
understood,  require  an  expenditure  of  about  seven  and 
a  half  millions;  so  that  these  two  heads  of  extraordinary 
expenditure  alone  will  amount  to  twelve  and  a  half  mil- 
lions. But  there  will  be  others,  amounting  to  several 
millions,  independent  of  fortifications,  increasing  the 
navy,  and  all  other  objects  of  permanent  defence.  The 
frontiers  of  the  States  west  of  the  Mississippi  have  be- 
come much  exposed  to  Indian  hostilities  by  the  removal 
of  nearly  all  the  Indians  east  of  the  Mississippi  to  the 
country  west  of.  those  States.  There  is  said  to  be  two 
hundred  and  forty  thousand  Indians  west  of  that  frontier. 
The  war  now  raging  in  Texas  will,  from  the  known 
character  of  the  Indians,  be  likely  to  enkindle  a  spirit  of 
hostility  among  some  of  those  tribes,  and  additional 
troops  will  be  required  for  the  defence  of  that  exposed 
frontier.  There  is,  I  understand,  a  bill  before  the  House 
providing  for  raising  a  regiment  of  dragoons,  and  autho- 
rizing the  President  to  accept  the  services  of  companies 
of  volunteers^  not  to  exceed  ten  thousand  men,  for  the 
defence  of  the  western  frontier.  This  bill  will  probably 
become  a  law,  and  will  involve  a  considerable  expendi- 
ture, probably  not  less  than  one  or  two  millions. 

These  three  heads  of  extraordinary  expenditure  alone, 
added  to  the  ordinary  disbursements  of  the  year,  will 
make  about  thirty-four  millions  and  a  half,  which,  de- 
ducted from  fifly-four  millions,  the  whole  revenue  of  the 
year,  would  leave  but  nineteen  and  a  half  millions. 
What  would  be  the  situation  of  the  lYeasury,  if  this  bill 
were  to  pass?  It  would  draw  from  it  the  present  year 
about  thirty-seven  millions  and  a  half.  The  sums  given 
are  the  gross  amount,  from  which  some  deductions  are 
to  be  made.  This  would  occasion  a  deficit  of  eighteen 
millions,  without  any  appropriations  (except  the  ordi- 
nary) for  fortifications,  ordnance,  increasing  the  navy, 
or  other  permanent  objects  of  defence.  How  is  this 
deficiency  to  be  supplied?  There  are  but  two  ways. 
"We  must  either  raise  the  duties  on  imports,  or  borrow 
the  money.  If  there  was  to  be  an  increase  of  the  cus- 
toms, it  must  be  done  by  restoring  the  duties  on  the  free 
articles,  as  the  rates  of  duties  cannot  be  interfered  with 
consistently  with  the  compromise  act  of  1833.  But  the 
mode  of  doing  it  is  not  materials  in  any  way,  it  wiil  be  a 
tax  on  the  country.  Will  you  distribute  the  money  now 
in  the  Treasury  among  the  States,  and  then  raise,  by 
increasing  the  taxes,  fifteen  or  twenty  millions  for  the  pub- 
lic service?  This  is  the  question  which  Congress  and 
the  country  are  called  on  to  decide.  There  can  be  no 
essential  error  in  this  statement;  for  if  the  estimate  of 
the  receipts  from  the  public  lands  should  be  too  low,  it 
would  not  vary  the  result;  for  the  whole  proceeds  of 
the  land  are  to  be  distributed.  Should  this  bill  pass,  the 
twenty-tiine  millions  now  in  the  Treasury,  being  the 
amount  of  proceeds  from  the  lands  for  the  years  1833, 
1834,  1835,  and  the  first  quarter  of  the  present  year, 
would  be  distributed  to  the  States  in  instalments,  com- 
mencing in  July,  whether  there  was  a  dollar  left  in  the. 
Treasuay  or  not.  Are  the  people  prepared  to  pay  fif- 
teen or  twenty  millions  in  taxes,  for  the  sake  o(  having 


the  money  now  in  the  Treasury,  and  which  is  wanted 
for  the  public  service,  divided  among  the  States  and 
squandered  on  works  of  internal  improvements?  All 
the  objects,  too,  for  the  more  complete  defence  of  the 
country  must  be  abandoned. 

If  the  bill  should  not  become  a  law,  there  will,  accord- 
ing to  the  estimates  and  statements  made,  be  a  surplus 
at  the  close  of  the  year  of  about  nineteen  millions.  The 
various  public  and  private  bills  before  Congrew  will 
probably  reduce  it  to  two  or  three  millions  below  that 
amount.  Are  there  no  national  purposes  to  which  this 
fund  can  be  applied  wisely  and  judiciously,  for  the  com- 
mon benefit  of  the  whole  Union  ^  Is  it  not  wanted  for 
the  more  complete  defence  of  the  country?  Is  there 
any  one,  however  averse  to  an  extensive  system  of  for- 
tifications, who  can  doubt  that  this  sum  is  wanted  for 
fortifications,  the  increase  of  the  navy,  ordnance,  and 
the  improvement  of  navy  yards?  The  question  is  not 
whether  this  sum  can  be  judiciously  and  economically 
expended  on  these  objects  this  year,  for  that  is  not 
necessary;  but  whether  it  is  for  the  interest  of  the  Union, 
whether  it  is  wise  and  patriotic,  to  retain  this  surplus, 
now  we  have  it,  and  apply  it,  as  fast  as  it  conveniently 
and  economically  can  be,  to  the  defences  of  the  Coun- 
try. On  this  question  I  should  think  there  could  be  but 
one  opinion;  the  sum  is  less  than  one  quarter  what  has 
been  estimated  by  the  engineer  department  and  the 
navy  commissioners,  as  being  required  for  the  objects 
specified. 

On  the  subject  of  fortifications,  and  the  defence  of  the 
country  generally,  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
recently  made,  is  a  most  important  and  valuable  docu- 
ment. His  views  are  sound,  judicious,  and  practical; 
they  evince  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the  subject,  and 
an  eminent  discrimination  and  judgment  in  the  applica- 
tion of  that  knowledge.  He  does  not  contemplate  a 
^stem  of  fortifications,  for  the  protection  of  the  sea 
coast,  but  only  for  the  defence  of  certain  points,  as  the 
large  cities  and  navy  yards;  and  for  these  purposes,  he 
does  not  recommend  large  and  strong  fortifications, 
constructed  to  stand  a  regular  siege.  In  the  views  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  differing  somewhat  from  those  of 
the  engineer  department,  the  President  has  added  his 
full  concurrence. 

The  engineer  department  have  estimated  the  expense 
for  completing  the  military  defences  of  the  United  States, 
including  fortifications,  ordnance,  arsenals,  depots,  &C., 
at  about  sixty-one  millions  of  dollars.  This  entimate  is 
made  upon  a  larger  and  more  comprehensive  scale  of 
fortifications  than  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War 
recommend.  To  complete  the  fortifications  now  under 
construction,  the  estimate  is  $11,609,444,  and  for  the 
first  class  of  new  forU,  they  estimate  $5,873,000;  and 
for  ordnance  for  the  forts,  $17,840,249.  This  is  a  sub- 
ject on  which  I  do  not  profess  to  be  competent  to  form 
any  opinion;  but  I  have  now,  as  I  always  have  had,  a 
strong  aversion  to  an  extensive  system  of  fortifications^ 
it  does  not  seem  to  be  consistent  with  the  genius  of  our 
institutions,  and  has,  in  my  mind,  an  intimate  connexion 
with  a  standing  army. 

The  board  of  navy  commissioners  estimate  the  expen- 
ditures for  the  naval  purposes,  as  follows: 

For  increase  of  the  navy  and  purchase  of  materials  for 
preservation,  to  be  used  in  case  of  war,     -  $17,760,000 

For  ordnance  for  the  navy  -  -      1,800,000 

For  navy  yards,  ....      3»600,000 


ToUl, 


$23,160,000 


For  all  these  important  objects,  connected  with  the 
permanent  defence  of  the  country,  the  surplus  of  the 
present  year,  amounting  to  from  fifteen  to  twenty  mil- 
lions, together  with  the  small  surplus  there  may  be  the 
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two  ensuing  years,  cannot.  It  is  believed,  be  deemed 
more  tluin  a  reasonable  and  adequate  provision.  If  any 
thing  can  add  to  the  fitness  and  propriety  of  applying 
the  present  surplus  to  the  permanent  defences  of  the 
country,  it  is  the  consideration  that  this  fund  is  not  a 
surplus  revenue,  as  seems  to  be  supposed.  Twenty- 
nine  millions,  out  of  the  thirty-two  m  the  Treasury, 
have  been  received  for  the  sale  of  the  public  lands  the 
last  three  years,  and  twenty  millions  during  the  past 
year  and  the  first  auarter  of  the  present  year.  This 
fund  has  not  accrued  as  a  revenue,  but  from  the  sale  of 
the  public  property— the  sale  of  the  national  domain,  the 
most  valuable  inherttance  that  any  nation  ever  possessed, 
and  whidi  is  rapidly  wasting  away.  Is  there  not  a 
peculiar  fitness  and  propriety  that  this  fund  should  be 
reinvested  in  permanent  works  for  the  common  benefit 
and  security  of  the  whole  country? 

Mr.  President,  the  most  important  view  of  this  subject 
still  remains.  This  must  be  regarded  as  a  bill  for  the 
sequestration  of  the  public  lands,  and  the  division  of 
them,  in  whole  or  in  f^art,  among  the  States,  and  of 
course  withdrawing  this  branch  of  revenue  from  the 
Government  of  the  Union.  Looking  at  this  meastre  in 
this  light,  it  is  one  of  the  highest  importance,  not  so 
much  in  a  financial  point  of  view,  as  from  its  political 
bearings  and  influence.  What  may  be  tbe  effects  of  a 
measure*  resting  on  principles  so  new  and  dangerous, 
no  one  can  foreseei  but  that  its  operation  might  be  to 
change  our  political  system,  is  perfectly  clear  to  my 
mind.  This  measure  has  been  attempted  to  be  support- 
ed on  two  grounds,  neither  of  which,  it  is  believed,  can 
be  sustained: 

1st.  That  it  is  constitutional,  just,  and  expedient  to 
divide  tiie  public  lands  among  the  States  on  general 
principles,  and  without  any  refetence  to  the  present  state 
of  the  Treasury;  and 

2d.  That  it  is  proper,  as  a  temporary  measure  to  re- 
lieve the  country  from  the  evils  of  a  redundant  Treasu- 
ry, by  disposing  of  a  surplus  which  is  not  wanted  for  the 
uses  of  tbe  federal  Government. 

In  relation  to  the  last  ground,  it  is  sufficient  to  say, 
that  it  is  not  true  in  point  of  fact.  There  is  no  such  sur- 
plus as  this  argument  presupposes;  and  no  surplus  at 
all,  which  is  not  wanted  for  constitutional,  legitimate, 
and  highly  useful  objects,  pertaining  to  the  Government 
of  the  Union.  I  have  already  examined  this  question, 
and  endeavored  to  show  that  the  surplus  at  the  end  of 
the  present  year  would  not  exceed  twenty  millions,  and 
would,  in  all  probability,  fall  short  of  that  sum;  which, 
upon  the  most  moderate  scale  of  providing  for  the  more 
complete  defence  of  the  country,  would  be  wanted  for 
that  object,  and  no  doubt  considerablv  more. 

But,  if  there  was  a  surplus,  a  distribution  of  it  among 
the  States  would  not  be  the  proper  remedy.  It  would 
be  unwarrantable  to  attempt  to  remove  a  temporary  evil 
by  a  measure  resting  on  a  new  and  dangerous  principle. 
If  there  is  an  excess  of  revenue,  which  has,  and  is  to 
continue  to  accumulate  in  our  Treasury,  the  rightful  and 
proper  remedy  is  to  rempve  the  cause,  to  reduce  the 
revenue.  Stop  the  money  from  flowing  into  your  Treas- 
ury, and  it  will  then  distribute  itself  among  the  people, 
which  is  the  only  just  and  constitutional  distribution. 
This  will  be  the  only  just  distribution,  because  it  will 
distribute  the  money  not  wanted  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Government  among  the  people,  and  in  the  exact  pro- 
portions which  they  contribute  towards  the  taxes. 

it  is  true  the  present  surplus  has  mainly  accrued  (vom 
the  sales  of  the  public  lands;  but  it  is  within  the  power, 
and  it  is  the  solemn  duty  of  Congress,  so  to  shape  their 
legislation  as  to  prevent  the  accumulation  of  more 
money  in  the  Treasury  than  is  required  for  the  consti- 
tutional purposes  of  this  Government.  And  it  is  our 
duty  so  to  regulate  and  restrict  the  sale  of  the  public 
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lands,  or  so  to  reduce  the  customs,  as  to  avoid  a  surplus. 
Nothing  can  be  more  unjustifiable,  or  a  greater  abuse  of 
legislation,  than  to  draw  more  money  from  the  people 
than  is  wanted  for  public  purposes,  whether  by  taxation 
or  the  sale  of  the  public  property.  The  accumulation 
of  revenue  last  year  was  an  extraordinary  result  from 
speculations  in  the  public  lands,  which  cannot  continue. 
Still  there  is  reason  to  apprehend  that  the  money  re- 
ceived from  this  source,  whilst  the  imposts  are  at  their 
present  amount,  will,  for  several  years,  occasion  some 
excess  in  the  revenue.  And  as  the  tariff*  act  of  1833 
prevents  any  essential  change  in  the  customs  for  several 
years,  it  appears  to  be  necessary  that  there  should  be 
some  further  legislation  calculated  to  regulate  and  limit 
the  sales  of  the  public  lands.  There  are  other  than 
financial  reasons  in  favor  of  such  a  measure.  The  na- 
tional domain  ought  to  be  preserved  for  actual  settlers 
for  generations  to  come.  What  is  not  wanted  for  actual 
settlement  should  be  held  by  the  Government,  espe- 
cially when  we  have  no 'occasion  for  the  revenue  derived 
from  the  sale  of  it.  As  long  as  it  is  held  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, the  same  advantages  of  emigration  and  settle- 
ment on  the  uncultivated  lands,  as  are  now  enjoyed,  will 
extend  to  future  generations.  These  advantages  are  of 
great  importance  to  the  whole  country,  being  a  sure  re* 
source  for  the  disappointed,  the  unfortunate  in  the  old 
States,  and  all  who  have  not  the  means  to  acquii*e  an  in- 
terest in  the  soil  in  the  older  settlements  in  the  Union. 
In  the  unsettled  lands,  the  vast  extent  of  the  public  do- 
main, every  individual  who  is  so  disposed,  however  lim- 
ited his  means,  can  acquire  an  interest  in  the  soil  and 
become  a  freeholder.  But  if  these  lands  are  suffered  to 
go  into  the  hands  of  speculators  and  capitalists,  at  the 
rate  they  have  the  last  year,  the  actual  settlers  will  have 
to  purchase  of  individuals  instead  of  the  United  States, 
and  may  be  compelled  to  pay  ten  dollars  per  acre  for 
lands  they  can  now  get  at  one  and  a  quarter.  The  capi- 
talists of  the  country  should  not  be  suffered  to  monopo- 
lize the  national  domain,  and  thus  interpose  themselves 
between  the  Government  and  the  actual  settler.  A  law, 
properly  guarded,  confining  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  to  actual  settlers,  appears  to  be  demanded  by  the 
highest  considerations.  With  a  view  merely  to  regulate 
the  revenue,  the  law  might  provide  the  maximum  be- 
yond which  sales  should  not  be  made  in  one  year.  As 
the  matter  now  stands,  no  calculation  can  be  made  on 
this  branch  of  revenue,  as  the  receipts  within  a  few 
years  have  varied  from  one  million  to  fifteen  millions, 
and  tbe  first  quarter  of  the  present  year  they  have  been 
at  the  rate  of  twenty  millions. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  now  proceed  to  make  some  re- 
marks on  the  main  question  presented  by  this  bill,  which 
is,  the  constitutionality,  justice,  and  expediency  of  divid- 
ing the  public  lands  among  the  States.  This  measure  is 
too  important,  and  rests  on  a  principle  too  novel  and  dan- 
gerous, to  be  sustained  by  any  temporary  reasons,  or  any 
other  conditions,  than  that  it  is  constitutional,  right,  just, 
safe,  and  proper,  to  divide  the  public  domain  or  the  pro- 
ceeds of  it  among  the  States,  and  take  away  this  branch 
of  revenue  from  the  federal  Government. 

Before  considering  the  objections  to  this  measure,  let 
me  ask  what  are  its  advantages?  It  is  claimed,  in  the 
first  place,  that  by  taking  the  money  now  in  the  deposite 
banks,  and  dividing  it  among  the  States,  it  will  be  put  in 
circulation,  and  thus  relieve  the  present  pressure  on  the 
money  market.  This  advantage  would  be  temporary, 
and  of  little  importance.  If  true;  but  the  effect  of  the 
distribution  would  be  directly  the  opposite.  The  banks, 
if  called  on  to  pay  the  money,  would  have  to  press  their 
debtors,  which  would  increase  the  distress;  whilst  the 
money,  when  distributed,  would  be  withdrawn  from  use 
for  several  months,  as  the  Legislatures  of  the  States 
would  have  to  be  convened  before  any  disposition  could 
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be  omde  of  it.  But  this  matter,  being  entirely  tempora- 
ry, is  of  little  moment. 

The  main  benefit  calculated  upon,  from  the  measure, 
is  to  increase  the  resources  of  the  States.  As  the  bill 
•was  first  introduced,  it  directed  the  application  of  the 
money  either  to  internal  improvements  or  education.  As 
it  now  is,  it  may  be  applied  to  any  purpose  whatever, 
«nd  will  be  entirely  subject  to  the  disposal  of  the  State 
•Legislatures.  They  can  apply  it  to  their  ordinary  ex- 
penses, if  so  disposed.  It  is  to  be  presumed,  however, 
Ihat  in  general  it  will  be  applied  to  works  of  internal 
improvements,  and  this  may  be  regarded  as  the  object 
'of  the  bill.  It  is  to  provide  for  carrying  on  internal  im- 
provements by  the  funds  of  this  Government,  through 
.the  agency  of  the  States.  It  is  attempting  to  do  indi- 
.rectly  what  it  is  now  admitted  we  cannot  do  directly. 
What  will  be  the  effect  of  the  sudden  application  of 
nearly  fifty  millions  of  dollars  to  objects  of  this  descrip- 
tion^ Will  it  not  give  an  undue  and  dangerous  impulse 
to  the  spirit  of  internal  improvement?  and  does  not  that 
spirit  now  require  rather  to  be  checked  than  stimulated 
into  greater  activity?  What  will  be  the  effect  on  the 
business  of  the  country  of  withdrawing  so  large  a  capi- 
tal from  other  pursuits,  to  be  invested  in  railroads  and 
canals?  And  this  must  be  the  result,  as  the  funds  of 
the  Government  are  loaned  out  to  individuals,  who  are 
employing  them  in  the  various  departments  of  useful 
business;  and  they  muat  be  collected  in,  when  the  banks 
are  required  to  pay  over  the  money.  It  is  an  error  to 
suppose  that  those  fimds  are  in  the  deposite  banks. 
They  sre  in  the  hands  of  individuals,  and,  should  this 
bill  pass,  must  be  withdrawn  from  the  debtors  of  the 
banks,  and  of  course  withdrawn  from  those  brsnches  of 
business  in  which  they  are  now  employed.  Would  not 
the  great  interests  of  the  country  suffer,  by  withdraw- 
ing so  large  a  capital  from  them,  and  investing  it  in  canals 
and  railroads? 

■  Would  not  this  sudden  impulse  to  internal  improve- 
ment be  likely  to  involve  the  States  in  extravagant  and 
ruinous  projects?  A  considerable  portion  of  the  works 
of  this  kind  are  of  little  or  no  value.  The  principal 
canal  in  my  own  State,  continued  by  another  in  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  both  of  which  have  cost  nearly 
one  million  of  dollars,  is  of  no  value.  Many  in  other 
States  are  of  a  aimilar  character.  It  would  seem  that 
the  moneys  expended  by  the  Government  of  the  Union 
on  canals  and  roads  should  admonish  us  against  wasting 
tjie  resources  of  the  country  on  unimportant  objects  of 
this  kind.  Congress  has  appropriated  nearly  ten  mil- 
lions of  dollars  to  roads  and  canals;  about  six  millions  on 
the  Cumberland  roadi  one  million  on  the  Delaware  and 
Chesapeake  canal;  one  million  on  the  Chesapeake 
and  Ohio  canal;  half  a  million  on  the  Dismal  Swamp 
canal;  and  some  others.  What  return  has  ever  been 
teceived  for  these  vast  expenditures?  and  what  is  the 
value  of  these  expenditures?  and  what  is  the  value  of 
the  stock  of  these  canals?  A  bill  is  now  pending  for 
the  assumption  of  the  Dutch  loan,  due  by  the  cities  in 
this  District,  making  about  two  millions  more  on  ac- 
count of  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  canal. 

How  will  the  States  apply  these  funds?  Some  of 
them  are  constructing  works  in  behalf  of  the  State,  and 
will  probably  apply  them  in  that  way;  but  most  of  the 
States  will  invest  the  money  in  subscriptions  to  stock  in 
corporations,  and  thus  increase  the  power  and  influence 
of  these  dangerous  monopolies. 

Railroads  are  at  this  time  the  most  popular  kind  of  in- 
ternal improvements,  and  when  constructed  by  corpora- 
tions, with  the  chartered  privileges  which  have  been 
conferred  on  them  in  the  eastern  States,  are  the  most 
dangerous  monopolies  which  have  ever  been  permitted 
tp  exist  in  a  free  country.  They  are  merely  private 
Mjays,  and  no  person  can  use  them,  or  pass  over  them. 


without  the  consent  of  the  company.  They  are  allow- 
ed to  fix  their  own  rate  of  tolls,  whilst  their  advantages 
enable  them  to  destroy  all  competition  by  stage  lines,  or 
other  means  of  conveyance.  Like  all  other  monopolies, 
their  advantsges,  whatever  they  may  be,  are  enjoyed 
exclusively  by  the  company.  They  are  little  or  no  ben- 
efit to  the  public,  whilst  they  are  a  serious  injury  to  the 
agricultural  class,  by  throwing  out  of  employment  the 
great  number  of  horses  now  used  in  stages,  and  other 
modes  of  conveyance,  and  destroying  the  market  which 
was  thus  created  for  the  products  of  farms. 

It  may  be  laid  down  as  a  general  truth,  that  neither 
railroads  nor  canals  are  of  general  utility  and  advantage 
to  the  country,  except  where  they  tend  to  raise  the 
price  of  the  products  of  sgriculture  or  increase  the  de- 
mand for  labor.  And  these  results  are  only  produced 
by  such  canals  or  railroads  as  open  a  market,  by  supply- 
ing cheaper  and  better  facilities  of  conveyance  to  por- 
tions of  country  which  were  deprived  of  one.  In  all 
other  cases,  railroads  and  canals  are  of  no  general  utili- 
ty, and  add  nothing  to  the  common  prosperity.  Their 
advantages  are  confined  to  a  very  small  class,  whilst 
tlieirtlindvantages  affect  a  very  numerous  class.  The 
fallacy  of  these,  and  all  other  expedients  for  advancing 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  by  any  other  means  than 
by  increasing  and  gpiving  greater  scope  to  its  industry, 
must  soon  become  manifest.  Is  it  right  and  just  to  tax 
the  people  for  objects  of  this  kind?  or  to  apply  the 
funds  of  the  whole  people  to  purposes  which  can  be 
beneficial  only  to  a  few,  and  those  the  wealthy  classes? 

But  it  is  alleged,  as  another  advantage  of  this  measure, 
that  it  will  settle  the  long  agitated  question  of  internal 
improvement  as  relates  to  this  Government,  will  quiet 
the  public  mind,  and  strengthen  the  Union.  I  cannot 
concur  in  this  opinion.  Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  this 
question  is  to  be  settled  by  agitating  it  in  a  new  and 
more  dangerous  form?  What  is  this  but  the  old  ques- 
tion of  internal  improvement  in  a  new  and  disguised 
form,  and  therefore  the  more  dangerous? 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  says  the 
West  will  not  long  submit  to  have  all  the  public  money 
expended  on  the  seaboard.  Sir,  this  is  a  slander  on  the 
West.  Will  the  people  of  the  western  States  wish  to 
see  the  constitution  violated,  or  any  dangerous  princi- 
ples introduced  into  the  Government,  to  secure  what 
they  may  conceive  to  be  an  equal  participation  in  the 
advantages  of  the  expenditures  of  the  public  money  ?  I 
I  do  not  believe  it;  the  gentleman  does  great  injustice 
to  that  patriotic  portion  of  the  Union.  I,  as  a  citizen  of 
the  East,  and  a  representative  of  an  eastern  State,  will 
defend  the  West  against  this  unworthy  imputation.  Nei- 
ther can  I  admit  the  justice  of  this  complaint;  the  West 
have  their  share  of  the  public  advantages.  The  dis- 
bursements in  relation  to  the  public  lands^  and  the  nu- 
merous grants  which  have  been  made  of  them  for  the 
purposes  of  education  and  internal  improvements,  are 
at  least  equivalent  to  all  the  benefits  enjoyed  by  the  peo- 
ple in  tlie  Atlantic  States  from  the  disbursements  of  the 
Government.  It  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  public 
money  expended  at  any  place  is  essentially  beneficial  to 
the  contiguous  population.  The  supplies  and  property 
purchased  may  come  from  a  distant  part  of  the  Union. 

But  whilst  the  advantages  of  this  measure,  either  to 
the  States  or  the  Union,  are  of  a  doubtful  character,  the 
objections  to  it  are  of  the  most  serious  kind.  The  first 
difficulty  is  the  very  great  doubt  as  to  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  make  such  a  dispomtion  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands.  With  the  exception  of  Louisiana  and  Flo- 
rida, these  lands  were  ceded  by  several  of  the  States  to 
the  United  States,  and  the  rights  and  powers  of  this  Gov- 
ernment over  them  were  derived  from  those  cessions, 
which  have  been  confirmed  by  the  constitution.  We 
must  then  look  not  only  to  ttie  terms  and  conditions  of 
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the  pfrants,  but  to  the  circumatanoes  and  purposes  for 
which  they  were  m«c1e.  The  United  States  were  carry- 
ing on  a  war,  and  had  become  deeply  involved  in  debt; 
they  had  the  civil  and  military  expenses  of  a  Govern- 
ment to  meet,  whilst  they  were  destitute  of  revenue,  and 
had  no  power  to  raise  one  dollar,  either  by  direct  or  in- 
direct taxation.  Their  only  reliance  under  the  confed- 
eration was  upon  requisitions  on  the  States.  Some  of 
the  Slates  possessed  extensive  tracts  of  waste  lands, 
whil»t  others  possessed  none;  and  the  latter  contended 
that  these  lands  ought  to  be  ceded  to  the  confederation, 
for  the  security  of  the  public  creditors,  and  as  a  common 
fund  for  the  benefit  of  the  Union. 

Maryland  and  Rhode  Island  had  refused  to  join  in  the 
confederation  on  the  ground  of  this  complaint.  The 
Congress  had  repeatedly  urged  the  States  to  cede  their 
lands  to  the  confederacy,  and  in  October,  1780,  adopted 
a  resolution  of  which  the  following  ia  an  extract: 

**Raolvedt  That  the  unappropriated  lands  that  may 
be  ceded  or  relinquished  to  the  United  States  by  any 
particular  State,  pursuant  to  the  recommendation  of 
Congress  of  the  6th  of  September  last,  shall  be  disposed 
of  for  the  common  benefit  of  the  United  States,  and  be 
settled  and  formed  into  distinct  republican  States,  which 
sliall  become  members  of  the  federal  Union,  and  have 
the  same  rights  of  sovereignty,  freedom,  and  indepen- 
dence, as  the  other  Slates; 

.  **  That  the  said  lands  shall  be  granted  or  settled  at 
such  times,  and  under  such  regulations,  as  shall  here- 
after be  agreed  on  by  the  United  Stetes  in  Congress  as- 
sembled, or  any  nine  or  more  of  them." 

The  grants  of  (he  several  States  were  made  in  pursu- 
ance of  this  resolution  of  Congress,  and  all  refer  to  it; 
and  this  resolution  shows  what  was  the  intention  and  ob- 
ject of  Congress.  It  proves  that  the  Congress  had  two 
objects  in  view  in  obtaming  the  cessions  from  the  States: 
one  to  promote  the  settlement  of  the  territory  and  the 
formation  of  States  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union;  the 
other,  the  disposal  of  the  lands  for  the  common  benefit 
of  (he  United  States;  not  for  (he  common  benefit  of  the 
several  States,  or  the  States  in  their  separate  and  sove- 
reign capacity,  but  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  in  their 
confederate  capacity. 

in  pursuance  of  the  aforesaid  resolution  of  Congress, 
the  State  of  New  York  passed  an  act  authorizing  tlie 
cession  of  its  lands.  The  following  extract  from  the  pre- 
amble explains  the  object: 

**  Whereas  nothing  under  Divine  Providence  can  more 
effectually  contribute  to  the  tranquillity  and  safety  of 
the  United  States  of  America  than  a  federal  alliance  on 
such  liberal  principles  as  will  give  satisfaction  to  its  re- 
spective members;  and  whereas  the  articles  of  confede- 
ration and  perpetual  union,  recommended  by  the  hon- 
orable Cong^ress  of  the  United  States  of  America,  have 
not  proved  acceptable  to  all  the  States,  it  having  been 
conceived  that  a  portion  of  the  waste  and  uncultivated 
territory  within  the  limits  or  claims  of  certain  States 
ought  to  be  appropriated  as  a  common  fund  fof  the  ex- 
penses of  the  war;  and  the  people  of  the  State  of  New 
York  being,  on  all  occasions,  disposed  to  manifest  their 
regard  for  their  sister  States,  and  their  earnest  desire  to 
promote  the  general  interest  and  security,  and  more  es- 
pecially to  accelerate  the  federal  alliance,  by  removing, 
as  far  as  it  depends  upon  them,  the  beforementioned  im- 
pediment to  its  final  accomplishment." 

Here  it  is  expressly  stated  that  the  object  of  the  ces- 
sion was  to  appropriate  the  lands  as  a  common  fund  for 
the  expenses  of  the  war,  which  is  wholly  incompatible 
with  the  idea  that  they  were  to  be  a  common  fund  to  be 
divided  among  the  States,  or  for  the  benefit  of  the 
States,  in  their  several  capacities. 

The  act  of  cession  of  Virginia  provides  "that  all  the 
landa  within  the  territory  so  ceded  to  the  JJmted  SUttt 


shall  be  considered  as  a  common  fund  for  the  use  and ' 
benefit  of  such  of  the  United  States  as  have  become,  or 
shall  become,  members  of  the  confederation  or  federal 
alliance  of  the  said  States,  Virginia  inclusive,  according 
to  their  respective  proportions  in  the  general  charge  ana 
expenditure,  and  shall  be  faithfully  and  bona  fide  dis- 
posed of  for  that  purpose,  and  for  no  other  use  or  pur- 
pose whatsoever." 

The  act  of  cession  of  Massachusetts  provides  that  the ' 
lands  were  to  be  "  ceded  or  relinquished  to  the  United ' 
States,  to  be  disposed  of  for  the  common  benefit  of  the 
same,  agreeably  to  the  resolve  pf  Congress  of  October 
10,  1780."    Connecticut  ••released  and  ceded  her  right' 
of  jurisdiction  and  soil  to  the  country  one  hundred  and 
twenty  miles  west  of  the  western  boundary  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, to  the  United  States  in  Congress,  for  the  common 
use  and  benefit  of  said  States,  Connecticut  included." 
The  cession  of  Georgia  provides  '*  that  the  lands  con- 
veyed shall  be  considered  as  a  common  fund  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  the  United  States,  Georgia  included,  and 
shall  be  faithfully  disposed  of  for  that  purpose,  and  for 
no  other  use  or  purpose  whatsoever." 

Whether,  therefore,  we  regard  the  situation  of  the 
States  at  the  time,  and  the  object  of  the  cessions,  as  ap- 
parent from  the  circumstances  under  which  they  were 
made,  or  the  language  of  the  acts  of  cessioni  it  appears  - 
perfectly  clear  that  those  lands,  so  far  as  the  right  of 
property  was  concerned,  were  vested  in  the  United 
States,  or  such  of  theni  as  had  joined  the  confederacy, 
and  were  to  constitute  a  common  fund,  for  the  benefit 
of  such  States,  in  their  federative  capacity,  and  not  in 
their  separate  capacity,  as  independent  sovereignties.' 
The  States  were  (o  share  in  this  fund,  in  proportion  to 
the  general  charge  of  expenditure,  as  apportioned  by' 
Congress  among  the  States.  So  far  as  the  expenses  of 
the  confederacy  could  be  defrayed  from  the  proceeds  of 
these  lands,  the  requisitions  upon  the  States  were  to  that' 
extent  diminished,  and  in  the  same  proportion  as  the^ 
States  were  assessed.  But  the  rule  of  apportionment, 
adopted  in  this  bill  is  entirely  different  from  that  prescrib- 
ed in  the  grant  of  Virginia.  The  bill  assumes  as  a  rule 
the  federal  population,  which  is  a  principle  of  political ' 
power,  compounded  of  free  and  slave  population.  The ' 
rule  adopted  by  Virginia  was  that  of  the  f^eneral  charge 
and  expenditure  as  established  by  the  articles  of  confed- 
eration, which  provided  *'That  all  charges  of  war,  and* 
all  other  expenses  that  shall  be  incurred  for  the  common* 
defence  or  general  welfare,  and  allowed  by  the  United 
States  in  Congress  assembled,  shall  be  defrayed  out  of 
a  common  Treasur}',  which  shall  be  supplied  by  the  sev- 
eral States,  in  proportion  to  the  value  of  all  land  within 
each  State,  granted  to  or  surveyed  for  any  person,  as' 
such  land,  and  the  buildings  anci  improvements  thereon,  - 
shall  be  estimated  according  to  such  modes  as  the  United' 
SUtes  in  Congress  assembled  shall  from  time  to  time  di- 
rect and  appoint."  If  there  was  any  authority  for  a  divi-' 
sion  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lands  among  the  States,  this' 
bill  has  departed  from  the  rule  laid  down  in  the  cession 
of  Virginia,  and  assumed  a  principle  then  wholly  un- 
known. The  language  of  the  Virginia  grant  is  very- 
strong  and  guarded;  and  it  not  only  provides  that  the 
lands  shall  be  a  common  fund  for  the  United  States,  but' 
adds  that  **  they  shall  be  faithfully  and  bona  fide  disposed 
of  for  that  purpose,  and  for  no  other  use  or  purpose 
whatsoever."  They  were  not  to  be'  disposed  of  for  the 
benefit  of  the  several  States,  but  for  that  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  confederacy,  which,  under  the  confedera- 
tion, was  regarded  as  the  general  Government,  with  heavy 
charges  upon  it,  and  then  carrying  on  a  war.  Accord* 
Ing  to  the  express  terms  of  the  Virginia  and  Georgia 
grants,  this  fund  could  be  applied  to  no  other  pur- 
pose whatsoever  than  the  benefit  of  the  confederacy. 
The  intentioo  of  the  gnuiuwai  t»  provide  %  fund  f)»v  the 
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confederacy,  not  for  the  States,  which,  possessing  the 
power  of  taxation,  could  provide  for  themseWes. 

It  has  been  contended  that  the  clause  <<  Virginia  inclu- 
sive," proves  that  the  fund  was  held  in  trust  for  the 
States;  but  there  is  no  just  foundation  for  this  argument, 
as  that  clause  was  evidently  inserted  only  from  abundant 
caution,  to  secure  to  the  granting  States  their  share  in 
the  benefits  of  the  fund,  when  applied  to  the  purposes 
of  the  confederacy,  and  which  would  diminish  the  re- 
quisitions to  be  made  upon  the  States.  These  cessions 
were  confirmed  by  the  constitution,  with  their  conditions. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Whits]  has  refer- 
red to  the  opinions  of  the  President  as  to  the  power  of 
Congress,  expressed  in  his  annual  message  in  1830,  re- 
garding a  division  of  the  surplus  revenue  among  the 
Slates.  But  the  President  then  suggests  doubts  as  to 
the  power  of  Congress)  and  in  bis  veto  message  he  says: 
**  The  constitution  of  the  United  States  did  not  delegate 
to  Congress  the  power  to  abrogate  these  compacts.  On 
the  contrary,  by  declaring  that  nothing  in  it  shall  be  so 
construed  as  to  prejudice  any  claims  of  the  United  States, 
or  of  any  particular  State,  it  virtually  provides  that  these 
compacts,  and  the  rights  they  secure,  shall  remain  un- 
touched by  the  legislative  power,  which  shall  only  *<roake 
all  needful  rules  and  regulations*'  for  carrying  them  into 
efiect.  All  beyond  this  would  seem  to  be  an  assump- 
tion of  undelegated  power. 

These  ancient  compacts  are  invaluable  monuments  of 
an  age  of  virtue,  patriotism,  and  disinterestedness. 
They  exhibit  the  price  that  great  States,  which  had  won 
liberty,  were  willing  to  pay  for  that  union,  without  which, 
they  plainly  saw,  it  could  not  be  preserved. 

Considering  these  lands  as  vested  in  the  United  States, 
and  appropriated  to  the  uses  and  purposes  of  the  Union, 
by  the  original  grants,  and  which  were  confirmed  in  the 
formation  of  the  present  system  of  government,  will  it. 
not  be  inconsistent  with  the  grants  to  divide  the  fund 
arising  from  the  sale  of  them  among  the  States? 

The  federal  Government  possesses  two  means  of  rais- 
ing a  revenue,  both  of  which  were  derived  from  the 
States.  The  first  is  the  public  Isnds  or  domain;  the  se- 
cond, the  power  of  levying  and  collecting  taxes,  both 
direct  and  indirect.  The  power  of  levying  taxes,  like 
all  other  powers  of  this  Government,  is  specific  and 
limited;  it  is  in  its  very  terms  confined  to  the  purposes 
of  the  Union:,  to  paying  the  debts  and  providing  for  the 
common  defence  and  general  welfare  of  the  United 
States.  And  if  the  language  of  that  particular  grant  was 
not  so  limited,  it  could  receive  no  greater  extension,  as 
that  would  be  incompatible  with  the  theory  and  struc- 
ture of  the  Government.  The  Government  of  the  Union 
vas  established  for  certain  specific  purposes  and  objects, 
defined  in  the  grant  of  its  powers;  and  the  power  to  levy 
and  collect  taxes  must  be  co-extensive  with  those  pur- 
poses, and  can  extend  no  further.  To  maintain  that 
Congress  can  raise  a  revenue  for  purposes  beyond  the 
sphere  of  its  action,  is  a  most  preposterous  and  alarming 
proposition.  If  you  step  one  inch  beyond  that  boundary, 
there  is  no  limit  to  the  taxing  power;  and  it  might  be  so 
exercised  as  to  annihilate  the  States. 

Considering  the  taxing  power  as  confined  to  purposes 
distinctly  federal,  it  cannot  be  exercised,  even  for  those 
purposes,  except  in  connexion  with  the  other  source  of 
revenue — ^that  derived  from  the  public  lands.  They  were 
both  conferred  by  the  States  on  the  Union,  and  for  the 
same  purposes;  and  the  taxing  power  cannot  be  right- 
fully resorted  to,  es^ept  to  supply  the  deficiency  there 
may  be  in  the  revenue  derived  from  the  sales  of  the  pub- 
lic lands. 

To  dispose  of  the  revenue  accruing  from  the  sales  of 
the  public  lands  upon  objects  not  ^deral,  not  within 
the  action  of  this  Government,  and  then  supply  the  de- 
ficiency by  taxesy  would  be  a  most  palpable  abuse  of  the 
taxing  power. 


The  power  of  taxation  excited  more  alarm  and  occa- 
sioned a  more  determined  resistance  than  any  other  in 
the  constitution;  it  was  the  point  against  which  that  dis- 
tinguished champion  of  popular  rights,  Patrick  Henry, 
directed  his  powerful  eloquence. 

This  bill  will  withdraw  one  entire  branch  of  the  pub- 
lic rerenue,  and  of  course  throw  all  the  expenses  of  this 
Government  on  to  the  other.  It  is  true  it  is  limited  to 
five  years,  but  the  principle  leads  to  this  result;  and, 
when  once  adopted,  it  will  be  acted  on  from  time  to 
time.  The  cpreat  champion  of  this  measure  admits  that 
this  will  probably  be  the  case,  and  says  it  is  the  greatest 
recommendation  of  the  bill. 

Why  shall  this  Government  tax  the  people  to  raise 
money  to  distribute  among  the  States?  Will  the  people 
or  the  States  be  benefited  by  this  operation?  And  what 
will  be  its  influence  on  our  institutions  and  the  relations 
between  the  States  and  the  Union?  Would  not  such  a 
principle  reverse  the  order  of  things,  and  change  the 
very  system  of  the  Government?  The  States  possess  the 
primary  taxing  power;  they  have  conferred  on  this  Gov- 
ernment a  special,  limited  power  of  tsxation,  for  certain 
specific  purposes,  enumerated  in  the  constitution.  But 
if  Congress  shall  raise  taxes  not  only  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Government,  but  also  for  those  of  the  States,  it 
will  engross  the  entire  taxing  poaer  reserved  to  the 
States. 

What  would  be  the  inevitable  effect  of  such  a  principle 
upon  the  States?  Would  it  not  be  a  fatal  blow  to  their 
independence?  Would  it  not  have  a  more  direct  ten- 
dency towards  consolidation  than  any  other,  or  all  other 
measures  ever  yet  adopted?  Would  it  not  accustom  the 
States  to  depend  on  this  Government  for  their  revenues, 
and  even  for  their  ordinary  expenditures?  And  is  it 
supposed  that  one  community  can  be  dependant  on 
another  for  its  expenditures,  without  gradually  losing  its 
independence  and  sinking  into  degradation?  It  is  im- 
possible. Would  not  the  influence  of  this  measure  be 
the  most  pernicious  and  corrupting  in  the  Legislatures 
of  the  States,  and  even  on  public  sentiment  among  the 
people?  This  scheme  of  distribution  is  already  pressed 
into  the  service  of  electioneering,  and  has  been  so  used 
during  the  late  election  in  the  State  I  have  the  honor,  in 
part,  to  represent.  The  people  have  thus  far  resisted 
Its  seductive  influence,  and  maintained  their  integrity: 
how  long  they  may  be  able  to  do  it,  remains  to  be  known. 

The  suggestions  of  the  President,  in  his  veto  message, 
in  regard  to  the  effect  of  this  distribution  scheme  on  the 
interests,  the  political  rights,  and  the  independence  of 
the  States,  are  deserving  the  most  profound  considera- 
tion. I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  some  parts 
of  this  message. 

«  It  appears  to  me  that  a  more  direct  road  to  consoli- 
dation cannot  be  devised.  Money  is  power,  and  in  that 
Government  which  pays  all  the  public  officers  of  the 
States  will  all  political  power  be  substantially  concen- 
trated. The  State  Governments,  if  Governments  they 
might  be  called,  would  lose  all  their  independence  and 
dignity.  The  economy  which  now  distinguishes  them, 
would  be  converted  into  a  profusion  limited  only  by  the 
extent  of  the  supply. 

*<  Being  the  dependants  of  the  general  Government, 
and  lookmg  to  its  Treasury  as  the  source  of  all  their 
emoluments,  the  State  officers,  under  whatever  names 
they  might  pass,  and  by  whatever  forms  their  duties 
might  be  prescribed,  would,  in  effect,  be  the  mere  sti- 
pendiaries and  instruments  of  tlie  central  power. 

<<  I  am  quite  sure  the  intelligent  people  of  our  several 
States  will  be  satisfied,  on  a  little  reflection,  that  it  is 
neither  wise  nor  safe  to  release  the  members  of  their  lo- 
cal Legislatures  from  the  responsibility  of  levying  the 
taxes  necessary  to  support  their  State  Governments,  and 
I  vest  it  in  Congress,  over  most  of  whose  members  ihey 
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have  no  control.  They  will  not  think  it  expedient  that  I 
Congress  shall  be  the  tax-gatherer  and  paymaster  of 
their  State  Governments,  and  thus  amalgamate  all  their 
officers  into  one  mass  of  common  interest  and  common 
feeling.  It  is  too  obvious  that  such  a  course  would  sub- 
vert our  well-balanced  system  of  government,  and  ulti- 
mately deprive  us  of  all  the  blessings  now  derived  from 
our  happy  Union. 

«*It  is  difficult  to  perceive  what  advantages  would  ac- 
crue to  the  old  States  or  the  new,  from  the  system  of 
distribution  which  this  bill  proposes,  if  it  was  otherwise 
unobjectionable.  It  requires  no  argument  to  prove  that 
if  three  millions  of  dollars  a  year,  or  any  other  sum,  shall 
be  taken  out  of  the  Treasnry  by  this  bill  for  distribution, 
it  must  be  replaced  by  the  same  sum  collected  from  the 
people  through  some  other  means.  The  old  States  will 
receive  annually  a  sum  of  money  from  the  Treasury,  but 
they  will  pay  in  a  large  sum,  together  with  the  ex- 
penses of  collection  and  distribution.  It  is  only  their 
proportion  of  seven-eighths  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales 
which  they  are  to  receive,  but  they  must  pay  their  due 
proportion  of  the  whole.  Disguise  it  as  we  may,  the 
bill  proposes  to  them  a  dead  loss  in  the  ratio  of  eight  to 
seven,  in  addition  to  expenses  and  other  incidental  losses. 
This  assertion  is  not  the  less  true,  because  it  may  not  at 
first  be  palpable.  Their  receipts  will  be  in  large  sums, 
but  their  payments  in  small  ones.  The  Governments  of 
the  States  wiH  receive  seven  dollars,  for  which  the  peo- 
ple of  the  States  will  pay  eight.  But  a  little  considera- 
tion will  satisfy  the  people  that  the  effect  is  the  same  as 
if  seven  hundred  dollars  were  gpven  them  from  the  Trea- 
sury, for  which  they  were  at  the  same  time  to  pay  eight 
hundred." 

In  what  situation  will  this  distributing  scheme  place 
the  two  Houses  of  Cong^ss?  Will  not  its  pernicious  in- 
fluence be  felt  in  our  entire  legislation?  Ought  those 
who  are  intrusted  with  the  high  and  responsible  duties 
of  making  laws  for  the  whole  Union,  and  guarding  and 
protecting  the  rights  and  interest  of  the' whole  country, 
to  be  placed  in  such  a  situation,  that  the  local  interests 
of  their  respective  States  are  brought  into  direct  conflict 
with  thoae  of  the  Union?  If  the  principle  of  distribution 
is  once  established,  and  the  States  are  taught  to  look  to 
this  Government  for  their  revenue,  will  not  the  members 
•f  Congress  be  instructed  to  oppose  all  important  mea- 
sures calculated  to  diminish  the  general  fund  which 
they  wish  to  distribute  among  the  States?  The  interests 
of  their  immediate  constituents  must  have  a  controlling 
influence  on  the  minds  of  members,  and  the  most  zeal- 
ous efforts  to  increase  the  fund  for  distribution  would  be 
regarded  as  the  surest  way  to  acquire  local  popularity. 
Every  important  measure  for  the  defence  of  the  country, 
or  any  other  important  object,  would  have  to  encounter 
this  corrupting  influence.  This  is  really  an  agrarian 
law,  as  it  virtually  provides  for  a  division  of  the  public 
lands,  not  among  the  people,  but  amon^  the  States, 
where  the  scramble  for  a  further  distribution  or  division 
of  it  will  be  renewed.  And  will  not  this  occasion  all  the 
evils  and  contentions  which  attended  that  species  of  legis- 
lation in  ancient  Rome?  And  so  far  as  it  might  accus- 
tom the  people  of  the  States  to  look  up  to  this  central 
Government  for  money,  would  it  not  in  some  degree 
have  the  same  pernicious  influence  as  the  laws  of  that 
ancient  republic,  which  distributed  corn  among  the  peo- 
ple from  the  public  g^naries,  and  thus  paralyzed  their 
industry,  destroyed  their  independence,  corrOpted  their 
morals,  and  worked  a  change  in  the  political  institutions 
of  the  country  ?  The  inglorious  author  of  those  laws  has 
transmitted  his  name  to  remote  posterity,  only  to  be  des- 
pised for  weakness  and  political  profligacy. 

-  Mr.  President,  I  must  apologize  for  having  detained 
the  Senate  so  long,  and  will  close  with  one  more  obser- 
ration.    The  honorable  Senator  frop  Kentucky  [Mr. 


Clat]  remarked  that  this  was  peculiarly  a  beneficent 
measure  to  the  whole  Union.  A  beneficent  measure 
truly  <  which,  disguise  it  as  you  may,  is  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  an  artful  scheme  of  raising  money  from  the  peo- 
ple by  indirect  taxation,  to  return  to  them  again — no, 
not  to  return  it  to  the  people  from  whose  pockets  it  has 
been  taken,  but  to  give  it  to  their  public  agents.  A 
beneficent  measure,  which  bears  upon  its  'very  face  a 
concealed  fraud;  for  whilst  it  purports  to  be  an  act  of 
grace  and  bounty,  it  is,  in  fact  and  truth,  only  an  at- 
tempt to  buy  up  the  people  with  their  own  money. 

When  Mr.  NiLxshad  concluded, 

Mr.  BENTON  observed  that,  in  reading  over  the  bill 
that  morning,  hs  engrossed,  he  found  that  the  amend- 
ments made  yesterday  to  the  second  section,  defining 
what  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands 
were,  did  not  apply  to  the  third  section,  where  the  same 
amendments  were  equally  necessary.  He,  therefore, 
moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  for  the  purpose  of  having 
it  amended  in  tliat  particular.  At  the  same  time  that  he 
made  this  motion,  he  would  inform  the  Senate  that 
there  were  four  gentlemen,  including  himself,  desirous 
of  being  heard  in  opposition  to  the  bill;  the  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  carried  through  yesterday  having 
prevented  them  from  addressing  the  Senate  on  it.  If 
the  Senate  refused  the  motion,  these  gentlemen  were 
determined  to  speak  to-day?  and  he,  for  one,  would 
speak,  if  the  sun  rose  and  set  on  their  session.  He  did 
not  mean  to  let  this  bill  go  off  without  making  his  senti- 
ments with  regard  to  it  known  to  the  American  peo- 
pie.  If  the  recommitment  were  ordered,  the  bill  would 
be  reported  to-morrow,  and  gentlemen  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  then  being  heard  on  itj  otherwise,  they 
must  speak  to-day. 

Mr.  EWING  hoped  the  motion  to  recommit  would 
not  prevail,  as  the  proposed  amendment  was  altogether 
unnecessary.  The  designation  in  the  second  section  of 
the  current  items  of  expenses  to  be  deducted  from  the 
sales  of  the  year  would  be  sufficient  information  to  the 
Department  as  to  what  Congress  meant  by  the  nett  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands;  and  by  it  they 
would  know  the  principles  on  which  they  were  to  make 
up  the  accounts. 

Mr.  MORRIS  had  discovered,  on  reading  the  bill,  the 
same  objections  to  it  that  had  been  mentioned  by  the 
Senator  from  Missouri;  but,  being  altogether  opposed 
to  the  bill  in  principle,  he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
refer  to  them.  He  had  very  little  concern  with  the  de- 
tails of  the  bill,  and  thought  that  those  gentlemen  who, 
like  hini,  were  opposed  to  it  in  principle,  need  not  care 
for  them.  He  should,  however,  be  pleased  if  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  prevailed,  in  order 
that  those  gentlemen  who  intended  to  address  the  Sen- 
ate might  have  an  opportunity  of  examining  it,  as  it  was 
now  very  different  from  the  printed  bill  as  it  came  from 
the  committee.  It  was  with  great  reluctance  that  he 
ever  intruded  on  the  time  of  the  Senate,  but  he  was  so 
situated  that  he  was  compelled  to  address  them  on  this 
occasion;  indeed,  he  could  not  refrain  from  doing  so, 
without  violating  what  he  considered  to  be  an  imperious 
sense  of  duty.  How  long  it  would  take  him  to  express  his 
sentiments  on  this  subject,  he  could  not  say — probably 
not  long;  and  he  hoped  tbe  Senate  would  indulge  him' 
as  well  as  other  gentlemen  by  a  postponement.  There 
had  been  no  hurrying  of  this  bill  until  the  last  evening,* 
and  he  did  not  see  any  necessity  for  passing  it  that  eve- 
ning. If  the  objections  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
had  any  weight,  the  bill  ought  to  be  recommitted;  and 
he  would  suggest  to  its  friends  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  make  it  so  plain  that  nothing  should  be  left  to 
inference  in  the  Departments. 

The  question  was  here  taken  on  Mr.  Bsktok's  mo- 
lion,  and  it  was  rejected. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1339 


GALES  &.  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


1340 


SXVATK.] 


Vermmt  MSiia—Land  Bill. 


[Apbil  39,  1836. 


Mr.  MORRIS  then  moved  that  the  Benate  adjourn. 

This  motion  was  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas  20, 
nays  34»  as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Culhbert,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundjr»  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama, 
Kin^  of  Georgpia,  Linn,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Rives, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker, 
Wright~20. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hen- 
dricks, Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Southard,  Swift, 
Tomlinson,  Webster,  White— 24. 

Mr.  PORTER  then  observed,  that  he  would  make  a 
compromise  with  gentlemen  opposed  to  the  bill.  If 
they  would  agree  that  the  final  question  should  be 
taken  to-morrow,  he  would  move  to  adjourn,  and  he 
hoped  his  friends  on  his  side  of  the  House  would  agree 
to  it.  He  did  not  wish  to  compel  gentlemen  to  speak 
at  that  late  hour,  and  his  friend  from  Missouri,  as  well 
as  every  member  of  the  Senate,  must  see  that  the  de- 
laying of  this  bill  delayed  other  important  business 
which  was  sufiering  by  the  delay.  He,  for  one,  was 
determined  that  this  bill  should  have  precedence  of  all 
others. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  fully  appreciated  the  senti- 
ments expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  but  he 
could  make  no  compromise.  He  was  determined  to 
speak  on  that  bill  before  it  passed. 

'  Mr.  MORRIS  said  he  would  much  prefer  addressing 
the  Senate  to-morrow  than  at  that  late  hour.  His  ad- 
dress would  not  probably  occupy  a  long  time,  and,  if  the 
Senate  would  agree  to  adjourn,  he  would  agree  that  the 
final  question  should  be  taken  to-morrow. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  PORTER, 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

FaiDAT,  ApniL  29. 

Mr.  BENTON  submitted  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  considered  and  adopted: 

Resolved^  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  cause  the  Senate  to  be  informed  whether 
any  branch  of  the  public  service  has  suffered,  or  is  like- 
ly to  suifer,  any  injury,  loss,  neglect,  or  delay,  for  want 
of  timely  and  adequate  appropriations. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  rose  to  move  a  reconsideration  of 
the  vote  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution  just  submitted  by 
Mr.  Bkhtov.  It  was  an  extraordinary  resolution,  he 
said,  and  ought  to  take  the  usual  course  of  lying  on  the 
table  one  day.  Had  he  been  in  his  seat  when  the  vote 
was  taken,  he  should  have  opposed  its  consideration  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  was  willing  to  have  the  vote 
^  reconsidered,  and  for  the  resolution  to  lie  one  day.  It 
was,  he  admitted,  an  extraordinary  resolution,  but  it 
was  introduced  on  an  extraordinary  occasion.  Here 
they  were  voting  money  to  distribute  among  tlie  States, 
while  they  refuse  to  appropriate  money  for  the  expend- 
itures of  the  Government,  though  it  was  known  that 
the  public  service  was  suffering. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  only  wanted  the  resolu- 
tion to  take  the  usual  course. 

The  vote  on  adopting  the  resolution  was  then  recon- 
sidered, and  the  resolution  lies  on  the  table  one  day. 

VERMONT  MILITIA, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  the  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  payment  uf  a  regiment  of  Vermont  miUtia, 
who  served  at  the  battle  of  Plattsburgh,  was  taken  up. 

The  bill  (Mr.  K.  said)  had,  in  the  absence  of  some 
necessary  information,  which  he  believed  was  now  in 
the  possession  of  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  been  laid 


on  the  table  on  his  (Mr.  K's)  motion,  and  it  was  for  that 
reason  that  he  moved  to  take  it  up. 

The  bill  was  then  taken  up,  and  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and,  after  some  remarks  from 
Messrs.  PRENTISS  and  GOLDSBOROUGH  in  its  sup- 
port,  and  from  Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  in  opposition  to 
it,  on  the  ground  that  the  evidence  was  not  sufficient, 
the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

'   LAND  BILL. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  question  of  the  passage 
of  the  bill  to  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time,  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  public  lands,  8ic. ;  when 

Mr.  MORRIS  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  it  is  with  extreme  reluctance  that  I 
rise  to  address  the  Senate  on  the  present  occasion, 
though  somewhat  used  to  legislative  debatest  yet,  in 
this  body,  could  I  suffer  my  own  feelings  to  be  my 
g^ide,  I  should  remain  a  silent  listener,  and  be  content 
with  that  vote  which  my  judgment  should  dictate,  rather 
than  mingle  in  debate  on  this  or  any  other  Question. 
But  there  are  circumstances  under  which  individual  feel- 
ing must  give  way  to  duty?  and  individual  judgment 
must  be  governed  by  the  calls  of  public  opinion,  and 
when  silence  is  no  longer  commendable,  but  is  in  fact  a 
fault.  Under  these  circumstances  I  find  myself  now 
placed.  The  bill  under  consideration  is  of  an  important 
character!  it  deeply  affects  not  only  the  interest  of  the 
western  country,  but  the  United  States  generally.  The 
Senators  from  Ohio  have  different  views  on  this  subject; 
and  as  one  of  them  has  had  the  opportunity,  as  chairman 
of  the  Land  Committee,  to  express  his  views  in  a  report, 
on  the  introduction  of  this  bill,  it  seems  to  require  of  the 
other  a  duty  with  which  he  cannot  dispense,  and  whicli 
he  will  now  attempt  to  discharge.  Before,  however,  I 
proceed  to  the  examination  of  the  principles  of  the  bill, 
and  the  report  upon  which  it  is  founded,  I  feel  con- 
strained to  give  a  passing  notice  to  some  topics  that  have 
been  introduced  into  this  discussion.  Like  most  others 
that  have  gone  before,  it  has  not  been  permitted  to  pass 
without  some  severe  animadversions  ami  strictures  upon 
the  course  pursued  by  the  present  ail  ministration.  And 
to  alafm  the  country,  and  to  hide  the  real  deformity  of 
this  measure  from  the  public  view,  it  has  been  attempted 
to  be  shown  that  the  public  money  in  the  deposite  banks 
is  unsafe,  and,  if  not  speedily  drawn  from  those  institu- 
tions, will  be  entirely  lost  to  the  country;  and,  as  con- 
nected with  this  question,  the  safety  and  necessity  of  a* 
United  States  Bank  has  again  been  urged  on  the  Ameri- 
can people. 

I  will  not  attempt  to  examine  the  assertions  on  these 
points.  They  have  been  so  often  me^  and  refuted,  that 
I  will  only  say  that  I  am  entirely  satisfied  that  they  have 
no  foundation  in  reality*on^  which  to  rest.  Connected, 
however,  with  this  subject,  there  hss  been  another 
charge  made  of  a  more  grave  and  serious  nature,  and 
that,  too,  from  a  quarter  which  is  calculated  to  give  it 
force  and  effect  in  the  country,  and  which,  if  true,  would 
be  just  cause  of  fear  for  the  safety  and  perpetuity  of  our 
institutions.  It  has  been  said,  and  that  with  a  boldness 
that  seemed  to  bid  defiance,  that  there  was  a  constant 
propensity  and  apparent  determination,  on  the  part  of 
(he  friends  of  the  administration,  to  increase  the  power 
of  the  Executive,  and  to  decrease  and  bring  into  disre- 
pute the  legislati%'e  power;  and  this  is  attributed  to  that 
undue  influence  which,  in  the  fancy  of  gentlemen.  Gen- 
eral Jackson  is  said  to  have,  not  only  over  members  of 
this  body,  but  over  the  country  generally. 

That  General  Jackson  is  a  popular  President,  I  freely, 
admit;  that  he  is  deservedly  so,  I  prove  by  the  united, 
voice  of  the  great  body  of  the  American  people;  but 
that  he  has  any  of  that  servile  class  of  friends  who  sur- 
render their  own  judgment  in  obedience  to  his  wish,  I 
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iin  not  disposed  to  believe;  and  while  i^ntlemen  com- 
pUin  in  such  strong^  terms  of  his  withering^  popularity,  as 
they  call  it,  it  would  be  well  for  them  to  examine  why 
it  is  so,  and  ascertain  the  true  principle  upon  which  it 
rests.  The  people  of  this  country  sustain  General  Jack- 
son, not  because  his  word  is  a  law  to  them,  but  because 
the  public  will  is  the  law  that  g^yerns  his  action.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  during  the  administration  of  Mr. 
Monroe,  and  under  the  auspices  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  there  luid  been  a  constant  tendency  in  the 
proceedings  of  Congress  to  build  up  systems  and  forms 
of  government  unknown  to  the  constitution.  The  Ameri- 
can system,  claiming  within  itself  an  undefined  and  un- 
defiifable  power,  began  to  develofj  its  objects  under 
the  next  administration;  it  had  brought  that  administra- 
tion into  power,  against  the  known  wishes  and  opinions 
of  the  American  people.  The  whole  doctrine  of  inter- 
nal improvement,  protecting  tariffs,  and,  in  fact,  the 
whole  domestic  industry  of  the  country,  was  claimed  by 
Congress  to  be  within  its  constitutional  power;  and  the 
doctrine  was  openly  avowed,  that  the  representative 
should  not  suffer  himself  to  be  palsied  by  the  will  of  his 
constituents.  These  alarming  encroachments  upon  the 
constitutional  rights  of  the  people  convinced  them  of 
the  necessity  of  a  change  of  measures,  which  was  begun 
during  the  latter  term  of  Mr.  Monroe's  administration; 
and  General  Jackson  was  looked  to  as  a  successor,  not 
en  account  only  of  the  military  glory  he  had  acquired  at 
New  Orleans,  but  for  the  firm  integrity  and  disinterested 

Eatriotism  he  had  displayed  in  every  situation  in  which 
e  had  been  placed,  and  his  well  known  and  inflexible 
republican  principles.  There  was  no  local  influence  or 
personal  feeling  connected  with  his  circumstances  that 
would  prevent  him  from  beinj^  (what  in  fact  he  is)  the 
second  father  of  his  country;  and  the  people  brought 
him  into  power  by  a  most  triumphant  majority,  for  the 
express  purpose  that  his  administration  might  break 
down  these  newlv  created  systems;  and  he  has  not  dis- 
appointed their  just  expectations,  but  bias  faithfully,  as 
far  as  in  him  lay,  carried  out  those  principles  that 
brought  him  into  power.  This,  sir,  is  the  whole  secret 
of  hts  popularity;  and  though  a  combination  of  money, 
talent,  and  influence,  before  unknown  in  this  country, 
has  constantly  assailed  his  administration,  and,  aided  by 
the  power  of  Congress,  and  in  particular  this  branch, 
has  endeavored  to  keep  alive  and  preserve  those  sys- 
tems, opposition  to  which  brought  him  into  power;  yet 
his  firmness  in  resisting  them  has  been  constantly  met  by 
increased  popularity,  and  tiie  people  have  been  com- 
pelled to  look  to  General  Jackson  to  save  them  from  the 
improvident  legislation  of  Congress.  I  regret  that  this 
necessity  has  been  imposed  on  the  country;  yet  such 
will  be  the  result  until  the  will  of  the  constituent  bo<ly  is 
faithfully  carried  into  effect  in  the  halls  of  legislation. 
Let  gentlemen  who  occupy  seats  in  Congress,  and  who 
complain  of  the  popularity  of  the  President  as  danger- 
ous, if  not  ruinous  to  the  country,  profit  by  the  example 
he  has  set  them;  let  them  faithfully  represent  the  public 
will,  and  not  attempt  to  build  up  systems  to  advance  the 
interests  of  one  portion  of  the  community  at  the  expense 
of  the  other;  let  them  carry  into  operation  the  power  of 
the  people,  and  no  longer  endeavor  to  exercise  power 
over  them,  and  they  will  be  equally  popular  with  the 
President,  and  render  the  exercise  of  executive  power 
uncalled  for  in  curtailing  their  acts.  It  is  not  the  condi- 
tion of  men  that  renders  them  honorable  or  popular  in 
this  country,  but  a  faithful  discharge  of  the  duties  which 
they  undertake  to  perform. 

It  has  been  also  said  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  as 
natter  of  alarming  tendency,  that  it  is  claimed  for  the 
President  that  he  is  the  representative  of  the  people,  and 
that  General  Jackson  has  put  up  such  claim  in  his  own 
behalf,  as  the  single  representative  of  the  whole  people 


of  the  United  Stetes.  Whether  these  assertions  be  well 
founded  or  not,  1  think  it  unnecessary  to  inquire.  I 
have  never  been  alarmed  at  the  cry  of  danger  from  Exe- 
cutive power.  That  power,  though  extensive  in  its 
operations,  is  held  under  so  many  checks  and  restraints, 
that  I  have  always  viewed  it  the  weakest  and  least  dan- 
gerous of  the  three  great  powers  of  this  Government. 
It  iF,  in  the  first  place,  an  elective  power  by  the  whole 
people  for  a  short  period  of  years;  and  being  intrusted 
to  a  single  person,  it  is  watched  with  the  most  vigilant 
attention;  and  the  least  departure  fh>m  correct  principles 
is  deeply  noted  in  the  public  mind.  It  is  a  power  which 
can  originate  no  measure,  but  is  the  agent  and  subject  to 
the  orders  of  the  other  great  powers  of  the  Government. 
Being  in  the  hands  of  one  man,  he  is  subject  to  impeach- 
ment by  the  representatives  of  the  people;  and  the  Senate, 
with  the  Chief  Justice  at  its  head,  are  his  judges.  It  would 
be  strange,  indeed,  if  the  executive  power,  thus  checked 
and  circumscribed,  first  by  the  people,  then  by  the  other 
powersof  the  Government combined,should  ever  become 
dangerous  to  the  liberty  of  the  country.  The  framers 
of  the  constitution  have  thrown  too  many  guards  around 
it  to  excite  any  such  fear.  I  am  myself  clearly  of  opin- 
ion, that  if  the  libertiea  of  the  people  of  this  country 
are  ever  destroyed,  it  will  be  the  act  of  an  American 
Congress;  and  the  first  scene  of  the  grand  drama,  con- 
stituted as  the  Senate  now  is,  will  take  place  in  this 
body. 

But,  sir,  we  are  told  of  danger,  because  it  is  said  that 
the  President  is  the  representative  of  the  American  peo- 
ple. And  pray,  sir,  what  ought  he  to  be?  Ought  not 
each  and  every  branch  of  <this  Government  to  faithfully 
represent  the  American  people  in  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  assigned  them?  I  hold  they  ought.  The  President 
ought  so  to  execute  the  laws  as  the  people  would  do, 
could  they  act  collectively  on  the  subjects;  in  fact,  pub- 
lic opinion  ought  to  be  the  rtile  of  his  conduct;  and  I 
venture  still  further,  and  say  that  the  judges,  in  the  con- 
struction of  laws,  ought  to  be  guided  by  the  weight  of 
public  sentiment :  it  is  public  virtue  and  public  opinion 
that  sustains,  and  ought  to  direct,  each  and  every  depart- 
ment of  the  Government,  as  well  as  the  collective  ener- 
gies of  the  whole.  An  attempt  to  overturn  this  princi- 
ple was  made  by  the  introduction  of  the  American  sys- 
tem; a  branch  of  that  system,  the  doctrine  of  internal 
improvements,  was  recognised  by  Congress,  but  over- 
thrown by  the  veto  of  the  President.  He  has  been 
triumphantly  sustained  by  public  opinion.  The  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  another  branch  of  the  same  system, 
has  also  fallen  under  the  veto  power,  and  a  like  result 
has  followed.  But  still  gentlemen  are  not  satisfied,  or 
disposed  to  abandon  this  hopeless  contest.  They  have, 
by  the  introduction  of  the  bill  under  consideration, 
changed  the  mode  of  attack,  but  not  the  nature  of  the 
war.  Adhering  to  the  doctrine,  that  by  patronage  they 
can  acquire  popularity,  having  been  foiled  in  their  at- 
tempts heretofore  to  appropriate  money  to  favorite  ob- 
jects and  persons,  to  be  expended  by  the  agents  of  this 
Government,  they  are  attempting  by  this  bill  to  bestow 
money  upon  the  States,  by  which  it  is  no  doubt  hoped 
that  the  very  objects  which  have  heretofore  been  at- 
tempted may  be  gained  in  a  more  covert,  insidious,  and 
hidden  manner;  and  that  popularity  which  was  to  be 
gaineJ  from  individuals,  is  to  be  transferred  to  States. 
Sir,  I  predict  this  last  scheme  will  prove  more  fatal  to  its 
friends  than  any  of  the  class  to  which  it  belongs.  It  is 
true  we  have  heard  much  said  in  its  favor,  and  both 
talent  and  elomience  have  been  employed  in  its  support; 
but,  for  myself,  I  have  heard  nothing  new  in  principle, 
or  forcible  in  argument,  that  b  not  contained  m  the  re- 
port of  the  committee  on  this  subject.  I  have  turned 
my  attention  to  that  report,  as  embodying  in  the  ablest 
manner  all  the  argument  and  reason  that  can  be  brought 
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together  in  support  of  the  bill;  a  report  drawn  up,  no 
doubt,  with  great  care  and  deliberation.  I  shall  endeavor 
to  examine  that  report,  and  show  that  it  is  both  fallacious 
and  inconclusive. 

The  committee  assume  in  their  report  that  there  is  a 
vast  surplus  of  revenue  in  the  Treasury;  that  this  state  of 
things  is  not  desirable,  because  its  natural  tendency  is  to 
produce  extravagance  in  appropriation,  and  wastefulness 
m  the  expenditure  of  the  public  money.  This  is  a  truism 
in  part,  not  to  be  controverted^  but  if  it  be  true  that 
this  surplus  actually  exists,  it  is  strange  that  the  commit- 
tee, after  having  discovered  this  wasteful  disease  and  its 
cause,  instead  of  recommending  a  radical  cure,  should 
propose  to  extract  the  infectious  matter  from  this  Gov- 
ernment, and  diffuse  it  into  the  State  Governments,  and 
thus  innoculate  the  entire  boily  politic.  To  prevent  its 
effects  here,  this  political  empiricism  would  be  produc- 
tive of  the  most  fatal  results.  The  reduction  of  the 
customs,  which  would  be  a  complete  and  effectual  cure, 
the  committee  believe  cannot,  or  rather  ought  not,  to  be 
resorted  to,  because  it  would  awaken,  as  (hey  say,  feel- 
ings dangerous  to  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the  coun- 
try. And  the  reason  assigned  for  this  strange  conclu- 
sion is,  that  the  tariff  law  now  in  force  is  the  result  of 
compromise  of  the  opinions  of  citizens  in  different  sec- 
tions of  the  Union,  and  ought  not  to  be  disturbed,  unless 
a  strong  political  necessity  calls  for  some  new  modifica- 
tion. The  first  position  assumed  by  the  committee  I 
believe  to  be  founded  in  error,  and  calculated  to  mislead 
the  public  mind. 

The  tariff,  as  it  now  exists,  is  not  the  compromise  of 
the  opinions  of  the  citizens  iri  the  different  sections  of 
the  country,  because  it  is  too  evident  to  require  proof 
that  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  have  constantly 
been  opposed  to  a  protective  tariff,  and  to  the  collection 
of  tsxes,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  to  a  greater  amount 
than  would  be  necessary  for  the  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment) and  on  this  ground  have  they  constantly  opposed 
the  whole  doctrine  of  internal  improvements  by  Con- 
gress. .  The  present  tariff  law  is  rather  the  result  of  a 
compromise  between  individual  members  of  Congress, 
representing  different  sectional  interests  of  the  country, 
and  was  entered  into  for  the  advancement  of  those  inter- 
ests, independent  of  any  consideration  of  results,  as  ope 
rating  upon  the  citizens,  generally,  in  each  and  every 
section  of  the  Union.  The  measure  was  a  foul  concep- 
tion, and  produced  an  unnatural  offspring.  Its  first- 
born was  an  attempt  to  bind  the  handsof  any  future  Con- 
gress from  legislation  on  the  subject,  for  a  given  term  of 
years;  its  next  has  been  to  accumulate  money  in  the 
Treasury,  which  may  be  used  to  corrupt  this  Govern- 
ment, or  be  used  for  corrupting  the  Governments  of  the 
States,  as  may  best  suit  the  interest  or  convenience  of 
those  who  have  for  the  time  being  the  power  of  its  dis- 
posal. And  under  this  unnatural  state  of  things,  it  is 
said  that  the  present  rate  of  duties  must  be  continued, 
and  kept  up  for  the  proper  regulation  of  commerce,  and 
may  be  necessary  for  the  ordinary  wants  of  Government. 
If  this  last  be  true,  then  indeed  ought  not  the  customs  to 
be  reduced;  and  if  sufficient  for  the  ordinary  wants  of 
the  Government  is  to  be  raised  by  the  customs,  then  the 
public  lands  ought  no  longer  to  be  considered  as  a 
source  of  revenue;  but  I  confess  I  am  unable  to  see 
either  the  truth  or  force  of  the  former  part  of  the  argu- 
ment. Duties  for  the  proper  regulation  of  commerce 
do  not  depend  on  the  amount,  but  on  their  equality  in 
the  different  ports  of  entry  in  the  United  States.  If  this 
be  correct,  (and  I  deem  it  an  undeniable  position,)  then 
the  whole  argument,  on  this  point,  falls  to  the  ground; 
for  surely  the  customs  can  be  so  lessened  as  to  reduce 
entirely  the  whole  surplus  revenue  in  the  Treasury. 
The  attempt  to  tie  up  the  hands  of  a  future  Congress, 
by  the  mere  operation  of  a  law,  is  a  still  more  palpa- 


bfe  error.     The  legislative  power  of  the  country  is  at  all 
times  equal;  it  has  no  bounds  but  the  constitution,  and 
ought  to  have  no  other  guide  than  the  public  will:  where 
that  leads,  it  ought  always  to  follow.     It  is  essential  to 
the  ivelfare  of  the  country,  as  well  as  the  maintenance 
of  equal  rights,  that  the  legislative  power  should  con- 
stantly be  free  and  unincumbered,  except  as  has  been 
mentioned;  but  this  never  would  be  the  case  if  its  delib- 
erations could  be  prevented  from  being  had  on  any  sub- 
ject by  existing  laws,  over  which  it  ought  not  to  exercise 
any  control.     It  would  establish  this  dangerous  princi- 
ple, that  the  power  of  the  people  is  not  always  compe- 
tent for  the  maintenance  of  their  rights.     The  proposed 
measure  of  increaSfng  the  appropriations  for  fortifica- 
tions, the  navy,  and  general  defence  of  the  country,,  is  not 
by  the  committee  attempted  to  be  directly  negatived; 
but  it  is  said  that  large  and  liberal  appropriations  of  mo- 
ney for  these  purposes,  though  just  and  proper  tn  itself, 
cannot  be  well  applied,  and  ought  not  to  be  made;  be- 
cause it  is  not  in  our  power  to  supply  proper  materials 
and  skilful  engineers  for  this  purpose.  This  is,  at  least,  the 
force  of  the  argument;  and  on  account  of  this  exigency, 
no  more  than  ordinary  appropriations  ought  to  be  made. 
1  am  at  a  loss  for  words  to  express  my  surprise  at  this 
argument;  nor  can  1  for  a  moment  admit  its  correctness; 
I  can  view  it  in  no  other  light  than  a  libel  upon  the  Amer- 
ican people,  and  an  imputation  oq  their  skill  and  indus- 
try— that  people,  whose  inventive  faculties  and  mechan* 
ical  genius  have  not  only  surpassed  former  ages,  but  are 
the  wonder  of  our  own,  and  who  have  subjected  the 
very  elements  to  the  condition  of  a  laborer  in  their  em- 
ploy; that  this  people  should  be  told  by  their  represent- 
atives that  they  have  not  sufficient  knowledge  to  erect 
forts,  build  ships,  and  other  public  works  to  any  extent, 
and  in  the  best  possible  manner,  is  an  assertion  as  new 
as  it  is  unjust     But  the  committee,  as  if  they  felt  the 
full  weight  of  the  objections  that  could   be  rightfully 
urged  against  this  proposition,  and  the  fallacy  of  their  own 
argument  in  its  support,  endeavor  to  sustain  themselves 
by  another,  and,  as  they  suppose,  a  serious  objection  to 
the  appropriation  of  liberal  sums  for  the  protection  of 
the  country;  and  that  is,  that  the  appropriations,  or  the 
larger  portion  thereof,  would  be  expended  upon  the  sea- 
coast,  or  in  our  great  commercial  cities;  and  the  commit- 
tee seem  to  claim,  as  a  matter  of  right,  the  expenditure 
of  money  by  this  Government  in  a  gent ral  distribution 
over  the  whole  surface  of  the  United  States.     This  a^in 
is  a  delusive  argument,  addressed  to  the  selfish  passions 
of  men,  and  more  particularly  to  western  citizens;  and 
it  is  well  calculated  to  ensnare  public  opinion,  and 
draw  it  aside  from  the  real  mdrits  of  the  case.     To  ob- 
ject to  the  spplication  of  the  public  revenue  in  the  erec- 
tion of  fortifications  and  building  of  ships,  because  it  does 
not  at  once  scatter  the  money  over  the  whole  United 
States,  is  an  argument  in  itself  a  perfect  solecism.     As 
well  might  an  objection  be  urged,  that  food  is  conveyed 
into  the  stomach  alone,  and  that  the  other  members  of 
the  body  are  neglected,  as  complain  of  the  erection 
of  defences  upon  the  seaboard,  or  in  our  commercial 
cities.     It  is  the  fitness  of  the   place  for  sustaining 
the  body  politic  that  should   require  our    care,  and 
not  aiiv  partiality  for  its  inhabitants.     The  protection 
and  safety  of  our  large  commercial  cities,  as  well  as  the 
seaboard,  are  essentially  connected  with  the  welfare  of 
the  interior  country,  and  the  interest  and  prosperity  of 
the  far  west;  a  blow  struck  there,  would  vibrate  through 
the  whole  Union.     It  is  the  safety  of  the  outposts  that 
gives  peace  and  security  to  the  country.     We  of  the 
West  ought  to  feel  as  deep  an  interest  in  the  sufety  and 
security  from  foreign  aggression  of  New  York  or  Phila- 
delphia, as  any  of  our  own  cities;  and  this  would  be  the 
case,  could  we  divest  ourselves  of  that  selfish  new  to 
which  all  men  are  more  or  less  liable.    There  is  nothing. 
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then,  in  this  argument,  when  rightfully  considered,  that 
we  ought  not  to  make  large,  liberal,  and  extensive  ap- 
propriations  of  money  for  the  defence  of  the  country, 
because  the  greater  part  thereof  will  be  expended  in  our 
great  commercial  cities,  or  upon  the  seaboard.  Many, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  most  of  our  constituents,  have  never 
seen  this  Capitol,  with  all  its  gaudy  and  expensive 
decoratlonSf  and  a  goodly  number,  it  is  higldy  probable, 
have  never  seen  the  hall  of  legislation  in  their  own  SUtes, 
or  even  the  court-houses  in  their  own  counties:  nor  have 
they  felt  any  direct  influence  or  g^ain  arinng  from  the 
expenditures  of  money  in  the  erection  of  either*  yetth^ 
have  contributed,  and  cheerfully  too,  for  the  erection  of 
all  those  objects,  because  they  are  necessary  in  the  due 
and  regular  administration  of  justice,  as  well  as  for  the 
safety  and  security  of  individual  rights;  and  they  have 
done  this  without  a  complaining  murmur  that  no  part  of 
the  money  was  disbursed  on  their  own  farms. 

The  reducing  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  or  the 
ceding  them  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie,  is  next  con- 
sidered by  the  committee.  The  first  objection  to  a  re- 
duclion  of  price  is,  that  it  would  tend  to  reduce  the 
price  of  real  estate  generally.  This  objection  is  not  well 
founded;  the  piTioe  of  an  article  is  a  relative  term,  want- 
ing both  stability  and  uniformity:  it  is  the  effect  not  of 
reason  or  justice,  but  frequeotly  of  caprice  or  whim; 
and  not  unfrequently  of  Caste,  convenience,  or  necessity. 
But  as  to  the  public  lands,  justice,  reason,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  all  seem  to  unite  in  requiring  -Congress 
to  reduce  the  price;  and  if  this  argument  of  the  com- 
mittee be  valid,  it  applies  with  equal  f  >rce  against  the 
introduction  or  erection  of  any  new  machinery,  or  the 
establishment  of  any  new  trading-house,  for  those  now 
in  existence  will  be  lessened  in  value  thereby— a  position 
which  1  believe  the  committee  themselves  would  not 
contend  for. 

IHie  next  objection  to  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the 
public  lands,  is,  that  it  would  operate  to  the  injury,  not 
the  benefit,  of  the  country  in  which  the  lands  are 
situated.  This  argument  is  attempted  to  be  sustained 
on  the  same  ground  as  the  former,  by  making  its  appli- 
cation more  local,  by  the  assertion  that  it  would  reduce 
the  price  of  all  land  in  the  neighborhood  pro  rtUa  with 
that  of  the  public  land.  In  reply  to  titis  argument,  I 
beg  leave  to  remiifd  the  committee  that  the  united  voice 
and  almost  unanimous. opinion  of  the  people,  in  all  the 
States  in  which  the  public  lands  are  situated,  is  against 
them  as  well  as  the  opinion  of  every  intelligent  and  un- 
biased citizen  who  has  any  correct  knowledge  of  the 
new  countries.  They  all  well  know  that  the  Govern- 
ment, which  secures  the  greatest  quantity  of  happiness 
and  comfort  to  the  people  is  unquestionably  the  best; 
and  that  the  surest  means  to  accomplish  this  desirable 
end  is  to  enable  every  man  to  become  a  freeholder,  so 
that  he  can  have  the  satisfaction  of  saying  that  some 
spot,  however  small,  is  his  own;  that  the  Qovernment 
of  his  country  is  bound  to  protect  him  in  its  quiet  enjoy- 
ment; and  that,  when  he  shall  return  from  his  daily  labor 
to  his  hearth  and  his  fireside,  none  shall  be  suffered  to 
make  him  afraid:  the  sleep  of  such  a  man  will  be  quiet, 
and  his  repose  sweet;  and,  no  matter  how  coarse  bis  fare 
may  be,  bis  love  of  country  will  never  fade  nor  languish. 
Such  men  as  these  are  the  true  riches  of  government, 
and  will  always  be  found  ready  to  defend  their  country 
for  their  country's  sake.  It  ought  to  be  our  most  ardent 
wish  and  constant  policy  to  provide  means  by  which 
every  man  in  the  United  States  might  become  a  free- 
holder, if  that  freehold  did  not  consist  of  more  than 
twenty-five  acres;  indeed,  it  matters  not  so  much  as  to 
quantity,  if  a  right  to  the  sale  be  the  lot  of  every  citizen. 

Another  objection  made  to  a  reduction  of  the  price  of 
the  public  lands  by  the  committee  is,  that  it  would  en- 
courage speculation,  and  throw  the  whole  of  the  public 
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domain  into  the  hands  of  sharp-sighted  capitalists,  who 
would  be  enabled  to  retail  it  at  advanced  prices  to  actual  ' 
settlers.  This  objection  is  more  showy  than  solid,  for 
every  day's  experience  teaches  us  that  speculation  in 
articles  of  high  value  is  more  common  than  in  those  of 
low;  when  the  Government  lands  were  sold  at  two  doU 
lars  per  acre,  speculation  was  as  much  complained  of 
then  as  now.  It  is  the  relative,  not  the  actual  value  of 
an  article,  that  induces  speculation.  But  this  objection 
is  easily  obviated  by  providing  for  the  sale  of  the  public 
land  to  actual  settlers  only,  and  in  limited  quantities. 

The  last,  and  which  the  committee  consider  the  most 
important,  objection  to  the  reduction  of  prices  in  the 
sale  of  the  public  lands,  or  ceding  them  to  the  SUtes  in 
which  they  are  situated,  is,  that  the  several  States,  by 
their  deeds  of  cession  to  the  United  SUtes,  vested  only 
a  trust  power;  and  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  is  only  the  mere  trustee  of  the  several  SUtes, 
bound  to  carry  into  effect  the  grants  made  by  the  States 
for  the  specific  purposes  intended  by  the  grantors;  and 
when  those  purposes  are  fulfilled,  the  residue  of  the 
grant  does,  and  of  right  ought,  to  revert  to  the  SUtes; 
and,  extending  the  trust  power  further  than  I  beliere 
it  has  ever  been  extended  in  equity,  they  give  the  trus- 
tee the  power  to  change  the  nature  of  the  trust,  and 
convert  the  land  into  money,  and  distribute  that  among 
the  States.  And  one  further  stretch  of  the  imagination 
leads  the  committee  to  conclude  that  lands  acquired  by 
the  United  States,  by  virtue  of  treaties  made  since  the 
adoption  of  the  constitution,  have  been  paid  Ibr  by  mo- 
ney had  from  the  sale  of  lands  ceded  by  the  States,  and, 
according  to  the  rule  laid  down,  they  subject  the  pro- 
ceeds of  these  lands  to  the  like  disposition. 

My  first  objection  to  this  fine-spun  and  subtle  theory 
IS,  that  I  have  serious  doubts  that  the  sovereign  power 
of  a  country,  at  least  the  sovereign  power  of  this  Gov- 
ernment as  vested  in  Congress  by  virtue  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,  can,  in  any  case,  become  a 
mere  and  naked  trustee;  though  it  may  be  said  the  idea 
is  borrowed  from  monarchical  power,  yet  it  is  no  less 
correct,  that  the  sovereign  power  of  a  country,  be  it 
vested  in  whom  it  may,  is  supposed  to  be  constantly 
employed  for  the  public  good,  and  that  no  partial  care 
can  enter  into  iu  composition.  It  cannot  subject  itself 
to  control  by  any  part  of  those  over  whom  iU  constant 
duty  is  to  watch  for  the  welfare  of  all;  nor  can  it  act  in 
subordination  to  any  other  power;  for,  in  either  case, 
it  would  be  an  abrogation  of  sovereignty.  But  it  is  not 
absolutely  necessary  to  sustain  the  argument  that  I 
should  rely  exclusively  on  the  general  doctrine  that  the 
sovereign  power,  where  it  is  primary,  original,  and  con- 
fined in  its  operation  only  by  constitutional  limits,  as  Is 
the  case  with  the  legislative  power  of  the  States,  cannot 
be  a  trustee;  yet  in  a  Government  like  that  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  where  its  whole  action  exisU  and  is  brought 
into  operation  by  grants,  the  exercise  of  its  power  must 
be  limited  "Und  brought  expressly  within  those  granU; 
and  I  contend  that  in  no  part  or  clause  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  is  the  power  granted  to  Con- 
gress to  become  a  trustee  in  any  case;  no,  not  even  for 
the  purpose  of  diffusing  knowledge  amongst  men.  But 
if  such  power  can  be  inferred  from  the  constitution,  it 
must  be  from  some  general  grant  in  that  instrument; 
and,  if  so,  by  virtue  tliereof,  the  Dnitcd  SUtes  can  not 
only  act  as  trustee  for  the  several  States,  but  mav  be  the 
trustee  of  any  foreign  gentleman  or  State  whatever. 
This  Government,  if  this  position  be  correct,  can  be- 
come the  trustee  of  the  Barings  or  Rothschilds  in  the 
management  of  any  money  concerns  they  may  think 
proper  to  establish  in  this  country,  whether  it  be  for 
the  diffusion  of  knowledge  amongst  men,  or  of  buying 
men  for  political  purposes  without  knowledge,  or,  at 
least,  without  virtue.     Under  this  general  trust  power. 
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»B  it  is  presented  to  my  mind,  and  as  admitted,  and,  in- 
deed, contended  for  by  the  committee.  Congress  can 
become  the  trustee  of  the  Bank  of  England,  the  trustee 
of  the  £ast  India  Company,  or  of  any  foreign  Govern- 
ment whatever^  and  thus  act  in  the  double  capacity  of 
an  American  Legislature,  and  as  agent  or  trustee  for 
another  power,  however  inimical  that  power  may  be  to 
our  own.  Indeed,  I  cannot  see  but  Congress,  by  be- 
coming trustee,  can  effect  any  object  they  wish,  no  mat- 
ter what  that  object  is,  whether  within  the  granted  pow- 
ers of  the  constitution  or  not.  Congress  may  have  in 
view  a  favorite  object  of  internal  improvement,  for  the 
benefit  of  two  or  more  favorite  States;  they  may  bestow 
upon,  or,  in  the  language  of  the  bill,  distribute  to  these 
States  millions  of  the  public  revenue;  and  it  may  be  well 
understood  that  the  States  are  to  create  Congress  a 
trustee  for  the  express  purpose  of  expending  this  mo- 
ney according  to  their  own  wish.  There  can  be  no  end 
of  abuses  of  this  kind,  if  Congress  can  act  as  trustee,  and 
accomplish  that  wh'xh  they  cannot  do  by  direct  acts  of 
legislation.  I  contend,  in  the  next  place,  that  the  deeds 
of  cession  made  by  the  States  to  the  United  States  did 
not  create  a  trust,  nor  were  they  so  intended;  they  con- 
tain no  words  of  limitation  but  such  as  are  applicable  to 
the  exercise  of  power  by  Congress  in  every  other  case. 

Take  for  example,  as  the  committee  have,  the  deed 
of  cession  made  by  Virginia.  The  only  words  of  limita- 
tion mentioned  by  the  committee,  (and  they  are  the  only 
ones  in  the  deed,)  are,  that  the  land  ceded  shall  be.  con- 
sidered a  common  fund  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  all  the 
United  States,  members  of  the  federal  alliance,  and  shall 
be  faithfully  and  bona  fide  disposed  of  for  that  purpose, 
and  for  no  other  use  or  purpose  whatever.  Those 
words,  which  are  now  to  operate  as  a  talisman,  and 
change  of  the  money  received  for  public  lands  from  the 
character  of  revenue  into  that  of  property  held  by  the 
Government  in  trust  for  the  States,  are  nothing  more, 
nor  can  they  rightfully  receive  any  other  construction, 
than  to  place  the  avails  of  the  public  lands  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  proceeds  of  taxes,  duties,  or  customs. 
The  money  received  from  all  or  either  of  these  sources, 
is  the  revenue  of  the  country;  and  Congress  is  bound  in 
good  faith  to  consider  it  a  common  fund  for  the  use  and 
benefit  of  all  the  United  States,  as  a  joint  confederacy, 
and  not  as  a  fund  belonging  to  the  States,  severally; 
and  Congress  have  power  only  to  apply  the  whole,  or 
any  part  thereof,  to  such  objects  as  are  exclusively  with- 
in the  power  of  this  Government,  and  to  no  other  use, 
intent,  or  purpose,  whatever. 

But  there  is  an  inconsistency  in  the  views  of  the  com- 
mittee, which  they  seem  to  have  entirely  overlooked. 
They  contend  that  this  Government,  as  trustee,  ought 
to  distribute  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  to  the 
States  in  severalty,  while  the  very  words  of  the  trust 
which  they  claim  are,  that  the  land  shall  be  a  common 
fund  for  the  use  of  the  States  as  a  joint  confederacy. 
This  very  inconsistency  proves  the  fallacy  of  their  whole 
system. 

That  the  United  States  acquired  a  full  and  absolute 
title  to  the  lands  ceded  by  the  States,  I  think  is  clearly 
evident,  because  Congress  have  granted  portions  of  these 
lands  to  States,  as  well  as  individuals,  without  any  com- 
pensation given  for  the  same;  and  titles  made  in  pur- 
suance of  such  grants  are  unquestionably  valid  in  courts 
of  law;  and  the  power  of  Congress  in  this  particular,  as 
being  rightfully  exercised,  lias  never  been  questioned  in 
public  opinion. 

In  my  own  mind,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  the 
public  lands  of  the  United  States  may  be  granted  by 
Congress  to  the  individual  States  in  which  they  lie,  or 
to  individual  persons,  with  or  without  compensation,  as 
the  safety  or  security  of  the  United  States  shall  require; 
but  when  converted  into  money,  and   paid   into  the 


Treasury  of  the  United  States,  they  assume  a  different 
character;  they  are  revenue;  and  that  Congress  can 
apply  the  revenue  of  the  count rj-  to  internal  improve- 
ments, or  make  a  donation  of  it  to  States  or  individual?, 
has  been  constantly  denied  by  a  great  majority  of  the 
American  people. 

The  approval  by  the  people  of  the  veto  of  the  Presi- 
dent on  the  Maysville  and  Lexington  road  bill  is,  to  my 
mind,  conclusive  evidence  on  this  point,  and  is  in  accord- 
ance with  my  own  opinion,  which  has  been  long  settled, 
that  Congress  does  not  possess  the  power  to  appropriate 
money  for  internal  improvements  in  any  case;  though 
some,  whose  judgment  I  highly  respect,  contend  that 
Congress  have  this  power,  if  the  improvement  is  of  a 
national  character.  I  have  never  been  able  to  make  this 
distinction,  because  I  am  unable  to  discover  what  gives 
nationality  to  a  road  or  canal,  or  other  works  of  a  like 
kind;  no  one  yet  has,  I  believe,  been  able  to  settle  the 
question  satis4ctorily  to  himself.  Whether  it  be  length, 
width,  or  the  cost  of  construction,  or  its  locality,  remains 
yet  an  unsettled  point.  Some  contend  that  a  road  or 
canal  which  has  its  route  in  two  or  more  States,  or  con- 
nects with  two  or  more  large  cities,  is  national,  and  ought 
to  be  constructed  by  Congress  with  the  money  of  the 
United  States;  while  others  seem  to  think  that  the  bare 
application  of  these  funds  to  Such  works  gives  them  their 
national  character;  and  this  very  disagreement  proves 
the  unsoundness  of  the  doctrine.  For  my  own  part,  I 
have  never  been  able  to  assent  to  any  of  these  theories, 
nor  can  I  believe  that  Congress  can  rightfully  apply  the 
money  of  the  United  States,  either  directly  by  the  opera- 
tion of  an  act  of  Congress,  carried  into  effect  by  officers 
of  this  Government,  or  indirectly  by  or  through  the 
agency  of  the  States  to  any  such  objects.  But  it  may, 
and  has  been  said,  in  support  of  this  doctrine,  and  that 
too  with  great  confidence,  that  Congress  have  power  to 
make  military  roads.  I  am  not  willing  to  cede  even  this 
as  a  permanent  power  to  be  exercised  at  any  time,  and 
under  any  circumstance,  by  Congress.  That  Congress 
have  power  to  provide  means  for  marching  the  armies 
of  the  United  States  from  one  part  of  the  country  to 
another,  is  undeniable;  and  that  they  have  power  to 
order  roads,  made  for  such  purpose,  is  equally  so.  But 
this  power  rests  on  the  same  foundation,  and  is  to  be 
governed  by  the  same  principles,  as  the  right  to  quarter 
soldiers  in  the  houses  of  citizens,  or  to  take  private 
property  for  public  use.  A  compensation  for  the  use  ia 
to  be  made  the  owner,  in  money;  and  so  soon  as  the  use 
is  determined,  the  property  reverts  to  its  original  pro- 
prietor, in  all  cases  where  such  property  is  of  a  per- 
manent nature.  A  miliUry  road  is  a  mere  temporary 
occupancy  of  land  over  which  it  passes;  and  wlien  that 
is  determined,  the  power  of  Congress  over  it  ceases.  In 
order  to  estabhsh  the  doctrine  of  internal  improvements 
by  tbfs  Government,  and  to  extend  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  making  roads  and  canals,  1  have  heard  it  urged 
with  much  earnestness,  and  relied  on  as  conclusive,  that 
the  constitution  declares  that  Congress  shall  have  power 
to  establish  post  roads.  The  power  given  to  Congress 
in  the  constitution  is  in  these  words:  **  to  establtbh  post 
offices  and  post  roads."  And  it  has  been  contended  that 
to  establish  is  to  build,  to  erect,  to  make,  &c.  To  this 
I  cannot  agree.  That  Congress  has  power  to  direct 
upon  what  road  the  mail  shall  be  carried,  no  one  doubts; 
and  the  words  <*  to  establish  post  roads,"  as  used  in  the 
constitution,  mean,  as  I  understand  them,  to  fix  unalter- 
ably, Mnd  were  intended,  no  doubs  to  present  the  opera- 
tion of  State  power  from  interfering  with  this  branch 
of  nutional  economy,  whose  ramifications  would  pervade 
every  section  of  the  country.  It  was  to  keep  \\\d  travel 
of  the  mail  secure  upon  one  lihe  while  passing  mruugh 
a  S'ate,  so  as  to  connect  with  the  ssme  line  in  another 
State,  and  not  to  build  or  construct  the  road,  that  was  in- 
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tended  by  this  provision  of  the  constitution.  The  power 
to  establish  post  offices  surely  does  not  authorize  Con- 
gress to  buitd  houses  for  each  post  office  in  the  United 
States.  Such  a  construction  no  one,  I  presume,  would 
contend  for;  yet  f  can  see  no  difference  in  the  two  cases. 
Upon  the  whole,  then,  I  conclude  that  road^,  canals,  and 
works  of  internal  improvement  of  a  like  kind,  are  not 
such  works  as  Congress  can  rightfully  construct  with  the 
money  of  the  nation.  But,  sir,  I  ctn  readily  conceive 
works  which  Congress  can  order;  and  it  is  from  the 
nature  and  use  to  which  the  object  is  to  be  applied,  and 
not  from  its  extension  or  (quantity,  that  gives  Congress 
this  right.  A  ship  of  war  is  a  national  work ;  therefore, 
Congress  can  order  ships  of  war  to  be  built.  The  cast- 
ing of  a  cannon  ball,  and  ttie  making  a  musket,  are  also 
national  works;  and  even  the  printing  the  journals  of  this 
body.  Congress  can,  therefore,  have  all  this  done;  and 
so  of  every  other  object  which  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
carry  on  the  operations  or  this  Goi'ernment .  The  quan- 
tity, as  well  as  the  time  and  manner  of  performing  the 
work,  is  altogether  within  the  discretionary  power  of 
Congress;  and  to  all  these  objects,  and  none  other,  can 
this  power  cr  the  money  of  this  Government  be  right- 
ftilly  extended. 

I  have  thus  far  considered  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  have  shown,  I  trust,  that  the  public  lands  of  the 
United  States  are  not  revenue,  and  that  they  were  not 
ceded  to  the  United  States,  as  trustee,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  States  severally,  but  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the 
United  States,  as  Government  property;  nor  were  the 
deeds  of  cession  accepted  as  trustee,  but  as  an  indepen- 
dent sovereignty,  the  land  to  be  disposed  of  in  such 
manner  as  Congress  should  think  expedient;  but  when 
sold  and  converted  into  money,  that  money  becomes 
part  of  the  revenue  of  the  country,  and  is,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  in  the  same  condition,  to  b*  disposed  of 
in  the  same  manner,  and  none  other,  as  moneys  receiv- 
ed into  the  Treasury  from  taxes,  custom^,  or  any  other 
source.  I  am  glad  to  be  informed  that  I  am  not  alone  in 
this  opinion.  I  find  in  the  Debates  on  this  question,  in 
1832,  which  has  this  moment  been  put  into  my  hands  by 
a  friend,  the  same  opinion  expressed  by  an  honorable 
Senator  of  exalted  intellect,  commanding  talents,  and 
great  power  in  debate,  and  whose  speeches  I  hsve  read 
not  only  with  admiration,  but  delight;  and  when  I  say 
this,  I  need  hardly  inform  the  Senate  that  that  gentle* 
roan  was  from  South  Carolina.  •*  Mr.  Hayne  moved  to 
strike  out  the  words  which  provide  for  the  distribution 
of  the  proceeds  (public  lands)  amongst  the  States.  He 
was  opposed  to  the  introduction  of  the  principle  of  dis- 
tributing the  revenue  among  the  States.  He  insisted 
that  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  did  constitute  a 
part  of  the  revenue.  l*he  clause  which  he  moved  to 
strike  out  cut  off*  a  part  of  the  public  revenue,  taking  it 
from  the  Treasury  to  divide  it  among  the  States;''  and 
further,  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  (Mr. 
Clay,)  Mr.  Hayne  contended,  <*  that  if  the  construction 
of  that  Senator  was  correct,  there  was  no  limitation  to 
the  powers  of  the  general  Government,  and  they  might 
be  exercised  under  a  wild  discretion,  the  Extent  of 
which  could  not  be  anticipated  or  controlled.  He  as- 
serted there  oug^t  not  to  be  any  surplus  money  in  the 
Treasury,  but  that  care  should  be  taken  to  regulate  the 
taxes,  so  as  to  have  no  unnecessary  amount  in  the  Treas- 
ury." It  seems  to  me  that  this  argument  ought  to  have 
forever  settled  this  question;  but,  unfortunately,  it  has 
not.  It  remains  now  that  we  inquire  whether  the  mo- 
ney called  the  surplus  in  the  Treasury,  should  it  be  ad- 
mitted to  be  altogether  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 
can  constitutionally  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury,  and 
distributed  to  the  several  States,  as  contemplated  by  the 
bill  before  us.  The  report  of  the  committee  itself 
seems  to  doubt  the  unlimited  power  of  Congress  over 


every  part  of  the  public  revenue,  to  be  disposed  of  as 
mentioned  in  the  bill;  and  well  may  the  committee 
doubt,  for  no  money  can  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury 
but  in  consequence  of  appropriations  made  by  law;  and 
all  appropriations  must  be,  as  the  friends  of  the  bill  on 
a  former  occasion  rightfully  contended,  made  for  some 
specific  and  certain  purpose,  and  such  purpose  clearly 
within  the  granted  power  of  Cong^ress.  To  this  doc- 
trine I  do  not  object;  it  is  the  only  safe  doctrine  for  this 
Government  to  pursue;  and  it  would  be  far  better,  and 
more  satisfactory  to  the  country,  should  Congress  ad- 
here to  it  more  strictly  in  future,  than  has  been  done  in 
times  that  are  past;  but  like  all  other  sound  texts  in  the 
hands  of  commentators,  it  can  be  construed  to  cover 
the  worst  of  purposes.  It  is  attempted,  however,  to 
get  over  this  objection — the  want  of  specific  object  in 
drawing  this  money  from  the  Treasury — by  endeavoring 
to  prove  that  there  is  a  difference  in  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  Congress  over  moneys  in  the  Treasury,  arising 
fro/n  the  sale  of  public  lands,  and  that  received  from 
other  sources;  but  in  this  attempt  I  think  the  committee 
have  entirely  failed.  I  object,  then,  to  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  because,  in  the  first  place,  it  makes  no  appro- 
priation at  all,  for  there  is  no  purpose  mentioned  in  the 
bill  to  which  the  money  is  to  be  applied.  But  shoukl  I 
waive  this,  and  consider  the  distribution  to  the  States  a 
sufficient  design.ition,  1  would  still  contend  that  this  is 
no  appropriation  for  any  definite  object,  or  for  any  pur- 
pose over  which  Congress  can  exeroise  any  constitu- 
tional authority  whatever.  I  wish  to  be  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly understood  on  this  point.  The  distribution  of 
any  part  of  the  revenue  to  the  States,  whether  the  same 
be  called  surplus,  or  by  any  other  name,  will  be  an  un- 
authorized act  of  Congress,  because  Congress  have  no 
power  to  compel  the  States  to  apply  the  money  to  any 
specific  object;  for  I  presume  no  one  will  contend  that 
Congress  can  coerce  State  legislation.  If  the  money, 
then,  is  appropriated  to  the  States,  it  surely  must  be 
without  constitutional  authority,  because  it  is  not  given 
for  the  defence,  protection,  or  welfare  of  the  United 
States;  nor  is  any  other  object  whatever  designated,  to 
which  it  is  to  be  applied,  over  which  Congress  can  have 
the  least  control.  I  remind  gentlemen  of  the  three  mil- 
lion appropriation,  passed  by  the  House  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, and  sent  to  the  Senate  for  concurrence,  which  was 
strongly  objected  to  a&  unconstitutional;  not  because  the 
use  contemplated  by  the  bill,  to  which  the  money  was 
to  be  applied,  was  not  within  the  power  of  Congress,  but 
because  the  appropriation  was  not  sufficiently  specific. 
Yet  that  appropriation  was  to  be  applied  by  the  Presi- 
dent to  fortifications,  increase  of  the  navy,  and  general 
expense  of  the  country,  should  circumstances  occur 
making  its  expenditure  necessary  before  the  next  meet- 
ing of  Congress.  But  so  obnoxious  to  the  constitution 
was  it  deemed,  that  if  an  enemy  was  battering  the  very 
walls  of  the  Capitol,  gentlemen  would  not  vote  it  to 
save  them.  I  think  we  have  the  right  to  expect  their 
votes  now,  when  the  constitution,  according  to  their 
doctrine  and  understanding  of  it,  is  threatened  with  a 
thousand  times  more  deadly  assault  than  that  which  they 
feared  in  the  three  million  appropriation,  and  that  they 
will  step  forward  at  once  to  its  rescue.  Here  is  an  ap- 
propriation, or  at  least  an  application,  to  take  from  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  nearly  thirty  millions  of 
dollars.  It  is  asked  for  without  its  being  applied  by 
Congress  to  any  specific  purpose  under  heaven;  but 
placed  under  the  power  of  men  over  whom  Congress 
has  no  earthly  control,  and  by  whom  it  may  be  used  for 
that  purpose  which  we  have  so  often  heard  mentioned — 
the  dissolution  of  the  Union  itself,  and  the  destruction 
of  the  very  Government  which  bestows  it.  But  this  is 
not  all.  Congress,  by  this  act,  becomes  the  evil  genius 
of  the  country,  instead  of  its  benefactor;  because,  the 
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money  beings  collected  of  all  the  citizens,  without  object 
or  necessity,  it  seenu  to  be  admitted  that  Congress  can- 
not devise  the  means  by  which  this  ill-gotten  treasure 
shall  be  returned  to  those  from  whom  it  was  actually 
taken  {  it  is,  therefore,  concluded  to  return  it  to  a  part 
only.  This  money  has  been  collected  from  the  poor 
and  laboring  classes,  in  (comparatively  speaking)  small 
quantities;  it  is  to  be  returned  in  masses  to  the  States^ 
and  I  defy  the  ingenuity  of  man — at  least  man  as  he  now 
exists — ^to  prevent  it,  under  this  process,  from  passing 
into  the  hands  of  the  more  wealthy  and  speculating 
part.  And  we  shall  surely  find  that  the  appropriation 
by  the  States  of  money  collected  by  this  Government, 
and  distributed  to  them,  will  be  to  make  the  rich  more 
wealthy  and  to  keep  the  laboring  classes  in  perpetual 
indigence.  It  is  a  pialpable  truth  that  the  real  wealth  of 
a  country  must  arise  from  the  actual  labor  of  the  coun- 
try. Trade  is  always  fictitious,  and  in  this  country  this 
lact  is  true  to  a  proverb i  and  it  is  also  true,  that  the 
great  body  of  our  laborers  are  agriculturists,  and  our 
greatest  staples  are  the  producta  of  the  earth.  All  that 
this  productive  clasa  of  men  aak  of  Government  is,  to 
provide  for  their  security;  for  the  eailiings  of  their 
daily  toili  that,  when  the  evening  sun  shall  go  down, 
they  nay  rest  in  quiet,  and  none,  by  force  or  fraud, 

Erivate  or  public,  be  permitted  to  rob  them  of  their 
kbor,  or  disturb  their  repose;  they  ask  not,  they  want 
not,  gifts  or  gratuities  from  the  Government,  because 
they  well  know  that  the  means  of  bestowment  must  be 
the  oppression  of  their  own  or  a  foreign  country. 

If  we  are  to  consider  the  distribution  contemplated  by 
the  bill  as  a  mere  gratuity  on  the  part  of  this  Govern- 
ment, and  that  Congresa  has  no  power  to  define  the 
purpose!  to  which  the  States  shall  apply  it— and  this 
principle  seems  to  be  admitted  by  the  bill  itself— I  should 
be  glad  to  know  what  could  prevent  Congress  from  dis- 
tributing to  twenty-four  individuals,  or  any  other  num- 
ber,  this  money,  inatead  of  a  distribution  among  the 
States.  1  can  see  no  difference  in  the  principle  govern- 
ing the  two  cases;  and  the  exercise  of  power,  in  my  view 
of  the  subject,  is  as  clearly  unconstitutional  in  the  one 
case  as  the  other,  though  a  distribution  to  individuals 
would  so  shock  the  moral  sense  of  every  man  that,  with 
one  united  voice,  it  would  be  declared  that  Congress 
bad  most  grossly  violated  the  constitution,  as  w^l  as 
been  guilty  of  an  act  of  moral  turpitude. 

To  bestow  money  as  an  act  of  government,  and  leave 
its  application  to  the  recipients,  is  one  of  the  first,  and 
commonly  the  surest,  means  that  despots  resort  to,  not 
only  to  gain,  but  secure  power,  and  strengthen  their 
.  hold  in  every  country  where  despotism  has  existed;  and 
it  is  despotism  in  any  Government — I  care  not  by  what 
name  it  is  called— to  exercise  tlie  power  of  collecting 
money  of  the  people  more  than  sufficient  to  defray  the 
necessary  expenses  of  the  country,  and  bestowing  or 
dividing  the  surplus,  according  to  its  own  pleasure,  either 
amongst  States,  corporations,  oV  individuals. 

If  Congress  has  the  power  to  divide  a  part  of  the 
revenue  collected  by  thu  Government  amongst  the 
Spates,  the  right  certainly  exists  to  require  the  States  to 
m  ake  such  application  of  the  money  as  Congress  shall 
think  proper.  Such,  indeed,  was  the  principle  of  the 
ori|^insJ  bill  in  this  case,  and  it  must  be,  that,  under  this 
daim  of  power.  Congress  can  direct  and  control  State 
legislation;  can  require  the  different  State  Legislatures 
to  apply  the  money  in  payment  of  Governor,  Judges, 
and  other  officers  of  the  State  Government;  and  even 
the  payment  of  their  own  wages.  Congress  can  still  go 
one  step  further;  they  can  direct  the  payment  in  such 
sums  as  they  may  think  proper,  and  in  addition  to  the 
salaries  allowed  by  the  States.  If  the  doctrine  of  divid- 
ing the  surplus  revenue  be  once  admitted  as  correct,  I 
cannot  see  why  Congress  has  not  the  power  to  apply  it 


directly  to  the  payment  of  State  officers  as  additional 
salaries,  allowing  to  each  such  sum  as  shall  be  deemed 
just,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
on  the  warrant  of  sueh  officer. 

There  is  another  view  of  this  subject  still  more  appal- 
ling. It  is  true  that  Congress,  by  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  have  no  power  to  make  sny  law  respect* 
ing  an  establishment  of  religion,  or  prohibiting  the  free 
exercise  thereof;  but  if  Congress  have  power  to  create 
a  surplus  revenue,  and  power  to  make  a  distribution  of 
the  same,  they  can  in  effect  render  null  and  void  this 
provision  of  the  constitution;  they  can  distribute  this 
money  to  any  church  or  sect  they  please,  and  thus,  as  fiir 
as  money  and  the  favor  of  the  Government  will  answer, 
give  such  church  or  sect  the  ascendency,  whether  the 
same  be  Protestant  or  Catholic.  It  ia  said  money  answers 
all  things.  Congress  can  then,  by  its  use,  make  an  es- 
tabliahment  of  religion.  There  can  be  no  doubt  on  this 
subject,  if  Congress  possesses  the  power  to  make  the 
distribution  as  contemplated  by  the  bill.  I  feel  confident 
that  I  have  not  extended  the  argument  further  than  the 
premises  will  warrant;  and  f  now  seriously  put  the  ques- 
tion to  every  member  of  this  body,  if  he  is  prepared  to 
say  that,  by  virtue  of  the  power  vested  in  him  by  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  he  has  the  right  to  vote 
an  appropriation  of  money  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  for  any  or  the  purposes  which  i 
have  mentioned.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  one  Senator 
who  will  openly  and  positively  avow  such  right.  We 
test  principles  by  tlieir  application  to  individual  cases; 
take,  then,  a  single  case.  A  bill  is  presented  making,  an 
appropriation  of  money  for  the  payment  of  the  salary  of 
the  Governor  of  Ohio,  with  the  condition  (hat  it  shall  be 
in  full,  and  that  he  shall  not  receive  any  other  pay  or 
emolument  from  the  State,  or  without  any  condition 
whatever.  Suoh  a  bill  would  not,  I  am  sure,  receive  a 
single  vote  in  this  body«  and  yet,  if  we  pass  this  bill,  we 
are  doing  that  indirectly,  which  we  would  not  dare  to 
do  directly,  by  creating  or  appointing  an  agent  to  re- 
ceive this  money,  who  has  the  power  to  apply  it  to  the 
very  purpose  above  mentioned.  The  bill,  as  amended 
by  the  committee,  is  more  objectionable  on  this  account 
than  the  original,  for  that  re<^uired  an  application  of  the 
money  to  certain  specified  objects;  and,  if  Congress  had 
power  to  apply  money  to  these  objects,  there  may  be  a 
color  of  right  in  the  idea  that  Congress  may  designate 
the  agent  to  make  its  application.  The  bill  before  ua^ 
however,  opens  the  very  flood-gates  of  corruption,  for 
it  establishes  the  doctrine  that  Congress  may  levy  upon 
the  people  of  the  United  States  any  sum  or  sums  of 
money  they  may  think  proper,  and  bestow,  or,  to  use 
the  language  of  the  bill,  distribute  any  part  thereof 
when  and  to  whom  it  pleases.  1  denjr  the  whole  power 
of  this  Government  to  collect  and  distribute  a  surplus 
revenue.  The  next  question  is,  can  the  States  rightfully, 
and  in  conformity  to  their  own  constitutions,  permit 
Congress  to  become  their  almoner,  and  accept  this  prof- 
fered bounty?  This  is  an  important  consideration  for 
the  States  themselves.  Have  they  so  divested  them- 
selves of  power  as  to  be  made  the  mere  and  inactive  re- 
cipients of  the  bounty  of  this  Gk>vernment,  and  suffer 
their  own  treasury  to  be  replenished  by  whosoever  is 
disposed  to  do  so?  Must  they  permit  individuals,  banks, 
or  even  foreign  Governments,  to  pour  into  their  treaa- 
uries  such  sums  of  money  as  sliall  be  thought  proper,  as 
a  mere  and  naked  gratuity  to  the  State?  I  am  clearly 
of  opinion  that  no  State  Government  in  this  Union  ought 
to  open  the  doors  of  their  treasury  for  any  such  pur- 
pose; for  the  accepting  or  rejecting  of  gifU  is  a  private 
and  individual  power,  not  transferable  to  the  represent- 
ative of  a  State,  because  the  act  is  matter  of  conscience, 
not  of  law. 

But  if  the  States  are  to  have  any  agency  in  this  distri- 
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bution,  if  it  is  necessary  for  them  to  do  any  thing  in  con- 
formity to  the  act  of  Congress  to  enable  them  to  take 
and  possess  this  surplus  revenue^  I  hold  that  such  act 
would  be  in  contravention  of  the  tenth  section  of  the  first 
article  of  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  because 
it  would  be  a  treaty  of  confederation  with  another  Gov- 
ernment; and  the  States  surely  intended  to  divest  them- 
selves of  this  power  by  accepting  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  for  its  exercise  had  led,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  lead,  to  inextricable  difficulties  and  dangers  to 
the  equal  rights  of  the  States,  as  well  as  to  their  peace 
and  union.  To  levy  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  and  im- 
posts, is  an  attribute  of  the  sovereign  power  of  a  country. 
Congress  could  not  have  exercised  it  but  by  express 
grant.  The  States,  having  granted  it  to  Congress  so  far 
as  the  grant  extends  and  is  exclusive,  cannot  exercise 
the  power  themselves;  but  the  divestment  of  power  by 
the  States  would  be  an  idle  ceremony,  if  the  same  pow- 
er can  be  exercised  by  Congress  for  the  benefit  of  the 
States;  and  thus  would  there  be  two  distinct  and  separate 
powers,  each  possesung  the  right  of  raising  a  revenue 
off  the  people  for  the  same  object  and  purposes — a  con- 
dition to  which,  if  rightly  understood,  1  am  sure  the 
people  would  never  submit;  and  thus  the  States,  by  the 
creation  of  this  Government  for  special  ends,  would  only 
keep  the  word  of  promise  to  the  ear,  but  break  it  to  the 
sense.  This  is  the  first  attempt,  since  the  formation  of 
the  constitution— the  existence  of  this  Government— to 
bestow  money  collected  as  revenue  gratuitously  upon 
the  States.  It  is  a  new  invention  to  rid  ourselves  of 
money  which,  through  mistaken  policy,  has  been  im- 
properly collected  in  the  Treasury.  And  as  error  con- 
atantly  begets  error,  multiplying  in  size  as  well  as  num- 
ber as  it  progresses,  the  error  of  a  protective  tariff  begot 
the  greater  error  called  the  compromise  bill,  by  which 
it  is  claimed  that  in  the  passsgei  of  that  bill  Congress 
made  an  agreement  or  bargain,  by  way  of  compromise 
amongst  the  members  with  each  other,  by  which  more 
money  has  been  brought  into  the  Treasury  than  is  ne- 
cessary, for  the  legitimate  expenses  of  the  Government; 
and  it  is  now  insisted  that  the  law  passed  in  pursuance  of 
this  agreement  ought  not  now  to  be  interfered  with;  and 
to  remedy  the  evil  occasioned  by  this  law— a  surplus 
revenue  in  the  Treasury — instead  of  repealing  or  amend- 
ing the  Jaw,  it  is  proposed  to  distribute  it  amongst  the 
States,  which  would  be  a  still  more  palpable  and  dan- 
gerous «rror. 

The  very  silence  which  has  so  long  existed  under  this 
Government  as  to  the  power  of  Congress,  as  contempla- 
ted by  the  bill,  is  strong  and  almost  conclusive  proof,  to 
my  mind,  that  the  power  does  not  exist.  I  have  looked 
in  vain  into  the  report  of  the  committee  for  the  provision 
of  the  constitution  on  which  they  intend  to  rest  this  bill. 
The  report  to  me,  however,  on  this  point,  is  a  sealed 
book.  The  honorable  chairman  can,  no  doubt,  turn  us 
at  once  to  that  grant  of  power  on  which  the  committee 
relied  for  the  passage  of  an  act  of  Congress  for  the  rais- 
ing more  money  than  sufficient  for  all  the  purposes  of 
this  Government,  and  distributing  the  surplus,  to  the 
several  States.  I  hope,  however,  we  shall  not  be  told 
that  it  is  to  be  found  in  that  clause  of  the  constitution 
which  gives  to  Congress  the  power  to  provide  for  the 
Qoromon  defence  and  general  welfare  of  the  United 
States.  This  provision,  which,  upon  every  fair  principle 
of  construction,  can  only  be  viewed  as  a  declaration  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  following  granted  specific  pow- 
ers shall  be  exercised,  has  been  so  often  pressed  into  ser- 
vice for  other  purposes,  that  it  can  now  be  made  to  al- 
most prove  whatever  may  be  desired,  it  is  a  kind  of 
SwiM  corps,  to  serve  wherever  the  highest  reward  can 
be  obtained.  I  cannot,  however,  admit  its  service  in  the 
distribution  of  a  surplus  revenue;  and  I  can  see  no  other 
provision  of  the  constitution  the  advocates  of  this  bill  can 
rely  on  for  support. 


If,  however,  any  one  should  believe  that  Congress  pos- 
sesses the  power,  in  the  imposition  of  taxes,  duties,  cus- 
toms, and  excise,  or  in  any  other  manner,  to  collect 
more  funds  than  will  be  necessary  to  pay  the  debts  and 
provide  for  the  common  defence  and  general  welfare  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  purpose  of  distributing  the 
surplus  amongst  the  States  in  their  separate  and  individ- 
ual character,  t  would  still  insist  that  the  exercise  of 
such  power  would  be  highly  impolitic,  unjust,  and  dan- 
gerous to  the  safety  and  happiness  of  the  country.  It'  is 
with  States  as  individuals;  the  possession  of  mone^,  with- 
out the  application  of  their  own  means  for  its  attainment, 
almost  universally  produces  a  disposition  to  idleness  and 
premature  decay.  No  possible  plan  could,  in  my  opin- 
ion, be  better  devised  for  the  prostration  of  the  State 
Governments,  and  the  establishntent  of  centralism  and 
eventual  consolidation,  than  this:  what  at  first  is  granted 
as  a  gratuity,  arising  out  of  ten}porai*y  causes,  will  soon 
be  claimed  as  matter  of  right  and  justice,  and  insisted  on 
until  it  shall  obtain  permanency  of  character,  and  be 
deemed  essential  to  the  existence  of  the  State  Govern- 
ments; and  thus  the  very  existence  of  the  States  will  de- 
pend on  the  bounty  of  Congress.  I  am  well  aware  that 
direct  payment  of  the  salaries  of  State  officers,  by  an 
act  of  Congress, 'would,  at  first,  as  has  been  observed, 
shock  the  moral  sense  of  the  community,  and  defeat  the 
very  object  to  be  gained.  We  are  about  to  give  the 
money  in  a  more  coy  and  coquettish  manner;  we  begin 
by  saying  it  is  the  money  of  the  people,  and,  having  no 
use  for  it  here,  we  will  return  it  to  those  who  panl  it. 
We  in  the  next  breath  acknowledge  that  this  cannot 
in  fact  be  done,  and  we  conclude  to  give  it  in  masses 
to  the  States,  to  be  disposed  of  as  they  think  expedi- 
ent. This  squeamishness  will  soon  wear  off,  and  we 
shall  shortly  find  more  open  attempts  made  to  debauch 
the  States,  and  the  States  themselves  will  accept  tlie 
price  of  their  prostitution,  as  a  business  matter  necessa- 
ry to  their  existence.  Having  the  large  sums  of  money 
which  this  bill  proposes  to  place  at  their  disposal,  the 
State  Legislatures  may  quickly  see  a  great  propriety  in 
an  increase  of  salaries  and  wages  of  the  State  officers; 
and  although  there  may  be  a  little  higgling  about  it  at 
first,  yet  the  propriety  of  an  increased  compensation  to 
themselves  will  soon  appear  evident — this  will  be  almost 
a  matter  of  course;  while  to  blind  the  eyes  of  the  people, 
a  reduction  of  taxes  will  take  place.  <*  Lead  us  not  into 
temptation."  Although  we  may  forget  this  excellent 
prayer  here,  I  fervently  hope  that  it  may  be  remembered 
by  the  States.  *<  The  love  of  money  is  the  root  of  all 
evil."  This  principle  and  patriotism  cannot  dwell  to- 
gether; they  will  never  be  found  in  the  same  breast;  they 
are  antipodes  to  each  other,  and  cannot  be  brought  to- 
gether; and  money,  like  every  other  witching  concern  of 
life,  the  possession  of  it  creates  the  desire  for  more.  Le- 
gislative bodies  are  men,  and  subject  to  all  the  frailties 
of  men  in  other  situations;  and  if  an  ass  laden  with  gold 
could  open  the  gates  of  a  city  which  the  conqueror  of 
Greece  could  not  force,  what  may  we  not  expect  that 
money  can  and  will  do  in  these  degenerate  times,  when 
gain  is  evidently  the  ruling  passion  of  the  land? 

Suppose,  sir,  that  the  bank,  called  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  should  offer  to  distribute  to  the  several 
States  some  millions  of  its  ill-gotten  wealth,  on  the  ground 
that  the  people  of  the  States  were  entitled  to  it,  because 
the  bank  had  collected  a  surplus  in  the  mode  that  insti- 
tution has  adopted  in  raising  a  revenue:  should  it  go  one 
step  further— offer  to  become  a  subscriber  to  every  cor- 
poration in  the  States^  and,  under  the  doctrine  of  vested 
rights,  thus  acquire  not  only  a  foothold,  but  a  freehold 
in  each  State;  no  Sute  ought  for  a  moment  to  hesiute 
in  rejecting  this  harlotory  embrace,  this  unnatural  con- 
nexion, the  issue  of  which  would  be  a  monster,  abhor- 
red and  hated  by  all  just  and  good  men;  and  although 
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It  mif^ht  for  a  time  acquire  a  rickety  j^rowth,  yet  its  de- 
formiiy  could  never  be  hidden.  And  the  moment  that 
patriotism,  virtue,  and  love  of  country  should  ^in  the 
ascendency,  its  power  and  influence  would  be  in  a  mo- 
ment driven  from  the  land.  One  State,  it  is  feared,  has 
already  fallen;  and  that  State,  too,  which  has  heretofore 
been  considered  the  pride,  strength,  and  glory  of  our 
Union.  Its  democratic  citizens,  it  is  yet  hoped,  will  re- 
deem themselves  from  this  thraldom,  and  will  shiver  in- 
to a  thousand  atoms  the  fetters  with  which  it  is  attempt- 
ed to  bind  them;  that  they  will  grind  the  golden  calf  to 
Sowder,  strew  it  upon  water,  and  compel  its  votaries  to 
rink  thereof. 
If  the  potency  of  money  in  the  hands  of  a  bank  is  of 
such  dangerous  tendency,  when  improperly  used,  what 
may  we  expect  and  look  for  from  the  same  cause,  when 
the  United  States  is  the  agent  to  carry  on  the  operations? 
As  you  lessen  the  necessity  for  the  States  relying  on 
their  own  means  and  exertions  for  their  support,  you 
destroy  their  ability  to  do  so:  their  increasing  weakness 
becomes  the  strength  of  this  Government,  and  thus  ena- 
bles it  to  supply  additional  means  to  make  the  States 
still  more  weak.  The  very  money  you  bestow,  although 
it  may  make  the  State  rich  in  a  pecuniary  point  of  view, 
yet  those  very  riches  will  be  the  bane  of  equality  and 
freedom.  Suppose  the  money  you  bestow  should  be 
sufficient  to  enable  the  State  to  become  the  owner  of 
every  canal  and  leading  road  in  its  jurisdiction,  and  to 
hold  the  same  as  Government  property;  the  first  result 
would  be  a  host  of  officers  to  «eat  out  the  substance  of 
the  people,  and  destroy  their  living;"  the  next  to  bring 
into  existence  a  class  of  men  who  would  of  course  be- 
come the  tenants,  laborers,  and  dependants  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, instead  of  being  free  citizens  of  the  State. 
When  Government  is  a  large  property  holder,  the  in- 
evitable consequence  must  and  will  be  distinctions  in 
society.  The  wealth  of  the  country  will  be  found  in  the 
lesser  number,  and  power  will  be  more  secure  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  are  intrusted  with  the  management 
of  public  affairs,  until  the  very  condition  of  landlord 
and  tenant  will  be  found  to  exist  between  the  officers  of 
Government  and  laborers  for  the  State.  It  is,  in  m^ 
opinion,  a  perfect  absurdity  to  suppose  that  the  princi- 
ples of  democracy  and  equal  rights  can  long  exist  in 
a  State  that  is  herself  a  large  property  holder.  It  has 
been  said  that  money  is  power,  and  that  <*power  is  al- 
ways stealing  from  the  many  to  the  few."  And  if 
what  money  we  have  collected  into  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  be  the  leaven  by  which  the  officers  of  this 
Government  are  to  be  corrupted,  I  very  much  fear  that 
its  power  will  be  far  more  deleterious,  and  operate  far 
more  extensively,  when  divided  and  sent  into  the  State 
treasuries,  if  the  State  Governments  can  be  preserved 
pure  and  uncontaminated,  this  Government,  which  can- 
not exist  but  by  action  of  the  States  in  their  sovereign 
capacity,  cannot  well  become  corrupt,  or  long  remain 
8o.  It  will  be  brought  back  by  the  influence  of  the 
States  to  correct  principles.  The  power  of  the  States 
in  prescribing  the  manner  of  electing  the  President, 
and  in  their  direct  power  in  electing  Senators  in  this 
body,  will  be  sufficient  to  do  this,  although  instructions 
from  the  constituent  body  to  the  representative  here 
may  be  disregarded.  But  if  the  State  Governments 
once  become  corrupt,' there  is  no  possible  means  by 
which  this  Government  can  be  kept  pore:  the  fountain 
being  poisoned,  the  stream  must  become  of  the  most 
noxious  character.  I  hope,  then,  that  the  wealth  of  this 
Government,  whether  acquired  by  force  from  other 
countries,  or  by  fraud  upon  our  own — a  fraud  in  taxing 
them  more  than  sufficient  to  answer  all  the  demands  of 
the  United  States — will  never  be  sent  into  the  States:  at 
least,  I  hope  the  State  in  which  I  reside  will  not  receive 
it;  for  the  yery  scheme  is  scattering  broadcast  through 


the  land  the  seeds  of  that  corrupting  influence  which 
must  end  in  the  subserviency  of  the  States,  and  the  con- 
solidation of  all  power  in  the  hands  of  those  who  have 
the  means  and  the  will  to  collect  money  without  limita- 
tion, and  distribute  it  to  whom  and  when  they  please;  for 
when  this  bill  passes,  the  last  nail  will  have  been  driven 
into  the  coffin  of  State  sovereignty. 

It  seems  to  me  there  cannot  exist  a  doubt  but  that  the 
distribution  of  any  part  of  the  public  revenue  amongst 
the  States,  will  be  the  means  of  changing  the  relations 
now  existing  between  the  General  Government  and 
them.  That  the  change  of  that  relation  will  be  the  de- 
struction of  one  Government  or  the  other,  1  have  no 
doubt.  I  am  myself  of  opinion  that  the  State  Govern- 
ments will  be  the  victims;  but  it  is  possible,  in  the  nature 
of  things,  that  the  reverse  may  be  the  case.  That  money 
which  IS  collected  by  this  Government  by  indirect  taxa- 
tion, when  sent  into  the  States,  may  influence  the  peo- 
ple to  view  this  Government  as  a  fit  instrument  for  the 
collection  of  money  that  may  be  used  for  the  promotion 
of  individual  interest  or  the  advancement  of  SUie  pow- 
er, and  be  used  to  operate  on  elections,  so  as  constantly 
to  send  to  Congress  men  who  will  be  under  an  obligation 
not  to  repeal  the  system,  but  to  extend  and  increase  it. 
In  such  ca«e,  the  necessary  appropriations  for  the  army, 
navy,  or  even  the  civil  list,  may  be  so  neglected  or  re- 
duced, as  to  impede  and  weaken  all  the  operations  of 
this  Government.  Large  and  powerful  States  that  will, 
under  this  system  of  distribution,  receive  the  greatest 
sums,  may  find  it  to  their  interest  to  continue  the  same, 
and  push  it  to  the  utmoat  extent;  and  by  this  means  may, 
in  time,  be  able  to  overawe  the  power  of  the  confedera- 
cy, and  set  it  at  defiance,  and  thus  become  the  sole  ar- 
biters of  the  fate  of  this  country.  Many  gentlemen,  for 
whose  judgment  I  have  the  highest  respect,  entertain 
this  opinion  and  these  views.  I  confess  I  am  alarmed  at 
the  pertinacity  with  which  this  bill  is  pressed  forward. 
That  more  is  expected  by  its  friends  than  at  first  view 
meets  the  eye,  I  have  no  doubt;  and  that  it  may  change 
the  policy  and  power  of  the  country  is  the  real  motive 
that  impels  it.  In  whatever  light  I  have  been  able  to 
look  at  this  measure,  to  my  mind  it  appears  fraught  with 
fearful  events. 

1  have  heard  it  of>en  said  there  is  a  large  amount  of 
money  in  the  Treasury  over  and  above  what  is  necessary 
to  supply  all  the  wants  of  the  United  SUtes,  and  that  it 
is  impolitic  to  permit  it  to  remain  there,  because  it  may 
be  used  to  increase  the  influence  of  the  executive  power. 
I  cannot  admit  either  the  fact  or  reasoning  to  the  extent 
urged;  but  my  first  answer  is,  that  it  ought  not  to  have 
been  brought  into  the  Treasury.  The  tariff,  upon  the 
payment  of  the  national  debt,  should  have  been  reduced 
to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  and  should  be  now  so 
reduced.  1  hold  that  1  am  not  bound  by  an  agreement 
entered  into  by  members  of  a  prior  Congress,  in  order 
to  obtain  the  passage  of  any  law.  It  is  not  only  the  right 
but  the  duty  of  the  present,  as  well  as  any  subsequent 
Congress,  to  repeal  or  amend  such  law,  if  in  their  opinion 
the  public  good  requires  it. 

There  is  another  view  which  attends  the  accumulation 
of  a  surplus  revenue  in  the  Treasury,  which,  to  my  mind, 
is  of  considerable  importance,  and  which  surplus,  I  be- 
lieve, will  not  be  reduced  buLincreased  by  the  passage  of 
the  present  bill.  The  sale  oHhe  public  lands  for  the  last 
year  has  been  large  beyond  all  calculation :  millions  of  mo- 
ney have  come  into  the  public  Treasury  from  that  source 
only.  These  purchases  have,  in  a  g^reat  degree,  been 
made  for  speculation  alone.  The  facility  or  obtaining 
money  has  been  the  cause  of  engaging  many  in  this  busi- 
ness, and  that  facility  has,  no  doubt,  been  increased  by 
the  depoaite  banks  discounting  on  the  public  money  in 
their  vaults;  and  while  this  is  the  case,  speculation  in 
public  lands  will  continue,  and  large 'purchases  be  made 
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at  the  present  Government  price;  and  that  price  the  bill 
contemplates  in  all  future  purchases.  The  money  thus 
laid  out  will  return  immediately  into  the  deposite  banks, 
on  which  new  discounts  will  be  made  and  new  purchases 
followed!  ftnd  thus  this  bill  will  enable  speculation  to 
make  the  very  meat  it  feeds  on,  until  the  whole  public 
domain  will  be  found  in  the  bands  of  the  rich  and 
wealthy,'  to  the  great  detriment  of  the  States  and  the 
oppression  of  the  laboring  classes  and  men  of  small 
capital. 

The  system,  then,  which  continues  the  present  price 
of  the  public  lands,  although  you  may  distribute  the 
public  revenue,  will  constantly  furnish  a  new  supply; 
and  the  temporary  evil  now  complained  of  will  grow 
into  a  permanent  and  incurable  one.  The  public  lands 
are  the  property,  not  the  revenue,  of  the  United  States; 
but  when  converted  into  money,  that  money  is  revenue. 
While  they  remain  as  property.  Congress  has  full  power 
to  cede,  grant,  or  dispose  of  them  in  any  manner,  or 
for  any  cause  or  purpose  that  may  be  thought  proper; 
but  the  moment  you  sell  and  convert  them  into  money, 
that  itioney  is  a  part  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States;  and  Congress  cannot,  in  the  proper  exercise  of 
its  constitutional  powers,  gi?e  it  away — cannot  barter  or 
sell  it~cannot,  in  fact,  apply  it  to  any  use  or  object 
but  those  which  arc  clearly  within  the  power  of  Con- 
gress, by  the  grants  of  the  constitution.  I  am  fully 
aware  that  here  is  the  real  difficulty,  the  disputed  ques- 
tion— what  are  the  objects  which  are  within  the  power 
of  Congress,  and  upon  which  they  can  constitutionally 
expend  the  money  of  the  nation?  We,  no  doubt,  each 
of  us,  have  a  rule  by  which  to  test  this  question  of  pow- 
er. I  have  long  since  formed  one  for  myself,  and  every 
day's  experience  confirms  roe  in  its  correctness.  It  is, 
that  Congress  have  no  power  over  any  subject  what- 
ever, where  the  States  possess  power  over  the  same 
subject;  or,  in  other  words,  where  the  States  have 
power  over  a  subject.  Congress  possess  none,  except  it 
be  given  by  the  express  words  of  the  constitution,  and 
even  then  it  cannot  be  exercised  to  the  injury  or  detri- 
ment of  the  State  power;  and,  in  all  such  instances,  the 
power  of  Congress  is  subordinate  to  that  of  the  States. 
The  only  instance  in  which  power  is  thus  disposed,  that 
1  can  now  call  to  mind,  is  that  of  levying  and  collecting 
direct  taxes — that  mode  of  taxation  which  is  consid- 
ered as  different  from  that  of  duties,  imposts,  customs, 
and  excise;  and  where  full  power  is  given  to  Congress, 
the  States  have  none  over  the  same  subject.  The  Slates 
cannot  levy  war,  regulate  commerce,  coin  money,  or  reg- 
ulate its  value,  establish  post  offices  and  post  roads,  or 
provide  or  maintain  a  navy;  and  for  the  very  plain  rea- 
son tliat  Congress  have  full  power  over  these  objects. 
On  the  contrar}%  Congress  have  no  power,  nor  can  they 
rightfully,  within  the  States,  make  roads  or  canals,  or 
internal  improvements  of  any  character,  establish  any 
system  of  education,  raise  money  for  any  State  purpose, 
or  in  any  manner,  or  by  any  means,  provide  for  the 
current  expenses  of  the  State;  and  for  a  like  plain  rea- 
son, the  States  have  power  to  do  all  these  acts.  Our 
Government  is  so  admirably  formed  that  our  citizens  do 
not  owe  a  divided  duty;  what  the  States  have  reserved, 
and  can  require  of  them,  this  Government  has  not  the 
right  to  do;  and  what  this  Government  has  the  right  to 
require,  the  States  have  entirely  divested  Uiemselves  of 
the  power  of  doing;  and  we  should  be  the  most  happy 
and  prosperous  people  on  earth  if  the  different  Gov- 
ernments, under  which  we  live,  would  each  confine  it- 
self to  its  appropriate  sphere  as  designated  and  marked 
out  by  its  framers.  There  would  be  no  clashing  of 
power.*,  nor  doubt  in  the  discharge  of  duties  we  owe. 
Our  first  duty  is  to  the  State,  and,  when  that  ceases, 
our  duty  to  this  Government  begins.  The  distribution 
of  money,  collected  by  the  order  of  this  Government 


amongst  the  States,  is  not  only  an  arbitrary  and  unwar- 
rantable stretch  of  power,  but  is  one  of  those  wild  spec* 
ulative  schemes  into  which  the  visionary  and  disappoint- 
ed are  sometimes  apt  to  fall.  This  propensity  to  ex- 
travagant speculation,  into  which  our  people  are  at  this 
time  rushing,  as  well  in  political  as  moneyed  matters* 
ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  be  checked  by  the  influence 
and  operation  of  this  Government,  it  is  a  moral  cancer, 
to  which  if  the  cautery  or  the  knife  be  not  speedily  ap- 
plied, will  consume  every  principle  of  patriotism  and 
political  honesty  in  the  country.  The  disease  is  deeply 
seated,  and  its  progress  is,  indeed,  obvious  to  us  all.  I 
have  no  hope  or  expectation  that  mild  and  gentle  means 
will  effect  a  cure.  Strong  and  energetic  measures  must 
be  adopted;  and  we  ought  to  begin  here  at  home. 
Many  of  the  streams  that  are  pouring  money  into  the 
public  Treasury,  and  swelling  the  amount  beyond  the 
necessary  wanta  of  the  Government,  ought  to  be  in- 
stantly dried  up;  this  all  will  admit,  but  the  mode  of 
effecting  that  desirable  end  creates  the  difficulty. 

It  is  our  duty  to  apply  such  remedy  as  we  think  will 
come  at  the  evil;  1  will  suggest  one.  It  may  be  deemed 
a  weak  and  incompetent  one,  but  it  is  one  which  has 
presented  itself  to  my  mind,  and  which  my  judgment 
approves.  The  State  which  1  have  the  honor  m  part  to 
represent,  ought,  in  this  important  matter,  to  know  my 
whole  opinion,  that,  if  in  error,  it  may  be  corrected.  [ 
would  begin  with  the  public  land,  by  a  reduction  of  the 
price  to  at  least  one  dollar  per  acre,  and  confine  the 
sale  to  actual  settlers  in  limited  quantities,  and  would 
not  make  a  complete  title  until  uf\er  three  years  contin- 
uous occupancy,  and  a  conditional  forfeiture  of  the  pur- 
chase, money  in  default  of  so  doing.  The  public  lands 
ought  to  be  looked  to  as  a  source  of  wealth  belonging  to 
future  generations,  not  on  account  of  the  money  they 
will  bring,  but  for  the  population  they  will  sustain.  A 
steady,  industrious,  contented,  and  fixed  population,  are 
the  riches  of  a  country.  A  provision  of  the  above  kind 
would,  in  my  opinion,  produce  that  eflect;  a  residence  of 
three  years  would  produce  the  blessings  and  attachments 
of  home,  while  the  sale  of  the  freehold,  even  at  an  ad- 
vahced  price,  would  seldom  be  an  inducement  to  part 
with  it,  because  a  larger  quantity  of  land  in  most  cases 
could  not  be  purchased  elsewhere;  and  thus  content- 
ment would  ensue,  while  the  products  of  the  farm  would 
enable  the  younger  branches  of  the  family  to  provide 
themselves  a  home  upon  the  same  terms.  The  next 
beneficial  result  would  be,  to  check  at  once  the  fearful 
speculation  in  public  lands  that  is  now  in  progress,  and 
that  ruinous  system  of  borrowing  that  is  resorted  to  for 
that  purpose;  and  those  now  engaged  in  that  busineas 
would  then  turn  their  attention  and  means  to  some  other 
pursuit  that  would  advance  the  growth,  prosperity,  and 
permanent  wealth  of  the  country.  And  last,  though  not 
least,  it  would  dry  up  one  of  those  sluices  through  which 
money  that  is  not.  needed  is  constantly  pouring  into  the 
Treasury;  and  it  would  preserve  fur  our  children  and 
our  children's  children,  even  to  remote  generations,  an 
opportunity  of  acquiring  a  freehold  on  the  same  terms 
as  was  aflbrded  to  their  fathers.  But  if  we  sell  this  val- 
uable estate  now  as  fast  as  possible,  for  the  highest 
price  that  can  be  obtained,  and  make  that  an<l  not  the 
settlement  of  the  country  our  obiect,  and  then  distribute 
the  proceeds  amongst  the  several  States,  for  the  purpose 
of  having  it  expended,  spent,  or  squandered,  we  act  the 
part  of  an  improvident  spendthrift,  who,  having  ac- 
quired by  descent  a  large  landed  estate,  converts  it  into 
money  as  fast  as  possible,  for  the  puipose  of  gratifying 
his  vanity,  or  acquiring  power  and  influence  by  corrup- 
tion and  fraud. 

In  the  next  place,  I  would  repeal  the  entire  duties  on 
all  articles  that  are  used  in  any  manner  or  form  in  the 
diet  of  the  country;  and  to  show  its  effects  upon  that 
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part  of  tbe  coontry  in  which  I  reside,  I  would  instance 
the  duty  on  sugar  alone,  which  we  now  pay  either  into 
the  Treasury  or  as  a  bounty  to  tbe  manufacturer:  take 
the  duty  oif  that  article,  and  the  price  would  be  reduced 
at  least  two  cents  on  the  pound.  Tbe  bill  contempUtes 
giving  to  tbe  State  of  Ohio  about  one  and  a  half  miHion 
of  dollars  as  her  proportion  of  the  spoils  for  three 
ytan\  and  the  profession  of  the  friends  of  tbe  bill  are, 
that  they  wish  to  give  this  money  back  to  those  who  p^id 
itf  and  as  they  cannot  do  that,  they  will  approximate  as  nigh 
as  possible  by  giving  it  to  the  States.  Every  family  in  the 
United  States  I  presume  uses  sugar,  and  for  the  argu- 
ment 1  will  allow  one  hundred  pounds  per  annum  to  each 
family  of  five  persons.  In  Ohio  we  have  probably 
300,000  families,  who  pay  a  tax  on  sugar  of  $600,000 
yearly.  In  three  years  we  pay  $1,800,000  tax  on  sugar 
alone;  repeal  this  tax,  and  you  in  effect  give  to  each  fam- 
ily two  dollars  per  annum-^-a  sum  larger  than  will  be 
distributed  to  them  by  this  bill,  could  its  friends  make 
its  operation  as  they  profess  to  wish.  But  if  the'  surplus 
revenue  be  so  extravagantly  large  as  has  been  represent- 
ed, 1  would  go  one  step  further — reduce  the  duties  on 
articles  of  wearing  apparel  of  the  coarser  texture,  which 
are  used  mostly  by  the  labpring  classes,  so  that  the  rev- 
enue of  the  Government  will  not  exceed  its  just  wants, 
and  you  will  relieve  the  State  of  Ohio  in  one  year  from 
the  payment  of  a  much  larger  amount  than  is  proposed 
to  bestow  upon  her  by  the  provisions  of  this  bill. 
But  should  all  this  be  done,  there  seems  to  be  still  a  re- 
maining difficulty:  the  money  we  have  on  hand,  tbe  sur- 
plus in  the  Treasury— what  shall  be  done  with  regard 
to  that?  iiow  is  it  to  be  disposed  of?  A  few  more  Indian 
campaigns,  Indian  treaties,  and  city  debts  and  private 
cisims,  will  give  an  effectual  answer,  and  dispose  of  that 
difficulty:  indeed,  our  present  situation  itself  seems  a  suf- 
ficient reply.  If  ai>er  our  naval  defences,  fortifications, 
and  the  necessary  increase  of  the  army,  are  completed, 
as  sound  policy  and  justice  require,  and  the  wsnts  of 
the  country  demand,  are  all  supplied,  1  sm  disposed  to 
believe  that  little  danger  need  be  apprehended  from 
the  rennaining  balance:  it  will  neither  make  nor  unmake 
Presidents.  And  if,  in  addition  to  all  these,  a  speedy 
completion  of  the  public  works  now  begun,  and  whicli 
Congress  ought,  and  I  presume  will  finish,  should  take 
place,  and  sufficient  appropriations  be  made  for  that  pur- 
pose, the  surplus  revenue  on  hand  will  no  longer  be 
cause  of  alarm  or  contention.  I  have,  in  what  I  have 
said,  fully  and  freely  expressed  my  opinion,  though  in  as 
concise  and  condensed  a  manner  as  I  was  able.  I  have 
not  sought,  for  precedents,  or  louked  into  the  opinion  of 
others,  out  of  which  to  manufacture  one  for  myself.  In 
political,  as  well  as  in  matters  of  religious  faith,  I  think 
the  original  text  a  far  more  safe  and  sure  guide  than  any 
commentary,  however  wise  and  good  the  commentator 
might  have  been.  1  have  chosen  to  rely  on  the  consti* 
tution  as  my  only  sure  guide,  and  that  moral  principle 
which  ought  to  govern  the  actions  of  men  in  all  situa- 
tions, and  under  every  circumstance.  How  far  I  am 
correct  and  ought  to  be  sustained,  those  who  sent  me 
here  are  the  best  able  to  decide. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  look  back  a  few  past  years 
and  find  this  bill  first  introduced  into  Congress,  although 
it  passed  both  Houses,  yet  we  have  full,  and  to  our 
minds  conclusive  evidence,  that  it  was  disapproved  by 
the  great  body  of  the  American  people.  We  ought  not 
to  regret  its  introduction  now(  it  is  but  a  new  trial  of  the 
intelligence  and  virtue  of  our  constituents,  who  have  al- 
ways been  found  sufficient  for  the  evil  of  the  day.  It  is 
but  an  attempt  to  revive  that  principle  which  was  found 
active  at  the  very  commencement  of  our  Beyolution — ^the 
principle  of  Government  power  over  individual  liberty. 
This  principle  was  first  brought  in:o  operation  by  the 
charter  of  tbe  old  Bank  of  tbe  United  States,  and  con- 


tinued progressing  tmtil  it  produced  the  alien  and  aedi* 
tion  laws;  this  brought  about  the  civil  revolution  of 
1800,  in  which  the  patriotism,  virtue,  and  intelligence  of 
the  people  were  triumphant,  and  a  most  signal  victory 
was  obtained.  The  vanquished  enemy  then  retired  from 
the  contest,  and  remained  quiet  for  a  number  of  years* 
waiting  for  an  opportunity  finvorable  to  his  views.  The  ' 
war  or  1812  presented  one,  as  be  thought  Having 
changed  his  colors,  he  again  entered  the  field  under  the 
banner  of  the  American  system,  and  another  United 
States  Bank  began  this  second  Punic  war.  This  institu- 
tion, forced  upon  the  people  against  their  wishes  and 
better  judgment,  met  with  resistance  at  its  \*ery  com- 
mencement. During  its  first  years  it  shared  but  little 
of  the  public  favor.  Its  friends,  however,  were  in 
powers  and  during  the  next  administration  aAer  it  was 
created,  it  acquired  much  strength  and  force*  Under 
its  auspices  the  American  system  was  strengthened  and 
invigorated,  and  the  whole  doctrine  of  internal  improve- 
ment was  spread  in  wild  array  before  the  American  peo- 
ple; while  a  protective  tariff,  the  necessary  consequence, 
was  gnawing  at  their  substance.  The  party  conducting 
these  measures  assumed  a  new  name;  they  were  national 
republicans.  But  all  would  not  do(  their  strides  for 
power  were  too  plain  to  be  overlooked.  The  country 
became  awakened  to  its  situation,  and  Andrew  Jackson 
was  the  man  the  people  selected  to  save  them  from  these 
dangerous  innovations,  at  least  as  far  as  the  Executive 
power  could  effect  that  object.  The  election  of  1824 
took  place;  General  Jackson  received  a  large  plurality 
of  tbe  electoral  votes,  as  well  as  the  primary  votes  of  the 
people;  but  m^t  having  a  nsajority  of  the  votes,  his  name, 
with  two  other  gentlemen,  according  to  the  provisions 
of  the  constitution,  was  returned  to  the  House  of  Uep- 
resentatives  for  the  election  of  a  President.  IMie  resuK 
is  well  known^  Tbe  voice  of  the  people  was  disregard- 
ed, and  those  opposed  to  individual  liberty  and  in  fiivor 
of  Government  power  prevailed.  Flushed  with  this 
temporary  victory,  they  felt  sure  of  ultimate  success, 
and  the  most  extravagant  pretensions  to  power  were 
openly  avowed;  but  the  public  indignation,  if  it  was  not 
loud,  was  deep.  The  ship  of  state  was  not  to  be  given 
up;  and  when  the  election  of  1828  came  roimd,  like  a 
clap  of  thunder  it  awoke  the  band  of  schemers  from 
their  golden  dreams.  General  Jackson  was  brought  into 
power  by  a  most  triumphant  majority;  the  rank  and  file 
of  the  bank  and  American  system  party  were  scattered, 
and  many  of  them  left  the  colors  of  their  chieftains;  but 
the  principal  leaders  still  retained  their  places,  and, 
though  defeated,  were  not  disheartened;  they  still  held 
a  majority  in  both  branches  of  Congp^ess.  A  bank  bill 
and  internal  improvement  bills  were  successively  passed 
and  vetoed  by  the  President.  The  election  of  1632 
took  place,  and  General  Jackson  was  again  elected  by 
an  increased  majority.  Thus  all  the  splendid  prospects 
of  power  and  grandeur  which  gentlemen  thought  they 
were  just  realizing,  were  dissipsted  by  the  force  of  pub- 
lic opmion,  and  the  popularity  of  General  Jackson's  ad- 
ministration seemed  to  wither  all  their  hopes.  One 
might  have  reasonably  expected  that  this  mountain  labor 
would  have  ceased  when  a  majority  of  tbe  House  of 
Uepresentatives  was  found  on  the  side  of  the  administra- 
tion. But  no!  General  Jackson  had  caused  the  public  mo- 
ney to  be  removed  from  tbe  Bank  of  the  United  Slates;  this 
gave  new  hopes  to  the  panders  of  power.  A  panic  was 
created  in  the  monetary  concerns  of  the  coftntry,  and 
General  Jackson  was  denounced  by  men  high  in  power, 
as  a  violator  of  the  constitution  and  laws  of  his  country. 
It  was  now  believed  by  the  knowing  ones  that  the  scat- 
tered fragments  of  all  their  broken  forces  could  be  again 
rallied  to  the  fight,  at  least  under  a  new  name,  and  that 
of  Whig,  was  adopted:  yes,  the  whigs  were  called  on  to 
curoe  to  the  rescue  of  the  bank,  against  the  power  of 
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the  coantry.  A  new  banner  waa  also  unfurled — inscribed 
on  one  side,  executive  ueurpaiion;  on  the  other,  ioet 
TVem/ry^  ruined  eouniryf  but  these  efforts  proved  also 
unayailing^.  The  coantry  is  proaperous  beyond  former 
example.  The  Treasury  is  full  to  overflowing.  And 
now,  out  of  the  midst  of  all  these  convulsive  throes, 
creeps  this  public  measure,  an  attempt  to  buy  up  the 
people  with  their  own  money-^-a  distribution  of  the  rev- 
enue of  this  Government  amongfst  the  States  on  the  eve 
of  a  presidential  election.  We  have  a  perfect  confi- 
dence that  this  scheme,  like  all  its  progenitors,  will  die 
for  the  want  of  public  nourishment. 

Reminiscence  is  valuable  in  all  the  affairs  of  life,  and  in 
none  more  so  than  political  matters;  a  knowledge  of  the 
family  from  which  this  land  bill  springs  is  sufficient  to  fix 
its  character.  The  short  time  the  public  have  been  ac- 
quainted with  it  has  caused  the  loss  of  many  friends; 
and  although  three  Senators,  who  formerly  voted  against 
it,  have  now  voted  for  it,  yet  its  majority  here  is  less 
than  formerly.  Of  the  fourteen  Senators  representing 
Che  new  States,  five  have  voted  for  it,  and  nine  against 
it.  This  proves  it  is  considered  ruinous  to  the  interest 
of  those  States.  I  include  one  Senator  from  Indiana, 
who  formerly  voted  against  this  measure,  but  who  was 
not  present  when  this  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 
Eight  States  have  now  voted  for  the  bill,  containing  a 
population  of  3»619,000.  (I  omit  fractions.)  Seven 
Stites  voted  against  the  bill,  population  3,567,000;  nine 
States  are  divided,  population  4,758,000;  three  of  the 
Senators  from  these  Ust  States,  if  not  on  this,  }  et  on 
other  subjects,  disregarded  the  instructions  of  their  State 
Legblatares;  and  the  people  of  three  of  these  4ast  States 
have  constantly  maintained  the  doctrine  of  a  strict  con- 
struction of  the  constitution.  No  one,  after  this,  can 
doubt  the  fate  of  this  measure  before  the  American 
people. 

Should  this  bill  by  possibility  pass  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, that  the  President  will  put  his  veto  on  it, 
no  one,  I  presume,  doubts.  Personal  honor,^  political 
consistency,  as  weH  as  duty,  seem  to  require  this  at  his 
hands.  That  this  act  will  add  to  his  fiime  and  his  use- 
fulness, if  addition  can  be  made,  1  have  every  confidence; 
and  I  predict  that  bis  enemies  now  in  this  conflict  will 
meet  with  what  his  enemies,  both  in  war  and  peace, 
have  heretofore  done — more  than  a  Waterloo  defeat. 

When  Mr.  Moaais  had  concluded, 

Mr.WALKBR  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows: 

Mr.  President:  I  am  constrained,  by  an  imperious 
sense  of  public  duty,  to  participate  in  the  debate  upon 
the  question  now  under  consideration.  The  measure 
proposed  for  our  adoption  is  deeply  interesting  to  the 
whole  Union.  To  the  new  States,  especially,  it  is  a 
subject  of  the  hii^hest  importance.  Indeed,  so  deeply 
am  I  impressed  with  the  momentous  consequences  to  my 
constituents  which  must  follow  the  adoption  of  this 
measure,  that  I  am  appalled  by  the  contemplation  of 
these  results,  and  oppressed  by  a  sense  of  the  responsi-. 
bility  which  is  devolved  upon  me.  My  opposition  to 
this  bill  may  be  wholly  unavailing; -but  my  resolution  is 
to  resist  its  passage  to  the  uttermost,  consoled  by  the 
reflection  that,  in  any  contingency,  I  have  at  least  en- 
deavored to  discharge  my  duty.  The  proposition  is  to 
divide  among  all  the  States  of  the  Union,  according  to 
their  representative  population  at  the  last  census,  the 
nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  for  the 
years  1833,  1834,  1835,  1836,  and  1837.  It  is  a  propo- 
sition to  subtract  at  least  fifty  millions  of  dollars  from 
the  revenues,  past  and  prospective,  of  this  (Government, 
for  distribution  among  the  States.  It  reaches  back  to 
the  Ist  of  January,  1833,  and  stretches  forward  to  the 
1st  of  January,  1838.  The  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of 
the  public  lands  for  1833  have  heretofore  been  expend- 
ed by  the  Government;  yet  these  prooeed*  are  recap* 
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tured  by  this  bill  for  distribution  among  the  States.  We 
do  not,  in  fact,  distribute  those  proceeds,  for  they  have 
long  since  been  expended;  but  we  take  an  equivalent 
sum  from  the  general  revenues  of  the  Government,  and 
call  it  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  for  1833. 
If,  then,  it  be  unconstitutional  to  distribute  among  the 
States  the  general  revenues  of  this  Government,  this  bill 
involves  this  principle.  If  we  may  take  for  distribution 
a  sum  equivalent  to  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the. 
public  lands  for  1833,  we  may  take  similar  equivslent 
sums  for  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  for  1800,  and 
from  that  period  to  the  present  moment,  and  call  it  a 
distribution  of  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  pub- 
lic lands.  Might  we  at  this  moment  pass  a  bill  for  the 
distribution  among  the  States  of  the  nett  proceeds  of  the 
sales  of  the  public  lands  from  the  organisation  of  the 
Government  to  the  present  period?  and,  if  not,  how  can 
we  adopt  the  present  measure?  It  is  vain  to  disguise 
the  f«ct,  that  we  are  in  reality  distributing  the  revenues 
of  the  Government,  generally,  by  the  retrospective 
operation  of  this  measure.  The  unexpended  balance 
in  the  public  Treasury  upon  the  4th  of  July,  1836,  the 
distribution  of  which  is  then  recommended,  is  composed, 
in  part,  of  the  revenues  arising  from  the  tariff.  A  very 
large  portion  of  this  balance  is  appropriated,  but  not  ex- 
pended, under  existing  laws.  By  this  bill  we  either  re- 
peal the  laws,  or  make  a  double  appropriation  of  the 
same  money.  This  bill,  we  have  seen,  also  reaches 
forward  to  1st  of  January,  1838.  It  makes  prospective 
calculations  fur  two  years  in  advance  of  the  wants  as  well 
as  the  revenues  of  this  Government,  and  subtracts 
during  all  this  period,  for  distribution  among  the  States, 
the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands.  This 
prospective  distribution  is  based  upon  calculations  of  an 
overflowing  Treasury  in  1837~predictions  made  by  the 
same  party  who  foretold  the  insolvency  of  the  Treasury 
and  ruin  of  the  country  as  the  result  of  the  measures  of 
this  administration.  Others  may  legislate  for  years  in 
advance  upon  the  faith  of  their  predictions,  but  their 
conjectural  estimates  of  the  future  wants  and  revenues 
of  this  Government  furnish  no  sufficient  data  upon 
which  I  can  rest  my  vote.  They  may  be  as  greatly  mis- 
taken now,  in  their  prophetic  visions  of  1837,  as  they 
were  in  1834;  and,  if  so,  this  measure  would  prove  dis- 
astrous to  the  countrv. 

We  are  now  asked  to  abandon  the  settled  usages  of 
the  Government,  and  embark  in  new  projects  and  new 
experiments.  It  is  proposed  to  divide  among  the  States 
a  vast  portion  of  the  revenues  of  this  Government.  A 
division  among  the  States  of  the  revenues  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Union  is  a  fearful  omen  of  the  division  of 
the  Union  itself.  It  is  a  movement  towards  that  dread 
catastrophe.  It  will  be  the  cause,  as  it  is  the  precursor, 
of  other  assaults  upon  the  Government  of  the  Union. 
Division—- division  is  now  the  watchword  of  assault  upon 
appropriations  for  national  defence.  The  constitution 
is  assailed  here,  in  the  veiy  citadel  of  its  power,  by  a  cor- 
rupting demand  for  the  spoils  of  this  Government  for 
distribution.  The  prayer  of  inspiration,  **  lead  us  not 
into  temptation,"  is  wholly  disregarded;  and  the  States 
are  sought  to  be  dazxied  and  corrupted  by  golden  visions 
of  millions  upon  millions  for  distribution.  Defence  is  to 
be  erased  from  the  tablets  of  the  constitution;  and  distri- 
bution, a  word  not  to  be  found  in  that  instrument,  is  to 
be  interpolated,  by  an  appeal  to  the  States  to  divide  the 
spoils  of  the  Government.  National  honor  and  national 
glory  are  to  become  an  empty  sound;  and  money,  money 
for  distribution,  is  to  absorb  all  other  considerations. 
When  I  reflect  that  the  proposition  before  us  is  not  a 
temporary  measure,  that  it  is  not  a  single  operation  upon 
an  accidental  surplus,  but  that  its  author,  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clay,]  declares  it  to  be  one  of  the 
great  recommendations  of  this  project,  that  it  will  be 
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perpetual,  I  shrink  back  appalled  by  the  contemplation 
of  the  evils  which  this  measure  is  preparing  for  this  now 
happy,  happy  Union.  Dark  and  gloomy  visions  flit  be- 
fore me  when  I  survey  the  corrupting  consequences  of 
this  surpUis  and  distribution  system.  The  country  must 
pass  through  the  valley  of  the  shadow  of  death,  if  it  can 
withstand  the  results  of  this  system,  by  which  the  States 
are  to  be  arrayed  against  the  general  Government,  in  a 
struggle  for  millions  for  distribution. 

Postponing,  for  the  present,  the  consideration  of  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  1  will  now  endeavor  to  demon- 
strate that  this  measure  is  calculated  to  revive  the  tarilT. 
The  bill,  as  it  now  stands,  strips  the  general  Government 
of  all  resources  from  the  sales  of  the  public  lands:  it 
does  more — it  refuses,  by  a  direct  vote  of  the  Senate, 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  Indian  wars,  or  treaties,  or  an- 
nuities, or  removals,  from  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of 
the  public  lands;  but  throws  all  this  vast  expenditure, 
amounting,  during  the  present  year,  to  about  twelve 
millions  of  dollars,  upon  the  tariff.     The  whole  expen- 
ses of  the  Government,  ordinary  or  extraordinary,  are 
henceforth  to  be  devolved  upon  the  tariff.     The  nett 
amount  realized  from  the  tarifi*  since  the  year  1833,  is 
about  seventeen  millions  of  dollars.    By  the  compromise 
aet  of  tlie  2d  of  March,  1833,  the  duties  decrease  annu- 
ally  by  a  descending  scale,  until  in  1843  twenty  per 
cent,  is  the  maximum,  and  twelve  and  a  half  per  cent. 
is  about  the  average  rate  of  duties.     Our  revenue,  de- 
rived from  the  tariff,  could  not  then  much  exceed  twelve 
millions  of  dollars  per  annum.   Deduct  from  this  amount 
the  probable  average  annual  expense  of  Indian  treaties, 
annuities,  wars,  and  removals,  and  the  sum  left  is  wholly 
insufficient  to  support  the  Government.     There  is  no 
man  more  opposed  than  myself  to  extravagant  expendi- 
tures! but  the  most  rigid  economist  cannot  calculate  that 
the  expenditures  of  this  Government  great  as  is  the 
wonderful  growth  of  the  country,  can  be  less  in  -1842, 
for  all  purposes,  ordinary  and  extraordinary,  than  seven- 
teen millions  of  dollars  per  annum.     Withdraw  the  rev- 
enues from  the  public  lands,  and  how  is  the  deficiency 
in  the  revenue  to  be  supplied?    An  inorease  of  the  tarin 
will  be  inevitable;  and  shall  southern  Senators  support 
a  bill,  and  maintain  a  policy,  which  will  render  neces- 
sary an  increase  of  the  tariff?    Would  not  our  own 
votes  be  arrayed  against  us,  as  at  once  the  cause  and  the 
apology  fur  such  augmentation?    This  result  seems  to 
me  to  have  been  indirectly  conceded  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat.]    He,  however,  consoled 
us  by  stating  that  the  duties  may  be  increased  on  wines 
and  silks.     And  how  will  this  operate  on  the  South? 
France  buys  a  large  portion  of  our  cotton,  and  we  pur- 
chase her  wines  and  silks.    The  exchange  is  not  direct, 
but  the  operation  on  prices  is  nearly  the  same.    This  is 
a  principle    conceded    by   the  friends  of  free  trade 
throughout  the  Union.     Increase  the  duties  upon  wines 
and  silks,  and  we  will  diminish  the  price  of  our  cotton. 
This  diminution  of  price  may  not  be  in  the  same  propor- 
tion as  the  increase  of  the  tariff  upon  imports;  but  it 
will  be  in  a  ratio  approximating  the  rate  or  duties,  and 
diminishing  gradually,  from  year  to  year,  the  price  of 
the  export,  till  the  loss  arising  from  the  tariff  is  nearly 
equalized  between  the  importing  and  exporting  nation, 
fiut  an  increase  of  duties  upon  wines  and  silks  will  not 
alone  produce  the  required  revenue.     No;  a  general 
augmentation  of  the  tariff  will  be  necessary.     It  will  be 
called  a  tariff  for  revenue,  but  will  be,  in  fact,  a  protec- 
tive tariff;  for  the  revenues  from  the  duties,  added  to 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  even  at 
reduced  prices,  would,  in  the  absence  of  this  distribu- 
tion, be  fully  sufficient  for  all  the  wants  of  the  Govern* 
ment.    Can  any  southern  man  be  so  blind  as  not  to  per- 
eeive  that  this  bill  throws  the  whole  expenditures  of  the 
Government  upon  the  tariff,  and  renders  its  increase  in* 


evitable?  The  author  of  this  bill  is  the  father  of  the 
UrifT,  and,  with  but  few  exceptions,  the  votes  for  tfiis 
bill  come  from  States  favorable  to  the  tariff.  The  only 
southern  State  which  gave  a  united  vote  for  the  biH  is 
Louisiana,  a  tariff  State,  and  which  I  would  gladly  see 
cut  loose  from  the  protective  system,  by  a  repeal  of  the 
duty  on  sugar.  It  is  perceived  by  the  friends  of  the 
tariff,  that,  unless  the  surplus  is  distributed,  a  reduction 
of  the  duties  is  inevitable.  Heretofore,  immense  ex* 
penditures  for  internal  improvement,  by  the  general 
Government,  constituted  a  pretext  for  retaining  the  du- 
ties; now  that  system  is  abolished,  and  distribution  is 
the  substitute. 

And  here  let  me  ask  the  Senate  to  consider  that,  when 
the  tariff  was  partially  abandoned  by  the  author  of  this 
bill  in  1833,  it  was  accompanied  by  the  hope  that  the 
system  would  be  revived  under  more  favorable  auspices. 
That  revival  will  take  place  if  this  bill  becomes  a  law. 
Fifty  millions  of  dollars  under  this  bill  are  to  be  distrib- 
uted among  the  States,  which  are  thus  to  be  corrupted 
and  controlled  by  this  mighty  mass  of  treasure.     The 
States  are  to  t>e  pensioned  upon  the  general  Govern- 
ment,  rendered  stipendiaries  of  their  bounty,  and  dis- 
tributees of  their  revenue.    The  whole  taxing  power 
is  ultimately  lo  be  absorbed  by  the  general  Government* 
and  Sute  taxation  to  be  discontinued.    The  SUte  taxes 
in  all  the  old  States  are  to  be  paid  from  the  sales  of  the 
lands  in  the  new.    This  result  has  been  openly  pro* 
claimed  in  several  States  friendly  to  this  bill.     U  we 
may  take  one  portion  of  the  national  revenue  for  distri- 
bution among  the  States,   why  may  we  not  take  any 
other  portion?    If  we  may  distribute  fifty  millions  of 
dollars  of  the  national  revenue,  why  may  we  not  distrib- 
ute five  hundred  millions?    Concede  the  principle,  and 
the  result  may  easily  follow.     Protection  was  the  pre- 
text for  the  former  tariff;  now,  something  more  univer- 
sally corrupting,  to  influence  all  the  States,  is  sought 
for,  and  distribution  is  the  scheme  for  perpetuating  the 
tariff,  and  augmenting  It  to  an  unlimited  extent.     Dis* 
tribution  is  the  great  and  only  efficient  anta^nist  of  a 
reduction  of  the  tariff.     Let  us  refuse  to  distribute,  and 
the  people  will  demand  a  reduction  of  the  tariff.     On 
the  one  hand,  is  economy  in  expenditures,  and  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  dutiea  and  of'^the  price  of  the  public  lands; 
on  the  other,  is  a  refusal  to  reduce  the  price  of  public 
lands,  an  augmentation  of  'the  tariff,  and  a  distribution 
of  millions  among  the  States.     On  the  one  hand,  you 
are  asked  to  reduce  all  the  burdens  of  the  people,  and 
leave  your  uncollected  millions  in  their  pockets;  on  the 
other,  you  are  required  to  keep  up  the  price  of  the 
public  lands,  augment  the  tariff,  and  distribute  the  sur- 
plus among  the  States.     On  the  one  hand,  we  are  asked, 
at  a  great  expense  of  collection,  to  extort  from  the  peo- 
ple forty  or  fifty  millions  of  dollars  annually,  for  the 
purpose  of  distributing  one  half  the  amount  among  the 
States;  on  the  other  hand,  we  are  asked  to  collect  no 
more  money  than  is  essentially  necessary  to  carry  on  all 
the  operations  of  a  Government  administered  in  a  spirit 
of  republican  economy  and  simplicity,  and  leave  this 
immense  surplus  in  the  hands  of  the  people,  to  be  used 
by  each  citizen  as  he  may  think  proper.     The  one  sys- 
tem will  take  annually  from  each  free  male  citizen  and 
head  of  a  family  in  this  Union  an  average  sum  of  at  least 
twenty  dollara,  to  be  distributed  among  the  States,  and 
never  return  to  those  who  paid  it.     This  annual  con« 
tribution  may  be  but  a  small  amount  to  the  wealthy,  but 
to  the  poor  man  it  may  be  a  large  portion  of  his  annual 
income.     This  bill  is,  in  fact,  a  scheme  to  levy  an  an- 
nual tribute  for  unnecessary  revenue.     What  consola- 
tion will  it  be  to  the  man  who  raises  a  amall  or  large 
crop  of  cotton,  that  his  State,  not  himself,  receives  a 
portion  of  the  public  revenue,  when  the  price  of  hia 
crop  is  greatly  reduced  by  an  augmented  tariff,  and  the 
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price  or  every  article  he  may  purchase  greatly  enhan- 
ced thereby?  Let  him  make-  a  table  of  the  profit  and 
loss  from  this  system,  and  he  will  find  that  where  he 
gains  one  dollar  by  this  system  he  loses  twenty. 

Again:  what  consolation  will  this  distribution  be  to 
the  farmer  who  wishes  to  buy  a  tract  of  the  public  lands 
to  make  a  new  farm,  or  enlarge  an  old  one,  that  all  re- 
duction of  the  price  is  refused,  or  that  speculators  have 
entered  the  land,  and  ask  for  it  ten  or  twenty  dollars 

Eer  acre?  What  consolation  will  this  State  distribution 
e  to  the  settler  upon  the  public  lands,  to  whom  a  pre- 
emption law  is  refused,  in  order  to  increase  the  sum  for 
distribution,  and  his  farm  thereby  sacrificed  to  specula- 
tors? Ten  or  twenty  per  cent,  of  the  amount  will  be 
lost  in  the  process  of  collection,  and  swarms  of  unneces- 
sary officers  created  to  make  the  collections  and  distri- 
butions, and  eat  out  the  substance  of  the  people.  The 
new  States,  and  especially  the  new  States  of  the  South, 
will  have  to  bear  nearly  the  whole  burden  of  this  sys- 
tem. Mississippi,  in  payment  for  public  lands,  and  in 
decreased  prices  of  her  cotton,  and  increased  prices  for 
cotton  bagging,  clothing,  sugar,  and  almost  every  arti- 
cle of  consumption,  under  an  increased  tariff,  will  be 
drained  annually  of  at  least  five  millions  of  dollars,  and 
get  back  annually  about  two  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
I  speak  not  now  of  the  mass  collected  for  a  single  dis- 
tribution, by  the  retrospective  operation  of  this  law,  but 
of  the  system  as  a  system;  and  such  *it  is*  admitted  it  will 
become,  if  this  bill  be  passed  into  a  law.  To  the  State 
of  Mississippi  such  a  system  will  be  utter  ruin  and  deso- 
lation. All  property  will  fall  in  value,  and  distress  and 
embarrassment  pervade  the  community.  Let  us  leave 
this  surplus  uncollected,  reduce  tlie  tariff,  reduce  the 
price  of  public  lands,  confine  the  sales  to  settlers  only, 
and  Mississippi  will  save  more  in  a  single  year  than  she 
would  gain  in  a  long  series  of  years  from  the  distribu- 
tive system.  Confine  the  system  to  the  distribution  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  and  how 
does  it  operate?  Nearly  all  the  moneys  are  paid  for 
these  lands  by  the  new  States,  and  what  do  they  get  in 
return?  About  one  fifth  of  the  amount  paid  by  them- 
selves, with  the  addition  of  ten  per  cent  on  the  money 
paid  by  their  own  citizens.  A  single  old  State  that 
pays,  perhaps,  not  one  dollar  of  this  money  into  the 
Treasury,  receives,  by  distribution,  nearly  twenty  times 
as  much  as  certain  new  States,  paying  millions  of  this 
money  annually  into  the  Treasury.  The  States,  we  are 
told,  are  now  satibfied  with  fif\y  millions  for  distribution 
under  the  present  tariff  and  present  price  of  the  public 
lands.  But  how  long  will  they  be  thus  satisfied  when 
this  corrupting  system  shall  have  commenced?*  or  where 
will  it  terminate?  The  next  assault  will  be  directly 
made  upon  the  revenues  arising  from  the  tariff.  Aug- 
ment  the  tariil,  and  increase  the  fund  for  distribution, 
will  be  the  next  requisition.  Who  can  doubt  this  result 
if  the  South  consent  to  the  distributive  system^  Our 
own  votes  would  rise  up  in  array  against  us,  and  all  re- 
sistance would  be  vain  and  impotent.  Nor  will  there 
be  any  limit  to  the  sum  that  nuiy  be  demanded  for  dis- 
tribution. The  system  will  work  a  complete  revolution 
in  the  form  of  our  government,  and,  by  the  unlimited 
increase  of  the  money  power  in  the  general  Govern- 
ment, will  subvert  all  the  checks  and  guards  of  the  con- 
stitution. The  money  wimteil  by  a  majority  of  the 
States  for  distribution,  will  be  the  only  limit  of  the  taxing 
power  of  this  Government. 

Is  the  South  prepared  for  this  result?  Let  us  not 
console  ourselves  with  the  reflection  that  the  distribution 
will  stop  at  a  demand  for  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands.  Already  a  distribution  of  the  whole  unap- 
propriated revenue  has  been  openly  proposed  in  Con- 
gress and  has  many  advocates.  A  part  of  the  revenues 
derived  from  the  tariff  is,  in  fapt,  as  I  have  heretofore 


shown,  distributed  under  this  bill.  The  nett  proceeds 
of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  in  1833  are  distributed 
under  this  bill.  But  these  proceeds  have  long  since 
been  expended  under  former  appropriations.  Whence, 
then,  comes  the  equivalent  for  these  expended  proceeds? 
From  the  present  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands?  No,  for  they  also  are  distributed  under  this  bill. 
This  sum  then  thus  distributed  is,  in  fact,  derived  from 
the  tariff,  and  can  come  from  no  other  quarter.  Indeed, 
it  is  also  certain,  on  another  ground,  that  the  sum  thus 
distributed  is  not  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands.  The  Senate,  by  a  direct  vote,  refused  to 
deduct  any  of  the  following  items  from  the  amount  to  be 
distributed,  namely:  **  Annuities  to  Indians  on  account 
of  the  purchase  of  lands:"  '*  holding  treaties  with  Indians, 
for  the  purchase  of  lands:"  «  amount  paid  to  In- 
dians for  the  purchase  of  lands:*'  «  amount  expended  in 
removing  Indians  from  lands  purchased."  We  refuse  io 
deduct  some  of  the  very  amounts  paid  for  the  lands,  dis- 
tribute the  proceeds  of  the  sales,  and  call  this  a  distribu- 
tion of  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands. 
Deduct  the  amount  paid  for  the  public  lands,  and  all  the 
incidental  expenses,  from  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  sales 
of  the  public  lands  on  the  30th  of  September  last,  and 
there  is  little  or  nothing  to  distribute)  certainly  nothing, 
upon  any  possible  calculation,  approaching  the  amount 
distributed  by  this  bill.  The  gross  amount  paid  into  the 
public  Treasury  for  the  purchase  of  public  lands,  from 
1796  to  the  30th  September,  1835,  was  -  $58,619,533 
From   this    deduct    the    following  charges 

against  the  public  lands: 
Sum  paid  fur  Louisiana,  and  interest         -  f  23, 529,353 
Do.  for  Florida,  and  interest      -  -       6,489,766 

Do.  to  State  of  Georgia  for  public  lands  1,250,000 
Cumberland  road,  under  compact  chargea- 
ble on  proceeds  of  public  lands  -  -  5,956,024 
Yazoo  claims  ....  1,832,375 
General  Land  Office  expenses  -  -  797,748 
Salaries  of  registers  and  receivers  -  91,153 
Salaries  of  surveyors  general,  and  surveys 

of  special  claims  ...  860,567 

Surveys  of  public  lands    -  -  -        2,780,630 

Charges  on  lands  in  Indian  Department    -      17,541,560 


Total 


$61,129,178 


leaving  a  deficit  of  $2,509,655  against  the  public  lands 
on  the  30th  of  September  last.  But  to  the  amount  paid 
on  account  of  public  lands  as  before  stated,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands,  which  reported  this  distribution 
biJI,  have  added  four  items,  amounting  to  $5,409,973. 
Several  of  these  items,  the  Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
Weioht,]  in  a  very  clear  and  lucid  argument,  has  shown 
not  to  be  properly  introduced  by  the  committee;  but  in- 
cluding them  all,  and  the  gross 'proceeds  of  the  sales  of 
the  public  lands,  as  estimated  by  the  committee  them- 
selves, is  but  $64,029,496;  from  which  deduct  the  char- 
ges before  enumerated,  and  it  will  leave  a  balance  in  fa- 
vor of  the  public  lands  on  the  30th  of  September  last,  of 
$2,900,318,  at  the  highest  possible  estimate.  Now  the 
proceeds  of  the  public  lands  distributed  under  this  bill, 
prior  to  the  30th  of  September,  1835,  are,  as  given  by 
the  committee  themselves,  $17,991,873.  Deduct  from 
this  last  sum  the  balance  in  favor  of  the  public  lands  on 
the  30th  of  September,  1835,  and  the  sum  of  $15,090,853 
is  distributed  under  this  bill,  not  derived  from  the  nett 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  but  from  the 
tariff.  The  South  denied  the  constitutionality  as  well  as 
expediency  of  a  tariff  for  protection;  and  do  we,  or  can 
we,  concede  the  constitutionality  or  expediency  of  a  tariff 
for  distribution'  May  we  raise  by  a  tariflf  fifteen  mil- 
lions, or  five  hundred  millions,  not  for  revenue  for  the 
wants  of  this  Government,  but  for  distribution?    It  is 
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perfectly  obvious  that  this  bill  adopts  the  principle  of 
distributing  the  moneys  realized  from  the  tariff,  for  the 
following  reasons,  each  of  which  is  sufficient  to  sustain 
my  position:  first,  because  it  distributes  nearly  four 
iDillions  of  dollars  as  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands  in  1833,  when  this  sum  bad  been  already 
ftilly  expended  for  the  purposes  oF  the  Government  and 
the  payment  of  the  public  debt;  and  the  sum  now  taken 
is  realized  from  the  tariff.  Second,  the  Senate  distinctly 
refused  to  deduct  from  the  sum  for  distribution  four 
▼ery  large  items,  clearly  chargeable  on  the  public  lands; 
and  thirdly,  the  sum  of  at  least  fifteen  millions,  as  here- 
tofore proved,  is  distributed  under  the  provisions  of  this 
bill,  prior  to  the  30th  of  September,  1835,  beyond  the 
nett  amount  then  received  from  the  public  lands.  It  is 
in  vain,  then,  to  escape  the  conclusion  that  this  is  a  bill 
for  a  distribution  of  the  general  revenues  of  this  Govern- 
ment. Have  we  the  power  to  impose  a  tariff  to  raise 
money  for  distribution  among  the  SUtes?  If  so,  in  what 
clause  of  the  constitution  is  the  power  given?  May  the 
general  Government  collect  taxes  from  the  South,  by 
the  tariff,  to  support  the  State  Governments  of  the 
North,  and  pay  their  SUte  taxes,  under  the  operation  of 
this  distribution?  May  Massachusetts,  through  the  ope- 
rations of  the  general  Government,  tax  Mississippi  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Massachusetts  alone,  by  the 
jnterrention  of  a  tariff  for  distribution'  But  I  will  go 
further,  and  a»k,  conceding  this  bill  to  be  limited  to 
a  distribution  only  of  the  nett  proceeds  uf  the  sales  of 
the  public  lands,  has  Massachusetts,  through  the  opera- 
tions of  this  Government,  a  right  to  collect  vast  sums  of 
money  from  the  people  of  Mississippi  for  the  use  of  Mas- 
sachusetts? and  if  the  power  exists,  is  it  expedient  to 
permit  its  exercise?  Surely  there  can  l?e  but  one  re- 
sponse to  this  last  question.  That  the  old  States, 
through  the  operations  of  distribution,  should  receive  a 
State  mcome  for  State  purposes  out  of  moneys  received 
from  the  people  of  the  new  States  from  sales  of  the  pub- 
lic lands,  is  a  most  dangerous  principle.  It  renders  the 
new  States  the  colonies  of  the  old  SUtes.  It  establishes 
in  fact,  in  its  practical  operations,  the  principle  of  taxa- 
tion without  representation,  and  strikes  a  deadly  blow  at 
the  prosperity  and  independence  oF  every  new  State  in 
the  Union.  Destructive  to  the  South,  ruinous  to  the 
new  States,  threatening  to  the  Union,  will  be  the  adop- 
tion or  this  fatal,  faUl  measure. 

It  should  not  be  forgotten,  that  this  bill  is  the  same  in 
substance  heretofore  vetoed  by  President  Jackson;  that 
it  was  reported  originally  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  Clat,]  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  when 
that  Senator  was  urging  a  rigid  adherence  to  a  protect- 
ive tariff.  The  system  of  extravagfant  expenditures  by 
the  general  Government  for  local  improvements  had 
been  arrested  by  the  Maysville  veto.  That  branch  of 
the  American  system  litfving  been  broken  down  by  that 
veto,  the  system  of  distribution  has  been  resorted  to  as 
the  only  means  of  preventing  a  reduction  of  the  tariff, 
and  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands. 

Nor  is  the  revival  of  the  tariff  the  only  evil  that  will 
result  from  tlie  adoption  of  this  measure.  It  will  forever 
prevent  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands, 
or  the  adoption  of  anv  provision  in  favor  of  actual  set- 
tlers. The  pre-emption  system,  to  secure  his  home  to 
the  industrious  occupant,  has  already  been  sacri6ced  in 
anticipation  of  the  passage  of  this  bill.  The  committee 
who  reported  this  bill  have  reported  against  the  whole 
pre-emption  system;  they  have  done  more — they  have 
reported  against  allowing  pre-emptions  to  those  settlers 
whose  settlements  have  been  covered  by  contingent 
Choctaw  floats.  Their  chairman  (who  reported,  this 
year,  this  distribution  bill)  has  declared  that  the  public 
lands  are  worth  from  ten  to  twenty  dollars  per  acre,  and 
announced  his  determination  to  bring  in  a  bill  which 


will  cause  the  public  lands  to  brinj^  these  prices.  The 
mode  of  operation  has  also  been  disclosed  by  him.  Se- 
cret sealed  bids  for  all  the  public  lands,  by  which  the 
settler  must  bid  for  his  farm,  not  only  against  the  specu- 
lator, but  against  hiqiself;  for  no  human  being  can  tell 
what  amount  of  bid  will  secure  his  farm.  Whilst,  then, 
in  point  of  form,  the  price  oF  public  lands  is  not  increased, 
in  point  of  fact  it  is  sought  to  be  augmented  bv  the 
leading  friends  of  the  distribution  bill,  from  one  dollar 
and  a  quarter  to  ten  or  twenty  dollars  per  acre.  Sale* 
of  the  public  lands  at  small  prices,  for  actual  settlement, 
are  to  be  wholly  abandoned,  and  the  new  SUtes  treated 
as  some  distant  colony,  to  be  looked  to  only  as  a  source 
for  draining  money  fur  distribution.  A  direct  State  in- 
terest in  the  moneys  arising  from  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  is  to  be  given  to  each  one  of  the  old  States  of  the 
Union.  These  States  constitute  a  large  majority  in  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  and  will,  if  this  bill  is  passed,  direct 
their  views  to  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  with  the  sole 
object  of  deriving  from  those  sales  the  largest  fund  for 
distribution;  all  reduction  of  price,  all  donaiionaor  pre- 
emptions to  settlers,  will  be  utterly  refused.  These  re- 
sults were  all  predicted  by  me,  in  a  speech  against  this 
bill,  delivered  at  Raymond,  Mississippi,  in  September, 
1834;  and  these  predictions  have  been  all  too  fully  re- 
alized. Each  one  of  the  old  States  desires  to  render  as 
large  as  possibly  her  distributive  share  of  the  proceeds 
of  these  sales,  and,  if  this  bill  is  passed,  will  never  con- 
sent  to  diminish  that  share,  by  any  reduction  of  the 
price.  Pre-emption  laws  will  be— thev  are—- refused;  and 
salea  for  speculation  encouraged.  If  there  is  one  man 
who  can  doubt  the  operation  of  this  system,  let  him  ex- 
amine the  report  in  which  it  originated.  That  report 
was  made  to  the  House  of  Representatives  of  Congres?, 
on  the  25th  of  February,  1829,  by  a  committee  of  that 
House,  in  favor  of  this  distribution  of  the  nett  proceeds 
of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands.  From  that  report  I  read 
the  following  extracts. 

Speaking  of  the  policy  which  prevailed  prior  to  the  sys- 
tem of  distribution  proposed  by  the  committee,  they  say — 

**  Claims  rejected  at  the  land  offices  have  been  readily 
allowed  by  Congress.  Grants  to  colleges  and  other  in- 
stitutions, of  small  tracts,  having  been  obtained  with 
facility,  and  other  evidences  having  been  manifested  of 
a  disposition,  on  the  part  of  Congress,  to  concede  tlie 
rights  of  the  many  to  the  importunitiea  of  the  few, 
larg^  donations  were  successfully  solicited,  and  during 
the  session  of  1837  and  1828  Congress  actually  gave 
awav  to  States,  and  to  individuals,  not  less  than  two 
million  three  hundred  thousand  acres  of  choice  land.** 
*  *.  *  '*  Encouraged  by  the  success  of 

these  applications,  several  of  the  new  States  have  now 
boldly  demanded  of  Congress  the  surrender  of  the  lands 
within  their  limits."  ♦  ♦  •  ..b^^ 

if  any  States  have,  in  reality,  an  unhallowed  desire  to 
gd,  it  may  be  useful  to  them  to  reflect  that  the  other  States 
have  the  powrer  to  keep,"  *  ^  <Mt  appears  to 
your  committee  that  the  time  has  arrived  when  the  com- 
munity should  be  awakened  to  a  protection  of  their 
rights;  when  measures  should  be  adopted  in  the  national 
councils  to  give  the  States  a  direct  interest  in  the  income 
arising  from  the  sales  of  the  public  lands.  This  indi- 
vidual measure  would  at  once  check  further  conces- 
sions." ♦  ♦  •♦  •<  This  policy  would 
undoubtedly  always  influence  a  majority;  because  only 
the  member  from  a  State  about  to  receive  a  cession 
wouKl  venture  to  make  such  a  gift,  when  the  evident 
consequences  would  be  the  diminution  of  the  direct  rev- 
enue of  the  States  represented  by  the  rest."  Here  is  the 
whole  ground  conceded  by  the  very  committee  which 
first  proposed  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales  of  the  public  lands.  In  this  report,  the  committee 
concede  the  following  positions: 
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First.  TbM  prior  to  the  proposed  dittribution,  •*  claima 
rejected  at  the  land  offices  have  been  readily  allowed 
by  Congress."  •  *  <•  Small  tracts  hare 

been  obtained  with  facility."         ♦  *         « During 

the  session  of  1837  and  1828,  Congress  actually  gave 
away  to  States  and  individuals  not  less  than  two  million 
three  hundred  thousand  acres  of  choice  land." 

Second.  That  the  distribution  project  would  arrest 
this  liberal  policy  to  the  new  States,  by  giving  to  the  old 
States  <<a  direct  interest  in  the  income  arising  from  the 
■ales  of  the  public  lands^^that  this  measure  <<  would  at 
once  check  further  concessions."  Here  the  effects  of 
this  distribution  upon  the  new  States  is-  distinctly  con- 
ceded by  the  very  committee  which  proposed  the  meas- 
ure, and  its  adoption  urged  by  a  direct  appeal  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  old  States,  and  a  violent  denunciation  of  the 
new  States  of  the  Union,  as  influenced  by  '*  unhallowed 
desires."  Let  us  contrast  the  operations  of  the  two 
aystemsi  as  conceded  by  the  committee  themselves: 


Distribution— effects  qf 

Ist.  No  donations  hereafter. 

2d.  None  hereafter. 

3d.  A  direct  interest  giren 
to  the  old  Stateain  the  income 
of  public  lands. 

4tb.  Rigid  systeni  hereafter 
as  to  all  land  claims. 

6th.  A  policy  to  extract  from 
the  new  States  most  money  for 
distribution. 


No  distribution?— effects  qf. 

Ist.  Large  donations  of  lands 
to  individuals. 

2d.  Large  donations  of  lands 
to  new  settlers. 

3d.  Old  States  holding  no 
direct  interest  in  sales  of  pub- 
lic lands. 

4th.  Private  claims  to  lands 
readily  allowed. 

5lb.  A  liberal  policy  to  the 
new  States. 

A  revolution  in  the  policy  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
public  lands  has  already  taken  place,  in  anticipation  of 
the  passage  of  this  distribution  bill.  In  1827  and  1828 
the  Journals  of  the  Senate  and  the  published  debates  of 
that  body  demonstrate  that  a  very  large  majority  of  the 
fienate  ^as  favorable  to  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  the 
public  lands;  that  the  measure  was  lost  by  a  dlfTcrence 
of  opinion  as  to  the  extent  of  the  reduction;  that  all 
seemed  willing  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands 
at  once  to  one  dollar  an  acre;  and  that,  of  the  few  who 
opposed  a  considerable  reduction,  several  proposed  an 
immediate  cession,  upon  equitable  terms,  of  all  the  pub- 
lic lands  to  the  States  within  which  they  were  situated. 
At  the  session  of  1828,  when  a  bill  to  reduce  the  price 
of  the  public  lands  was  under  consideration,  the  Journals 
and  published  debates  show  that  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  WsBsrsa]  then  moved  to  reduce 
the  price  of  the  public  lands  in  favor  of  actual  settlers 
to  fifty  cents  per  acre.  The  vote  on  this  proposition, 
as  recorded  on  the  Journal,  was  18  for  and  27  against  it ; 
a  majority  of  those  who  voted  against  this  proposition 
voting,  however,  for  the  other  proposition  for  a  still 
greater  reduction.  Such  was  the  situation  of  this  ques- 
tion in  1828,  prior  to  the  introduction  of  the  distribution 
bill.  Now,  bow  changed  the  scene!  All  reduction  of 
the  price  refused;  the  settlers  of  the  new  States  denoun- 
ced upon  this  floor  as  unprincipled  squatters;  pre-emp- 
tion laws  treated  with  scorn  and  derision,  and  specula- 
tort  encouraged  to  purchase  the  farms  of  the  settlers  at 
the  public  sales,  and  rob  them  of  the  price  of  their 
labor.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Whiti]  has 
thought  proper  to  express  in  his  speech,  in  favor  of  this 
distribution  bill,  his  disapprobation  of  my  proposition  to 
reduce  to  actual  settlers  the  price  of  the  public  lands. 
It  is  far  from  my  intention  to  arraign  the  conduct  of  the 
venerable  Senator  from  Tennessee;  but  as  he  thinks  my 
proposition  so  very  objectionable,  may  I  be  permitted 
to  remind  him,  that  before  he  became  the  aovocate  of 
this  distribution  land  bill,  he  voted,  in  1828  and  in  1832, 
as  the  Journals  show,  for  a  much  greater  reduction  In 
favor  of  those  who  only  promised  to  become  actual 
•ettlers.  [Here  the  Journals  of  1828  and  1832  were 
produced  and  read,  affirming  the  abov«  statement.]    In 


1832  I  find  the  vote  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  WaiTi]  af^inst  this  distribution  land  bill;  now  he 
is  found  voting  in  ita  favor.  In  1833  I  find  him  voting 
for  the  amendment  to  increase  the  amount  to  the  smaU 
States,  by  distributing  according  to  the  representation 
in  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives;  now,  his 
vote  is  recorded  against  the  same  proposition.  In  1832 
1  find  him  voting  to  exclude  fronf  the  gross  proceeds  to 
be  distributed  all  expenses  arising  from  Indian  treaties, 
Indian  annuities,  removals,  &c.;  now,  I  find  his  vote 
recorded  ajpiinst  the  same  propositions.  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  this.  It  Is  the  necessary  result  of  a  conversion 
to  the  support  of  this  bill.  Distribution  and  reduction 
are  the  opposing  principles.  Reduce  the  price,  and 
distribution  becomes  unnecessary.  Distribute  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  and  the  price  will 
be  increased,  rather  than  diminished.  When  distribu- 
tion commences,  will  any  Senator  from  any  old  State 
dare  Vote  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  when 
such  reduction  wouki  be  <*the  diminution  of  the  direct 
revenue*'  of  the  State  he  represents'  A  vote  for  this 
bill  is  a  vote  against  reduction,  against  donations  or 
pre-emptions  to  settlers.  It  is  a  vote  to  sacrifice  the 
new  States,  for  the  benefit  of  the  old  States.  Money, 
money  for  distribution,  will  he  the  result  of  this  system, 
and  not  the  settlement  or  improvement  of  the  new 
SUtes  of  the  west.  Sales  at  high  prices  to  speculators, 
and  not  to  settlers,  will  be  one  of  the  bitter  fruits  of  this 
measure.  Eight  millions  of  acres  have  passed,  during 
the  present  year,  into  the  hands  of  speculators,  to  the  pre- 
judice of  actual  settlers,  and  this  system  will  be  encour- 
aged,  because  it  increases  the  fund  for  distribution.  And 
if  such  are  the  effects  in  anticipation  of  the  adoption  of 
this  measure,  what  will  be  the  consequences  when  dis- 
tribution commences?  I  am  filled  with  dismay  and  ap- 
prehension in  contemplating  the  result.  The  new  States 
will  be  treated  as  distant  vassal  colonies;  they  will  become 
to  this  Union  what  Ireland  is  to  England,  counted  only 
by  the  dollars  and  cents  which  can  be  extorted  from  the 
people.  Yes,  by  this  bill  the  new  States  are  marked  as 
a  table  of  profit  and  loss,  put  in  the  market  as  articles 
of  merchandise  to  be  sold  to  the  highest  bidder,  to  ob- 
Uin  money,  money  for  distribution.  Each  of  the  old 
States  obtains  <*a  direct  interest  in  the  income  arising 
from  the  sales  of  the  public  lands."  State  legislation 
will  direct  and  control  this  income,  and  every  old  State 
will  desire  its  augmentation.  What  wilt  follow?  Instruc- 
tions  to  their  representatives  in  Congress  to  repeal  this 
law,  and  increase  the  price  of  the  public  lands.  State 
agents  will  be  sent  from  every  old  State,  preceding  every 
public  land  sale,  to  examine  the  farm  of>  every  settler, 
and  bid  it  up  to  the  most  extended  value.  Do  not  the 
papers  in  the  old  States,  friendly  to  this  bill,  declare 
that  its  passage  will  exempt  the  people  of  those  States 
from  all  taxation?  The  people  of  the  new  States  will 
be  made  to  pay  the  taxes  of  the  people  of  the  old  States 
by  this  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands.  Will  any  State  Legislature  of  any  old 
State  dare  tax  their  constituents,  when  they  can  avoid 
this  necessity  by  instructing  their  representstives  in  Con- 
gress to  increase  their  share  of  the  Income  by  increasing 
the  price  of  the  public  lands?  Sales  will  be  made  or 
postponed,  systems  established,  and  prices  regulated, 
sylely  with  the  view  to  augment  the  fund  for  distribu- 
tion. Experiments  will  be  made  to  ascertain  how  much 
money  can  be  drained  from  the  people  of  the  new  States. 
A  direct  collision  of  interest  will  be  created  between 
the  old  snd  new  States.  State  legislation  on  this  sub- 
ject in  the  old  States  will  be  encountered  by  State  legis- 
lation in  the  new  States,  and  our  great  and  glorious 
Union  subjected  to  imminent  peril.  Could  I  lifl  the 
veil  of  futurity— could  I  array  before  the  Senate  all  the 
fatal  results  of  this  measure,  I  am  mirt  they  would  turn 
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back  from  the  precipice,  upon  the  very  brink  of  which 
they  are  now  standing.  In  vain  will  they  attempt  to  ar- 
rest the  evil,  when  this  bill  shall  have  become  a  law. 
Money — money — money  for  distribution  will  absorb  all 
other  considerations,  and  bury  in  its  engulfing  vortex 
the  liberties  of  this  now  happy,  happy  Union.  State 
taxes  will  be  abandoned,  and  the  whole  taxing  power 
concentrated  in  the  general  Government.  State  officers, 
expenses,  and  improvements,  will  be  paid  from  the  fund 
distributed  by  the  general  Government.  If  the  land 
sales  furnish  not  a  sufficient  fund  for  distribution,  in- 
crease the  tariff  will  be  the  next  demand.  National 
defence  will  next  be  abandoned,  our  army  disbanded, 
and  coast  and  frontier  left  defenceless.  The  navy  will 
next  be  sacrificed.  Increase  the  surplus,  will  be  the 
demand  of  the  majority,  whenever  we  embark  in  this 
corrupting  system.  Why  try  these  dangerous  experi- 
ments? Why  create  or  continue  a  surplus?  Why  not  ra- 
ther reduce  the  tariff,  reduce  the  price  of  the  public 
lands,  and  collect  no  more  money  than  is  required  for 
the  wants  of  a  Government  economically  administered? 
Under  the  surplus  system,  the  general  Government  will 
become  a  mere  collector  of  money  for  the  States,  and 
we  might  as  well  disband  both  houses  of  Congress,  and 
let  a  majority  of  State  Legislatures  conduct  all  the  oper- 
ations of  this  Government.  No  Government  can  long 
endure  the  operations  of  such  a  system.  We  will  take 
the  voluntary  leavings  of  a  majority  of  the  States,  when 
they  shall  have  exhausted  our  revenues  in  expenditures 
for  SUte  purposes.  It  will  be  worse  than  the  system  of 
requisitions  upon  the  States  under  the  old  confederacy, 
which  brought  this  country  to  the  brink  of  ruin.  Never 
—no,  never — was  it  intended  by  the  framers  of  the  con- 
stitution that  we  should  collect  vast  sums  for  distribution 
among  the  States.     It  is  not  among  the  enumerated 

{>owers  or  purposes  of  this  Government.  We  can  coU 
ect  money  only  to  conduct  the  operations  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, and  carry  into  effect  the  powers  granted  to 
Congress  by  the  constitution.  Were  it  otherwise,  there 
is  no  limit  to  the  money  collecting  power  of  this  Govern- 
ment, and  we  may  raise  five  hundred  millions  in  a  single 
year  for  distribution.  Distribution,  a  term  unknown,  a 
power  now  ungranted  in  the  constittition,  will  nullify  the 
Government  itself.  This  national  Government  will  sink 
into  a  mere  collector  of  taxes  and  of  money  for  distribu- 
tion, and  will  soon  become  an  object  of  scorn  and  deri- 
sion. It  will  be  gorged  by  an  annual  surplus,  to  be  bled 
to  death  by  an  annual  distribution.  For  a  few  years  it 
may  survive  this  annual  operation  of  repletion  and  de- 
pletion, but  soon  the  vital  blood  will  be  thrown  upon 
the  extremities,  to  return  no  more  to  the  central  organs, 
and  the  heart  of  the  Government  will  cease  to  beat.  Re- 
duction is  the  only  true  remedy  for  a  surplus  revenue. 
Distribution  wilt  never  send  back  the  money  to  those 
who  paid  it.  Reduction  will  leave  the  money  in  the 
pockets  of  the  people,  to  be  used  by  each  freeman  for 
his  own  benefit,  uncontrolled  by  any  earthly  power. 

But  we  are  tempted  to  unite  in  this  system  to  sell  our- 
selves to  the  old  States,  by  an  offer  often  per  cent,  ad- 
ditional on  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  and  five  hundred 
thousand  acres.  We  shall  be,  indeed,  more  foolish  than 
Esau  selling  his  birthright  for  a  mess  of  pottage,  if  we 
accept  the  offer.  Why,  the  distribution  is  according  to 
the  **la8t  census,"  and  Mississippi  has  increased,  not  ten 
per  cent.,  but  more  than  one  hundred  per  cent.,  since 
that  period.  How  unequal,  then,  *4nd  unjust,  the  ratio 
of  distribution!  But  let  us  look  at  the  operation  of  this 
system.  Let  us  take  a  single  year,  in  which  Mississippi 
pays  into  the  public  Treasury  halt  a  million  of  dollars 
for  the  public  lands.  Under  this  system  she  would  get 
back  ten  per  cent,  of  the  nett  proceeds  and  her  dis- 
tributive share— in  all,  about  eighty  thousand  dollars;  and 
States  that  paid  not  a  dollar  of  this  money  into  the  pub- 


lic Treasury  would  receive  the  remainder.  And  take 
the  whole  ftmd  from  all  the  lands,  and  the  old  Stateji, 
that  paid  scarcely  a  dollar  of  this  money  into  the  public 
Treasury,  would  receive  three-fourths  of  the  whole 
amount.  How  long  could  we  endure  the  unequal  ope- 
rations of  such  a  system?  it  is  buying  the  new  States 
with  ten  per  cent,  upon  the  money  paid  by  themselves. 
It  is  purchasing  us  with  our  own  money.  But  then  the 
grant  of  land  remains.  Now  it  is  not  a  donation,  but  a 
sale  for  a  consideration.  The  consideration  is,  as  stated 
in  the  act,  that  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  lands 
granted  are  to  be  applied  in  the  construction  of  roads 
and  canals,  &e.,  which,  when  constructed,  sluill  be,  in 
the  language  of  the  grant,  **  free  for  the  transportation 
of  the  United  States  mail,  and  munitions  of  war,  and  the 
passage  of  their  troops,  without  the  payment  of  any  toll 
whatever,"  and  the  grant  is  confined  to  lands  subject  to 
entry  at  private  sale.  Now,  suppose  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  vested  by  the  State  in  a  railroad,  it  might  to 
happen  that  the  toll  relinquished  by  this  act  would  have 
yielded  annually  more  than  the  interest  upon  the  amount 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  grant.  If  so,  tlie 
land  would  have  been  purchased  at  a  price  equivalent 
to  its  value.  This  grant,  then,  is  a  sale  for  value,  and  not 
a  donation.  But  were  it  a  donation,  how  vastly  une- 
qual are  the  grants  to  the  new  States.  The  professions 
of  the  friends  of  the  bill  are  to  put  the  new  States  upon 
an  equality  as  to  grants  of  the  public  domain.  Now  this 
bill  grants  to  each  of  the  States  of  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
and  Missouri,  five  hundred  thousand  acres,  for  the  pur- 
poses above  mentioned!  and  to  Indiana,  one  hundred  and 
fifteen  thousand  two  hundred  and  seventy-two  acres; 
Illinois,  twenty  thousand  acres;  and  Alabama,  one  hun- 
dred thousand  acres.  Now,  from  document  numl»er  245, 
received  from  the  Treasury  Department,  it  appears  that 
the  grants  made  to  the  new  States  heretofore,  for  roads 
and  canals,  were  as  follows: 

Acres. 

Ohio,             -----  1,041,337 

Indians,         -----  525,614 

Illinoip,          .            -            .            -            -  482,000 

Missouri,       .            .            .            -            .  none 

Aliibama,     .-            -            -            -            -  400,000 

Mississippi,  -            -            -            -            -  none 

Louisiana,     .            .            -            .            .  none 

Now  this  bill,  instead  of  equal'zing  the  grants  among 
the  new  States,  leaves  Ohio  considerably  more  than  half 
a  million  of  acres  more  than  Mississippi,  and  Indiana  one 
hundred  and  forty  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
six  acres  more  than  Mississippi.  Why  this  inequality? 
Why  this  partiality  and  favoritism?  Why  this  odious 
distinction  between  the  new  States  in  relation  to  this 
matter?  Ohio  and  Indiana  should  both  have  less  than 
Mississippi,  for  this  reason — ^that  whilst  Mississippi  has 
received  nothing  from  this  Government  for  the  construc- 
tion of  roads  whhin  her  limits,  these  States  have  receiv- 
ed five  millions  of  dollars  from  the  general  Govern- 
ment for  the  construction  of  the  great  road  leading  to 
and  through  them;  and  this  very  bill  perpetuates  this  in- 
justice, by  charging  this  road  upon  the  two  per  cent, 
fund,  when  that  fund  has  been  ten  times  exhausted  al- 
ready. Grant  to  Alabama  and  Mississippi  five  millions  of 
dollars  for  roads,  and  more  than  two  millions  of  acres  in 
grants  of  land,  and  you  will  place  them  on  an  equality 
with  Ohio,  and  not  otherwise.  If,  then,  we  are  to  be 
paid  a  price  for  the  surrender  of  the  interests  of  the 
new  States  to  the  old  States,  let  the  price  be  equal  what 
is  paid  to  all  the  new  States,  and  not  the  unjust  and  une- 
qual propositions  contained  in  this  bill.  Such  proposi- 
tions are  adding  insult  to  ii\jury,  and  would  be  rejected 
with  disdain  by  the  freemen  of  Mississippi.  But  if  these 
grants  to  the  new  States  are  valuable,  why  are  they  forced 
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into  this  4>jll,  which  the  President  has  once  vetoed, 
and  which  it  is  known  he  will  veto  again»  but  would 
approve  in  a  separate  bill  which  is  voted  down  by  the 
friends  of  distribution? 

In  the  message  of  President  Jackson,  placing  his  veto 
upon  this  bill,  that  illustrious  patriot  and  statesman 
declared:  "1  deceive  myself  greatly  if  the  new  States 
would  find  their  interests  promoted  by  such  a  system 
as  this  bill  proposes.  Their  true  policy  consists  in  the 
rapid  settling  and  improvement  of  the  waste  lands  within 
their  limits.  .  As  a  means  of  hastening  those  events, 
they  have  long  been  looking  to  a  reduction  in  the 
price  of  public  lands,  upon  the  final  payment  of  the 
national  debt.  The  effect  of  the  proposed  system  would 
be  to  prevent  that  reduction. 

*<  I  do  not  doubt  that  it  is  the  real  interest  of  each 
and  all  the  States  in  the  Union,  and  particularly  of  the 
new  States,  that  the  price  of  these  lands  shall  be  re- 
duced and  graduated;  and  that  after  they  have  been  of- 
fered for  a  certain  number  of  years,  the  refuse  remain- 
ing unsold  shall  be  abandoned  to  the  States,  and  the 
machinery  of  our  land  system  entirely  withdrawn." 
<*  While  the  burdens  of  the  East  are  diminishing  by  the 
reduction  of  the  duties  upon  imports,  it  seems  but  equal 
justice  that  the  chief  burden  of  the  West  should  be 
lightened  in  an  equal- degree  at  least."  Such  is  the  just 
and  liberal  policy  recommended  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States;  and  can  any  citizen  of  any  new  State 
doubt  or  hesitate  as  to  the  two  propositions?  The  one 
system  will  forever  prevent  a  reduction  of  the  price  of 
tfte  public  lands,  retard  their  settlement,  restrain  emi- 
gration to  the  West,  destroy  pre-emption  laws,  prevent 
donations  to  settlers,  encourage  sales  to  speculating  mo- 
nopolists^ enhance  the  price,  by  introducing  secret  seal- 
fed  bids,  prevent  the  surrender  of  the  refuse  lands  to 
the  new  States,  support  the  State  Governments  of  the 
old  States  from  money  extracted  from  the  people  of  the 
new  States,  perpetuate  the  surplus  system,  and  render 
an  increase  of  the  tariff  inevitable.  The  other  system, 
proposed  by  the  President,  and  which  will  ultimately 
prevail  if  this  distribution  project  can  be  defeated,  will 
subdue  the  lands  of  the  West,  fill  them  with  a  race  of 
farmers  and  cultivators,  increase  our  wealth  and  popu- 
lation, develop  our  resources,  and  leave  this  unneces- 
sary surplus  in  the  hands  of  our  citizens,  to  be  used  by 
each  freeman  to  advance  the  welfareof  himself  and  fam- 
ily. ^  Reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the 
Government  is  our  true  policy.  Reduce  the  tariiT,  re- 
duce the  price  of  the  public  lands,  and  you  will  have  no 
surplus  for  distribution;  but  establish  the  distribution 
system,  and  you  will  never  reduce;  on  the  contrary, 
you  will  soon  inevitably  augment  the  tariff  and  the  price 
of  the  public  lands.  In  sustaining  distribution,  I  would 
oppose  reduction,  for  they  are  opposing  principles.  In 
sustaining  distribution,  I  would  oppose  pre-emptions  and 
donations  to  settlers,  encourage  monopolies  by  specula- 
tors of  the  public  lands,  and  introduce  the  system  of  se- 
cret sealed  bids,  by  which  we  are  threatened  by  the 
committee  which  reported  this  bill.  And,  finally,  in 
supporting  distribution,  I  would  sustain  the  tariff,  and 
render  its  augmentation  inevitable,  and  a  consequent 
depression  of  the  price  of  our  great  staple.  These  are 
my  views  upon  this  important  subject,  and  1  thank  the 
Senate  for  their  indulgent  attention  to  my  remarks  upon 
this  question. 
-  When  Mr.  Waikkb  bad  concluded. 

The  bill  was,  by  general  consent,  laid  on  tlte  table. 

Mr.  LINN  rose  to  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn.  He 
bad  no  disposition,  he  said,  to  delsy  the  vote  on  the  land 
bill,  but  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  taken  before  Tues- 
day. The  state  of  the  northwestern  frontier  was  such, 
that  he  wished  to  know  what  Congress  would  do  for  its 
protection,  before  the  vote  on  the  land  bill  was  taken. 


Mr.  L.  then  withdrew  his  motion  to  adjourn,  at  the  re- 
quest  of 

Mr.  MORRIS,  who  moved  that,  when  the  Senate  ad- 
journ, it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Tuesday  next;  the  House 
of  Representatives  having  adjourned  over  to  that  day. 

Mr.  HILL  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this  motion, 
which  were  ordered;  and  the  question  was  decided  in 
the  negative  by  the  following  vote: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Clay,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Rwing  of  Ohio,'  Goldsborough,  Grun- 
dyi  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Morris,  Niles,  Preston, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Swif^,  Tallmadge— 19. 

Nits — Messrs.  Benton,  Blacki  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Davis,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Linn,  Naudain,  Nicho- 
las, Porter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Southard,  Tomlinson, 
Walker,  Webster,  White,  Wright— 24. 

Mr.  RUGGLKS  moved  that  when  the  Senate  ad- 
journ, it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  opposed  the  motion,  and  called  for 
the  yeas  and  nays.  They  had  arrived,  he  said,  at  a  stage 
of  the  session  when  they  had  but  little  time  to  spare. 
They  ought  to  act  speedy  on  the  appropriation  bills,  for 
which  the  public  service  was  suffering. 

Mr.  RuGOLss's  motion  was  negatived:  Yeas  13,  nays 
29,  as  follows: 

Ybas-* Messrs.  Benton,  Crittenden,  Cuthbert;  Ewing 
of  Illinois,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  McKean,  Morris, 
Niles,  Preston,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley — 13. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Grund}*,  Hill,  Hubbard, 
Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,*  Knight,  Leigh, 
Linn,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Robbins, 
Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson,  Walker,  Web- 
ster, White,  Wright— 29. 

Mr.  EWING  observed  that,  as  several  members  would 
be  absent  on  Saturday  and  Monday,  he  would  not  call 
up  the  land  bill  until  Tuesday  next. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  LINN, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Satubdat,  Apbil  30. 
INCENDIARY  PUBLICATIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  the  Senate  took  up  the 
bill  prohibiting  deputy  postmasters  from  receiving  and 
transmitting  by  mail  publications  therein  specified,  in 
order  to  enable  him  to  offer  an  amendment. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  then  moved  to  strike  out  all  the  origi- 
nal bill,  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  to  insert  a  substi- 
tute, which  he  sent  to  the  chair,  and  which  was  read. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  the  amendment  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed;  and  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SMITHSON  LEGACY. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  PRESTON,  the  Senate  took  up  the 
bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
appoint  an  agent  or  agents  to  prosecute  and  receive 
from  the  British  court  of  chancery  the  legacy  bequeathed 
to  the  United  States  by  the  late  James  Smithson  of  Lon- 
don, for  the  purpose  of  establishing  at  Washington  city 
an  institution  for  the  increase  of  knowledge  among  men, 
to  be  called  the  Smithsonian  University. 

Mr.  P.  said  that  by  this  will  it  was  intended  that  this 
Government  should  become  the  beneficiaries  of  this 
legacy,  and  contended  that  if  they  had  not  the  competence 
to  receive  it  by  the  constitution,  the  act  of  no  individual 
could  confer  the  power  on  them  to  do  so.  He  claimed 
that  they  had  not  the  power  to  receive  the  money  for 
national  objects,  and,  if  so,  the  expending  it  for  another 
object  was  a  still  higher  power.     He  controverted  the 

Costtion  that  if  they  could  not  receive  it  as  the  beneficiary 
^gatee,  they  might  receive  it  as  the  fiduciary  agent.    If 
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they  had  not  the  pover  to  establish  a  university  without 
the  power  conferred  on  them  l)y  a  grant,  they  could  not 
hare  it  with  the  grants  or  what  they  could  not  exercise 
directly,  they  could  not  exercise  as  trustee.  He  referred 
to  a  report  made  by  Mr.  Adams  in  the  House  of  Repre* 
sentatives,  in  which  the  genealogy  of  Mr.  Smithson  was 
given  and  traced  through  the  line  of  the  illustrious 
Percys  and  Seymours  of  England.  He  thought  this  do* 
nation  bad  been  partly  made  with  a  view  to  immortalize 
the  donor,  and  that  it  was  too  cheap  a  way  of  conferring 
immortality.  There  was  danger  of  their  imaginations 
being  run  away  with  by  the  associations  of  Chevy  Chase 
ballads,  fcc. ;  and  he  had  no  idea  of  this  District  being 
used  as  a  fulcrum  to  raise  foreigners  to  immortality  by 
getting  Congress,  as  the  parens  pairim  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  accept  donations  from  them. 

The  committee  had  misconceived  the  facts:  the  be- 
quest  was  to  the  United  States  of  America  to  found  a 
university  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  under  the  title  of 
the  "Smithsonian  University  |"  and  the  execution  of  the 
term*  of  the  legacy  was  to  redound  to  the  purposes  of 
the  donation,  which  was  for  the  benefit  of  all  mankind. 
It  was  general  in  its  terms,  and  not  limited  to  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia;  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  United 
States,  and  could  not  be  received  by  Congress. 

Mr.  LEIGH  said  he  would  thank  the  gentleman  to 
inform  the  Senate  that  the  report  he  had  referred  to  was 
made  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  not  by  a 
committee  of  the  Senate.  The  report  of  the  Senate's 
committee  was  simply  a  statement  of  matters  of  fact. 
Mr.  L.  explained  the  provisions  of  the  will,  which  were 
simply  these:  The  testator,  James  Smithson,  bequeath- 
ed to  his  nephew,  James  Henry  Hungerford,  a  legacy 
of  one  hundred  thousand  pounds  sterlingt  providing,  that 
if  Mr.  Hungerford  should  die  without  children,  the 
legacy  should  enure  to  the  United  States,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  founding,  at  the  city  of  Washington,  an  institu- 
tion for  the  increase  of  knowledge  among  men,  to  be 
called  the  Smithsonian  University ;  and  the  Government 
had  received  information  from  the  American  consul  at 
London  that  Mr.  Hungerford  had  lately  died  without 
ever  having  been  married,  and  without  leaving  any 
children.  It  now  became  necessary,  Mr.  L.  said,  for 
Congress  to  determine  whether  it  was  competent  for  the 
United  Sutes  to  receive  this  moneys  and  if  they  should 
receive  it,  to  take  measures  for  carrying  the  intentions 
of  the  testator  into  effect.  The  committee  to  whom 
this  subject  bad  been  referred  were  all  of  opinion,  with 
the  exception  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
[Mr.  PBBSTOir,]  that  it  was  proper  for  the  United  States 
to  receive  this  money.  They  had  not  considered  the 
question  at  all,  whether  it  was  in  the  power  of  Congress 
to  establish  a  national  university;  nor  was  it  necessary 
they  should  do  so.  They  looked  upon  this  bequest  as 
having  been  made  simply  for  the  benefit  of  one  of  the 
cities  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  of  which  Congress  was 
the  constitutional  guardian,  and  could  receive  and  apply 
the  money  in  that  form.  Congress  was  the  parens  pairiss 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  the  sense  laid  down  by 
Blackstone;  a  power  which  necessarily  bek>nged  to  every 
Government,  and  could  therefore  very  properly  receive 
this  trust  for  a  charitable  purpose  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Congress  had  in  fact  exercised  this  power 
of  parens  patrim  of  the  District  in  the  establishment  of 
an  orphans'  court,  in  the  erection  and  support  of  a  peni- 
tentiary, and  could  create  an  establishment  to  take  care 
of  lunatics;  and,  indeed,  if  it  did  not  possess  this  power, 
in  what  a  deplorable  condition  would  this  District  be. 
The  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  undoubtedly  pos- 
sessed this  power,  and  of  ^course  Concp*es8  derived  it,  as 
to  the  District,  from  their  deeds  of  cession.  He  did  not 
look  upon  this  legacy  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  United 
States,  but  for  the  benefit  of  one  of  the  cities  of  the 


District  over  which  Congress  was  guardian;  and  he  had 
therefore  no  difficulty  in  voting  for  thfrbill. 

Mr.  PRESTON  was  aware  of  the  decision  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  cited  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr. 
Lbigh,]  that  the  people  of  this  District  might  be  taxed 
without  representation;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  these 
corporations  could  exercise  a  trust.  But  this  was  not  % 
trust  to  the  city  of  Washington.  The  United  States  was 
the  oeatuy  que  trxut^  and  not  the  city  of  Washington. 
The  corporation  of  the  city  of  Washington  could  not 
enforce  this  claim  in  a  court  of  chancery  in  England. 
If  an  institution  of  the  kind  was  desired,  he  would  prefer 
it  to  be  esUblished  out  of  our  own  funds^  and  not  have 
Congress  pander  to  the  paltry  vanity  of  any  individual. 
If  they  accepted  this  donation,  every  whippcrsnapper 
vagabond  that  had  been  traducing  otir  country  might 
think  proper  to  have  his  name  distinguished  in  the  same 
way.  It  was  not  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the 
country  to  accept  even  the  grant  of  a  man  of  noble  birth 
or  lineage. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said,  the  Senator  from  South  Carolma 
[Mr.  Calhouh]  had  considered  this  as  a  donation  to  the 
United  States.  It  was  not  so.  The  United  States  was 
merely  named  in  the  will  as  the  trustee,  and  was  to 
recefve  no  benefit  whatever.  It  was  merely  a  charitable 
object  to  establish  a  university  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. They  had  established  similar  institutions  within  the 
District  of  Columbis,  by  acts  of  Congress,  and  no  one 
doubted  the  power  to  permit  persons  from  other  places 
to  be  educated  in  them. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said,  if  his  memory  served  him,  there 
was  opposition  made  to  the  passage  of  those  acts. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  he  believed  there  was  some  ob- 
jection made  to  the  policy,  but  not  to  the  power,  oP 
making  the  donation.  It  was  to  be  located  in  the  city  or 
Washington,  and  persons  in  this  city  would  be  more  ben- 
efited by  it  than  any  others. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  was  of  opinion  that  this  donation  was 
made  expressly  to  the  United  States.  By  reading  the 
terms  in  which  the  bequest  was  made,  it  was  impossible 
to  conceive  otherwise.  The  bequest  was  •  *to  the  United 
States  of  Ameries,  for  the  purpose  of  establishing,  ai 
the  eiiy  of  Washington,  an  institution  for  the  increase  of 
knowle<!ge  among  men."  Now,  take  out  the  words  "the 
city  of  Washington,"  and  the  donation  was  clearly  to  the 
United  States.  The  words  "the  city  of  Washington," 
were  only  used  to  designate  the  place  where  the  univer- 
sity was  to  be  established,  and  not  by  any  stretch  of  the 
meaning  of  language  to  be  considered  as  making  the 
donation  to  the  city.  He  understood  the  Senators,  on 
all  hands,  to  agree  that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  establish  a  national  university,  and  they  all  agreed 
that  they  could  establish  a  university  in  the  District  of 
Columbis.  Now,  on  this  principle,  they  could  not  re- 
ceive the  bequest;  for  the  District  of  Columbia  was  not 
even  named  in  it:  the  city  of  Washington  being  only 
designated  as  the  place  where  the  university  was  to  be 
established,  and  the  bequest  being  expressly  made  to 
the  United  States.  He  thought  that  acting  under  this 
legacy  would  be  as  much  the  establishment  of  a  national 
university,  as  if  they  appropriated  money  for  the  pur- 
pose; and  he  would  indeed  roueh  rather  appropriate  the 
money,  for  he  thought  it  was  beneath  the  dignity  of  the 
United  States  to  receive  presents  of  this  kind  from  any 
one.  He  could  never  pass  through  the  rotundo  of  the 
Capitol  without  having  his  feelings  outraged  by  seeing 
that  statue  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  which  had  been  placed  there 
contrary  to  their  consent. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  said  that  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  was  mistaken  in  saying  that  every  Senator 
agreed  that  it  was  ndt  in  the  power  of  Congress  to  estab- 
lish a  national  unfversity.  He,  for  one,  believed  that 
Congress  had  the  unquestionable  right  to  do  so.     This, 
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however,  did  not  involve  the  constitutionality  of  the 
question  before  them;  as,  in  his  opinion,  the  most  rigid 
construction  of  the  constitution  would  not  be  adverse 
to  the  bill.  Congress  had  the  same  right  to  establish 
this  university  that  they  had  to  charter  a  college  in 
Georgetown  or  Alezahdria. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  believed  that  Congress  had  the 
power  to  receive  and  apply  this  money  to  the  purposes 
intended  by  the  testator,  without  involving  the  question 
whether  they  had  the  power  to  establish  a  national  uni- 
versity or  not.  There  was  no  question  but  that  James 
Smithson,  in  his  lifetime,  had  a  right  to  establish  a  uni- 
versity at  the  city  of  Washington,  and  call  it  the  Smith- 
sonian University;  or  a  national  university,  if  he  pleased; 
and  Congress,  by  receiving  and  applying  this  bequest, 
would  only  act  as  the  trustee  of  the  city  of  Washington, 
fur  whose  benefit  it  was  made. 

Mr.  WALKER  would  not  discuss  the  question  wheth- 
er this  was  a  national  university,  because  he  believed 
that  (question  was  not  involved.  But  he  should  vote  for 
the  bill,  on  the  ground  that  Congress  would  be  doing 
manifest  injustice  to  the  citizens  of  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton by  refusing  to  accept  the  donation.  It  was  true  that 
it  operated  for  the  benefit  of  all  mankind,  but  not  more 
so  than  a  university  established  at  Princeton  or  any  other 
place.  The  Senator  froiti  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhoun] 
had  said  they  ought  to  re$d  the  will  as  if  the  words  '*Bt 
Washington^*  were  leA  out.  He  (Mr.  W.)  did  not  think 
BO;  they  ought  to  read  it  just  as  it  was,  in  connexion  with 
the  whole,  and  give  it  its  true  construction,  which  was, 
that  the  United  States  was  only  designated  as  the  trustee, 
and  the  people  of  the  city  of  Washington  had  a  right  to 
call  upon  Congress,  as  the  representatives  of  the  United 
States,  to  execute  the  trust. 

Mr.  DAVIS  said  this  man,  Smithson,  it  was  said*  had. 
devised  one  hundred  thousand  pounds  sterling  for  the 
establishment  of  a  university  in  ihe  city  of  Washington 
to  diffuse  knowledge  among  men.  It  seemed  to  be  taken 
for  granted  that  it  was  for  the  establishment  of  a  univer- 
sity, although  he  believed  the  wofd  university  was  not 
to  be,  found  in  the  wil|.  He  could  not  infer  why  it  was 
so  construed,  as  there  were  other  means  of  diffusing 
knowledge  among  men  besi^les  doing  it  through  the 
medium  of  universities,  and  he  therefore  thought  the 
discussion,  as  to  the  particular  design  of  the  gif^,  prema- 
ture. He  did  not  regard  it  as  a  gifl  or  bequest  to  the 
Government.  If  he  did,  he  would  have  all  the  feelings 
evinced  by  the  Senatdr  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Prbb- 
Toir.]  The  testator  had  not  specified  what  special  pur- 
pose it  was  to  be  applied  to,  nor  when  the  fund  was  to 
be  used;  and  Congress  might  defer  using  it  until  it  be- 
came large  enough  to  be  used  advantageously^  to  the 
purposes  of  diffusing  knowledge  among  mankind.  If 
they  denied  ^he  right  to  establish  a  university,  they  de- 
nied the  right  to  establish  all  institutions  of  charity. 
The  same  question  involved  in  this  was  also  involved  in 
the  incorporation  of  institutions  which  had  been  incorpo- 
rated by  them  in  this  District.  The  only  question  now 
under  consideration  was,  whether  they  should  receive 
this  money.  He  would  I'ote  for  it,  and,  if  they  could 
not  devise  some  appropriate  disposition  of  it  af^er  it  was 
received,  he  would  be  willing  to  send  it  back  by  the  first 
return  packet.  v  * 

Mr.  CALHOUN  asked  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Davis]  what  construction  he  would  put  upon 
the  will,  if  the  words  •*  at  Washington"  had  been  left 
out  of  it. 

Mr.  DAVIS  replied  that  he  would  put  the  same  con- 
struction on  it  then  as  he  did  now.  His  first  inquiry 
would  be  whether  it  was  for  a  charitable  purpose;  and, 
if  there  was  no  power  to  establish  the  institution  in  any 
of  the  States,  he  would  establish  it  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and  if  tbfe  power  to  establish  it  there  was  doubt- 
VoL.  XII.--8r 


edj'he  would  establish  it  in  one  of  the  Territories.  He 
deemed  the  establishment  of  institutions  for  the  difliision 
of  knowledge  a  vital  principle  of  a  republican  Govern- 
ment. They  might  as  well  say  that  delivering  lectures 
in  any  of  the  sciences  was  a  national  institution,  as  to  call 
this  one. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  the  declaration  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Southard]  had  satisfied  him  tiiat 
this  was  a  national  university.  There  was  no  difference 
between  a  university  in  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the 
benefit  of  all  mankind  and  a  national  university.  That. 
Senator  had  not  distinguished  between  the  power  of 
erecting  buildings  and  the  use  to  which  they  were  appro* 
priated.  They  had  the  power  to  erect  buildings  in  hoo 
parentis  patrlsB  for  the  benefit  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia; they  might  erect  buildings  for  the  maintenance  of 
paupers  of  the  District;  but  if  the  people  of  the  District, 
in  this  case,  were  to  have  any  benefit  peculiar  to  the  place, 
it  was  in  the  erection  of  the  buildings  alone.  He  asked 
if  the  buildings  of  the  Post  Office  Department  were 
erected  by  Congress  as  the  parens  patriss  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  f  Had  they  the  right,  us  parens  patria  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  erect  this  building  for  the 
benefit  humani  generis  of  this  District,  when  in  fact  it 
was  a  general  charity  to  mankind,  including  the  con- 
federacy, and  not  confined  to  the  District  of  Columbia? 
He  was  against  the  power,  and  would  be  against  the 
policy,  if  they  had  the  power* 

Afler  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  LEIGH 
and  PRESTON,  the  question  was  Uken  on  ordering  the 
bill  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  and  decided  in 
the  affirmative;  Yeas  31,  nays  7,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Golds- 
borough,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of 
Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh^  Linn,  Mangum,  Moore,  Nau- 
dain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Bobbins,  South- 
ard, Swifr,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson,  Walker-^ I. 

Nats— Messrs.  Calhoun,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Hill,  King 
of  Georgia,  Preston,  Robinson,  White — 7. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

MoHDAT,  Mat  3. 
FOREIGN  PAUPERS. 

Mr.  DAVIS  presented  the  following  resolution,  adopt- 
ed  by  the  Legislature  of  Massachusetts: 

Besobedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  instruct  our  Senators 
and  request  our  Representatives  in  Congress  to  use  their 
endeavors  to  obtain  the  passage  of  a  law  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  foreign  paupers  into  this  country,  and  to 
favor  any  other  measures  which  Congress  may  be  dis- 
posed to  adopt  to  effect  this  object. 

Mr.  DAVIS  said  he  feared  that  the  resolve  would  not 
be  fi^lly  understood  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  and 
would  therefore  take  leave  to  oflTer  some  explanation  of 
the  reasons  which  had  probably  induced  the  Legislature 
to  act  upon  the  subject.  He  need  not  say  it  was  import- 
ant, as^  otherwise,  it  would  not  be  presented  here  in 
this  form.  If  he  did  not  mistake  the  signs  of  the  times, 
the  wrongs  which  had  been  inflicted  on  Massachusetts 
would  soon  reach  other  places,  and  the  country  would 
participate  in  her  sentiments. 

It  is  well  known  (said  Mr.  D.)  that  pauperism  in  Eu- 
rope has .  become  a  great  and  oppressive  burden.  In 
England,  especially,  it  has  become  so  powerfiil  in  num- 
bers and  physical  pow^r  as  to  be,  in  some  districts,  al- 
most uncontrollable.  The  number  had  not,  to  his 
knowledge,  been  accurately  ascertained;  but  the  means 
were  at  hand  to  prove  that  the  aggregate  and  power 
were  great  and  oppressive.  It  appeared,  from  parlia- 
mentary documents,  that,  in  1818,  the  sums  expended 
by  the  parishes  in  England  and   Wales  alone,  where 
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these  corporationt  provide  for  the  poor,  amounted  to 
about  thirty-eight  millions  of  dollars;  a  sum  greater  than 
the  whole  revenue  of  this  country  for  public  purposes. 
The  burdens,  as  well  as  other  evils,  were  so  severely 
felt,  that  public  attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  subject, 
with  a  hope  of  obtaining  relief.  Much  had  been  written 
and  much  said,  but  no  efficient  action  had  taken  place 
up  to  1833,  when  the  King  appointed  a  commission, 
with  large  powers,  to  collect  evidence  and  report  to  the 
Parliament.  The  commissioners  appointed  a  large  number 
of  sub-commissioners,  assigning  to  each  a  district,  and 
authorizing  them  to  collect  evidence,  and  report  to  the 
general  board.  They  proceeded  in  the  execution  of 
their  duty,  and  their  reports,  with  the  evidence,  went 
with  the  report  of  the  general  board  into  Parliament, 
when  all  were  published,  and  fill  a  large  number  of 
closely  printed  fulio  volumes,  which  are  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  United  States.  These  volumes  shed  light 
upon  this  subject,  which  may  well  fill  the  mind  with 
astonishment. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  paupers  of  England  and 
Wales  are  debased,  demoralized,  and  depraved  to  a  de- 
gree that  surpasses  belief;  and  the  commissioners  im- 
pute much  of  this  to  the  mode  of  granting  relief.  This 
deserves  to  be  much  considered;  for  the  mode  did  not 
essentially  differ  from  that  pursued  in  many  places  in 
this  country.  It  was  founded  on  an  equitable  arrange- 
ment,  by  which  they  attempted  to  measure  out  relief  in 
proportion  to  the  necessity  of  the  pauper.  U  appeared 
that  the  relief  was  furnished  by  a  scale,  as  it  is  called, 
and  the  pauper  usually  received  it  at  his  place  of  abode. 
To  a  married  person  the  allowance  was  more  liberal 
than  to  one  single;  to  one  with  children  more  liberal 
than  to  one  without.  Consequences  of  the  most  disgust- 
ing character  had  resulted  from  this  arrangement.  Mar- 
riages, such  as  could  never  have  been  anticipated,  had 
been  solemnized.  Women  advanced  in  life  bad  led  minora 
to  the  altar,  and  nuptials  of  the  most  thoughtless,  revolt- 
ing character  had  been  consecrated,  and  followed  by  do- 
mestic relations,  such  as  may  be  easily  imagined  where 
there  ia  no  motive  to  union  beyond  the  sordid  one  of  ob- 
taining larger  allowances.  As  children  give  to  the  parent 
enlarged  claims  to  public  bounty,  females  abandoned 
themselves  to  shameless  debauchery,  and  thus,  and  for 
such  causes,  seduction  and  open  profligfacy  were  en- 
couraged. These  were  not  matters  of  occasional  occur- 
rence, but,  as  the  commissioners  state,  common — every 
day*s  practice.  So  shameless  and  lost  are  they  to  alt 
moral  decency  and  propriety,  that  they  treat  with  scorn 
and  contempt  those  who  endeavor,  by  honest  labor,  to 
sustain  themselves;  they  tneer  at  them  as  slaves  to  their 
own  necessities,  as  in  a  condition  less  independent  and 
more  to  be  deplored  than  their  own,  holding  themselves 
to  be  a  privileged  body,  an  aristocracy  living  upon  what 
they  extort  from  others.  Thus  they  seduce  the  indus- 
trious from  their  principles  and  habits,  and  convert  them 
into  associates  in  their  own  idleness  and  vice.  In  this 
manner  the  tide  of  pauperism  has  swelled  and  swept  with 
a  fearful  current  over  soipe  portions  of  England,  bidding 
defiance  to  the  laws,  and  almost  prostrating  the  civil  au- 
thority. 

In  one  parish  the  numbers  increased,  and  the  demands 
with  them,  until  the  taxes  exceeded  the  rents  and  in- 
come of  the  whole  landed  territory;  and  landlords  and 
tenants,  being  thus  made  paupers,  abandoned  the  soil. 
In  many  parishes  the  officers  have  declared  that  they 
dare  not  withhold  relief,  even  when  demanded  by  persons 
well  able  to  support  themselves,  for  fear  of  personal  in- 
jury or  malicious  mischief  to  their  property;  and  it  is 
said  that  the  burning  of  many  ricks  of  hay  and  grain,  of 
which  we  have  heard,  has  come  from  this  cause. 

Such  is  a  faint  outline  of  the  picture  of  idleness  and 
moral  depravity  disclosed  by  this  evidence;  and  it  is  but 


an  outline,  for  the  details  of  disgusting  particulars  would 
more  than  sustain  and. fill  up  the  picture.  The  proof 
shows  that  their  lives  are  stained  with  guilt  and  crime. 
It  is  greatly  to  be  deplored  that  such  a  state  of  things 
exists;  but  such  is  the  character  of  these  proofs,  that  it 
may  well  be  doubted  if  there  is  among  civilized  man  to 
be  found  another  class  so  reckless  and  depraved.  It  is 
not  singular  that  the  body  politic  should  seek  relief  from 
such  a  disease  preying  upon  its  vitals,  and  threatening  it 
with  abiding  infirmity. 

This  (said  Mr.  D.)  brings  me  to  a  point  where  I  will 
show  the  interest  which  the  American  people  have  in 
this  matter.  In  the  course  of  the  inquiries  made  by  the 
commissioners,  they  discovered  that  some  of  the  parishes 
had,  of  their  own  accord,  and  without  any  authority  in 
law,  as  it  seems,  adopted  the  plan  of  ridding  themselves 
of  the  evil  by  persuading  the  paupers  to  emigrate  to  this 
side  of  the  Atlantic.  And  whom,  Mr.  President,  did 
they  send^  The  most  idle  and  vicious;  furnishing  them 
with  money,  besides  paying  their  passage,  and  then 
leaving  them  on  this  continent,  either  to  reform  or  to 
rely  on  the  people  here  for  support.  The  commission- 
ers, forcibly  impressed  with  the  efficiency  of  this  plan, 
as  a  complete  remedy,  strongly  recommended  to  Parlia- 
ment to  adopt  it,  and  to  authorize  the  parishes  to  raise 
money  by  taxes  for  this  purpose.  They  proposed,  too, 
that  the  most  idle,  debauched,  and  corrupt— the  incura- 
ble portion — should  be  selected  for  this  purpose;  while 
the  better  portion  should  be  left,  to  be  reclaimed  when 
detached  from  the  force  of  evil  counsel  and  evil  example. 
They  do  not,  it  is  true,  propose  to  send  them  to  the 
United  States:  this  would  be  too  bold  a  proposition;  but 
it  seems  they  have  no  objection  to  their  finding  their 
way  hither.  True  to  their  own  sentiments  and  uncon- 
querable idleness,  theie  paupers  no  sooner  reach  here 
than  they  cast  themselves  upon  the  public  for  support. 
Those  acknowledging  themselves  to  be  pauper  emigrants 
hsve  been  repeatedly  found  in  the  House  of  Industry  in 
Boston,  with  the  very  money  received  from  the  parish 
concealed  about  them,  and,  in  some  instances,  to  pre- 
vent detection,  sewed  into  their  clothes.  Out  of  866 
persons  received  into  that  place  during  the  last  year^ 
516  were  foreigners;  not  all,  by  any  means,  of  this  class, 
nor  is  it  possible  to  ascertain  how  many.  In  this  way, 
Massachusetts  disburses  from  her  public  treasury  over 
fiftv  thousand  dollars  annually  to  relieve  foreign  paupers; 
and  this  but  imperfectly  meets  the  expense.  She  has 
attempted  to  modify  the  evil  by  countervailing  legisla- 
tion, by  requiring  bonds  from  the  masters  of  vessels 
bringing  foreign  passengers,  conditioned  that  for  a  given 
period  they  shall  not  become  chargeable  to  the  public. 
This,  however,  proves  inadequate;  for  while  her  laws 
on  this  subject  are  more  humane  than  some  of  the  ad- 
joining States,  the  emigrants  will  find  their  way  into  the 
Commonwealth.  Many,  doubtless,  are  sent  out  to  the 
neighboring  provinces,  and  thence  come  to  us  coastwise; 
others,  perhaps,  have  or  will  enter  by  the  Canada  fron- 
tier, and  penetrate  to  places  where  they  can  find  the 
best  provision  for  them.  They  have  been  detected  in 
New  York,  as  in  Massachusetts. 

Now,  sir,  is  it  just?  Is  it  morally  right  for  TSreat  Bri- 
tain to  attempt  to  throw  upon  us  this  oppressive  burden 
of  sustaining  her  poor?  Shall  she  be  permitted  to  legis- 
late  them  out  of  the  kingdom,  and  to  impose  on  us  a  tax 
for  their  support,  without  an  effort  on  our  part  to 
countervail  such  a  policy  ?  Would  it  not  be  wronging^ 
our  own  virtuous  poor  to  d'.vide  their  bread  with  those 
who  have  no  just  or  natural  claims  upon  us?  And  above 
all,  sir,  shall  we  fold  our  arms  and  see  this  moral  pesti. 
lence  sent  among  us  to  poison  the  public  mind  and  do 
irremediable  mischief?  Sir,  I  hope  this  country  will 
always  afford  an  asylum  to  the  worthy  and  the  oppressed 
of  all  classes  and  conditions;  but  humanity  makes  no 
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appeal  to  ub  to^eceive  and  cherish  those  who  have  no 
respect  for  virtue,  morality,  or  themselves;  those  who  are 
forced  amonfc  us  because  tliey  are  too  corrupt,  debauch- 
ed, and  indolent  to  be  tolerated  in  a  country  not  over 
scrupulous  in  its  morals.* 

The  subject,  sir,  merits  consideration  and  further  ex- 
amination; and  I  move  the  printing  of  the  resolution, 
and  its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

TOBACCO  TRADE. 

The  Senate  having  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
following  resolution,  submitted  some  days  ago  by  Mr. 
Kk5t,  of  Maryland: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  open  negotiations  ^ith  the  Government  of 
France,  as  soon  as  the  diplomatic  intercourse  between 
the  two  countries  shall  be  renewed,  for  the  purpose  of 
placing  our  trade  in  tobacco  with  that  country  upon  a 
more  liberal  footing  than  the  existing  system  of  adminis- 
tration **en  regW*  admits  of,  and  corresponding  better 
with  the  generous  spirit  exhibited  heretofore,  as  well  as 
at  this  time,  by  the  United  States,  in  reducing  the  du- 
ties on  various  products  from  that  country. 

And  the  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution, 

Mr.  KENT  said  he  had  been  induced  to  offer  the  reso- 
tion  just  read,  under  the  persuasion  that  the  renewal  of 
diplomatic  intercourse  between  the  two  countries  would 
be  an  auspicious  moment  to  attempt  to  place  our  trade 
with  France  upon  a  footing  of  greater  reciprocity  than 
existed  at   present,  in  his  estimation,  especially  as  re- 

♦  Since  making  the  above  remarkg,  the  following  table  has 
been  furnished  by  a  friend. — Note  by  Mr.  D. 
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gards  the  article  of  tobacco,  which,  in  amount  shipped 
to  foreign  countries,  exceeds  that  of  any  other  agricul- 
tural  product  except  cotton. 

We  (said  Mr.  K.)  are  importing  very  freely,  indeed, 
the  silks,  wines,  and  brandies  from  France  at  this  time 
almost  free  of  duty.  Our  trade  in  those  articles  is  every 
day  increasing;  and,  low  as  the  duties  are  at  present, 
they  will,  under  our  existing  laws  regelating  our  tariff, 
be  made  still  lower  during  the  next  four  years.  Under 
these  favorable  circumstances,  all  the  productions  of  that 
country,  at  the  head  of  which  are  the  articles  I  have 
mentioned,  are  rapidly  finding  their  way  to  us,  and  en- 
tering freely  into  our  daily^consumption;  whilst  the  pro- 
ducts of  the  United  States,  sent  to  France  in  exchange, 
increase  but  in  a  small  degree,  except  the  article  of  cot- 
ton. Tobacco,  the  growth  of  this  country,  is  of  a  supe- 
rior quality  to  that  they  are  forced  to  grow  in  France, 
in  consequence  of  the  high  duties  imposed  upon  it; 
and  could  the  Government  of  that  country  be  induced 
to  reciprocate  the  liberal  spirit  evinced  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  in  our  commercial 
regulations  with  her,  and  remove  the  restraints  existing 
under  her  laws  upon  our  tobacco  trade,  which  are  truly 
embarrassing  and  injurious  to  it,  it  would  prove  mutual- 
ly beneficial.  France  could  then  advantageously  dis- 
continue its  cultivation,  and  more  of  her  products  suit- 
able to  our  consumption  would  be  produced,  and  those 
much  more  congenial  to  her  soil  and  the  habits  of  her 
people  than  the  culture  of  an  inferior  description  of  to- 
bacco; whilst  our  citizens  would  be  encouraged  in  their 
use  by  finding  that,  in  doing  so,  they  were  extending 
their  market  for  an  article  the  growth  of  which  had 
be^n  long  familiar  to  them,  and  which  continued  to  em- 
ploy a  large  capital  in  its  production. 

I  presume,  Mr.  President,  more  capital  is  engaged  at 
this  time  in  the  cultivation  of  tobacco  than  is  employed 
in  producing  sugar  and  rice  together. 

In  Austria  the  system  of  monopoly  also  exists,  similar 
to  that  which  prevails  in  Franee  at  this  time.  Under 
our  existing  commercial  regulations  with  that  country, 
liberal  in  every  respect  but  as  regards  the  article  of  to- 
bacco, we  rarely  find  a  hogshead  of  tobacco  from  our 
country  finding  its  way  into  an  Austrian  port;  and  it  has 
only  been  latterly  that  the  enterprising  tobacco  dealers 
of  Bremen  have  been  able  to  extend  the  quantity  intro- 
duced into  that  country  to  a  few  thousand  hogsheads. 

In  England,  also,  the  duty  is  excessive. 

I  have  submitted  the  resolution  before  you,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, and  made  these  few  remarks,  that  the  attention  of 
the  executive  department  of  the  Government  may  be 
forcibly  drawn  to  an  important  branch  of  our  trade,  at  a 
moment  when  it  appears  we  are  about  to  introduce  in  the 
freest  manner  all  foreign  productions  into  our  country. 

Commerce  consists  of  an  exchange  of  commodities; 
and,  unless  thobc  exchanges  are  reciprocal,  it  cannot 
continue  long,  or  to  any  extent,  beneficially.  During 
the  last  three  years,  so  far  as  our  custom-house  returns 
are  a  safe  guide,  our  imports  have  exceeded  our  exports 
between  sixty-eight  and  sixty-nine  millions  of  dollars.  I 
am  aware  that  a  Targe  portion  of  this  apparent  balance, 
during  a  prosperous  condition  of  our  commerce,  is  ab- 
sorbed by  freights,  commissions,  and  profits;  but  let  a 
reverse  occur,  and  our  produce  be  sent  to  a  declining 
market,  and  this  balance  against  our  exports  is  no  longer 
nominal — it  is  real,  and  can  only  be  discharged  by  ex- 
porting our  specie  to  pay  it. 

The  resolution  I  have  submitted  refers  to  a  lucrative 
portion  of  our  trade;  one  valuable  from  its  amount  as 
well  as  its  importance  to  our  shipping  interest.  From 
its  bulky  character,  it  requires  a  large  portion  of  ton- 
nage to  transport  it  to  market.  Under  these  consider- 
ations,  I  hope  it  will  receive  the  sanction  of  the  Senate. 

Tbe  resolution  was  then  agreed  to.^ 
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PUBLIC  DRPOSITES. 

The  bill  to  regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public  mo- 
neys was  taken  up  as  the  order  of  the  day,  when 

Mr.  WRIGHT  submitted  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment submitted  by  him  some  days  ago,  changing  that 
amendment  so  far  as  to  provide  that,  whenever  the  mo- 
ney in  the  Treasury  shall  amount  to  seven  millions  and 
upwards,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  invest  it  in  some  stock  of  the  States  of  this 
Union,  bearing  an  interest  of —  per  cent. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  then  submitted  an  amendment;  which 
was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Wright's  amendment  was  then  ordered  to  be 
printed,  and  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table;  Mr.  W.  say- 
ing, in  reply  to  a  question  asked  by  Mr.  C-,  that  he 
would  call  it  up  at  the  earliest  opportunity  that  be  could^ 
without  interfering  with  the  appropriation  bills. 

HARBOR  BILL. 

The  bill  for  the  improvement  of  certain  harbors,  and 
for  making  certain  surveys,  was  then  taken  up. 

Mr.  PORTER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  for  deepening  the  bar  at,  and  keeping 
clear,  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  river. 

After  a  debate,  in  which  Messrs.  PORTER,  MAN- 
GUM,  CALHOUN,  DAVIS,  LINN,  E WING,  and  TOM- 
LINSON  took  part, 

Mr.  CLAYTON  moved  to  amend  Mr.  Porter's  amend- 
ment, by  providing  that  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  first 
cause  a  survey  to  be  made  to  ascertain  the  practicability 
of  the  work,  and  the  best  mode  of  doing  it;  and  if,  in  his 
judgment,  the  object  can  be  accomplished,  he  shall  then 
apply  $75,000  thus  appropriated. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  DAVIS,  BU- 
CHANAN, PRESTON,  SOUTHARD,  and  CLAYTON, 
the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALKER  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by 
appropriating  a  sum  not  exceeding  fifteen  hundred  dol- 
lars for  surveying  the  channels  of  Pearl  river  and  Pasca- 
goula  river  in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  near  the  ntouths 
of  said  rivers,  and  ascertaining  whether  the  existing  ob- 
structions in  said  channels  can  be  removed,  and  the  prob- 
able expense  of  removing  such  obstructions. 

Af\er  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  CALHOUN,  PRES- 
TON, DAVIS,  WALKER,  and  KING  of  Alabama,  Mr. 
WALKER'S  amendment  was  rejected— yeas  14,  hays  30, 
as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Ewing  of  Illinois, 
Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight, 
Moore,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Robinson,  Tallmadge,  Walker, 
Wall— 14. 

Nats — Messrs.  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clayton,  Cuth- 
bert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hill,  Leigh,  Linn,  Man- 
gum,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives,  Robbins,  South- 
ard, Swift,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  White— 20, 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  insert- 
ing an  appropriation  of  $5,000  for  removing  a  ledge  of 
rocks  in  the  Ohio  river  below  Shippingport;  and  after 
some  remarks  from  Messrs.  WALKER,  BUCHANAN, 
and  HENDRICKS,  Mr.  Hbvdricks's  amendment  was 
rejected — yeas  10,  nays  24,  as  follows: 

Yxas— Messrs.  Benton,  Clayton,  Ewing  of  Illinois, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hendricks,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Robbing 
Robinson,  Wall— 10. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Buchi^nan,  Calhoun,  Cuthbert, 
Davis,  Goldsborough,  Hill,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama, 
King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  Mangum,  Nau- 
dain, Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives,  Southard,  SwiA,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Walker,  White— 24. 

Mr.  LINN  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting  an 
appropriation  of  $1,200  for  removing  the  obstructions 
in  White  river;  which  motion  was  agreed  to  without  a 
division. 


Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  moved  to  amend  the  bill  bv 
inserting  an  appropriation  for  the  survey  of  the  mouth 
of  Dog  river  oar,  m  the  bay  of  Mobile,  to  determine 
the  practicability  of  deepening  the  bar;  which  motion 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  strike  out  all  the  appropria- 
tions in  the  bill  for  specific  appropriations,  leaving  the 
appropriations  in  gross  for  general  survey »,  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  SecreUry  of  War. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  KING  of  Alabama, 
LINN,  WALL,  and  WALKER,  Mr.  Kixe'a  amendment 
was  rejected — ^yeas  12,  nays  21,  as  follows: 

Ykas — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Hill,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, King  of  Georgia,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Preston, 
Rives,  Robinson,  Walker,  White — 12. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Clayton,  Davis,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent, 
Knight,  Linn,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Wall— 21. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
Reading — yeas  25,  nays  9,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Buchanan,  Clayton,  Cuthbert, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,'  Goldsborough, 
Hendricks,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Linn,  Nau- 
dain, Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Robbms,  Robinson, 
Southard,  Swif>,  TallmadM,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Wall-25. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Hill,  Kingof  Georg'u, 
Leigh,  Mangum,  Preston,  Rives,  White — 9. 

After  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TnxBDAT,    Mat  3. 

DEATH  OF  MR.   MANNING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, announcing  the  death  of  the  honorable  Richard 
J.  Manning,  a  representative  from  the  State  of  South 
Carolina. 

The  message  having  been  read, 

Mr.  PRESTON  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate,  in  sub- 
stance, as  follows: 

Mr.  President:  The  message  just  read  imposea  upon 
me  the  customary  duty  of  moving  for  the  usual  testimo- 
ny of  respect  to  the  memory  of  my  deceased  colleague,  . 
the  honorable  Richard  J.  MAiiHiire,  of  the  House  of 
Representativest  and  never,  sir,  has  such  an  official  act 
been  performed  with  deeper  emotions  than  those  under 
whose  melancholy  influence  I  rise  on  this  occasion. 

It  is  not  fit  that  I  should  obtrude  my  private  griefs  up- 
on the  Senate,  although  I  am  well  assured  that  its  kind- 
ness would  extend  some  indulgence  to  a  friendship  of  a 
most  intimate  character,  which,  commencing  in  college 
companionship,  has  been  unimpaired  by  the  chances  and 
changes  of  lire,  and  undiminished  even  by  party  spirit, 
whose  repulsive  energy  so  often  breaks  asunder  the 
strongest  bonds  of  affection.  For  although,  sir,  it  has 
so  happened  that  we  have  been  much  and  long  opposed 
in  politics,  and  although  I  have  had  much  occaaion  to 
feel  the  adverse  influence  of  his  high  character,  there  is 
not  that  man  who  loved  him  living,  or  mourns  him 
dead,  more  than  I  do. 

He  was,  indeed,  Mr.  President,  of  very  noble  nature. 
Endowed  with  all  high  and  generous  qualities;  cool, 
boM,  just,  patient,  and  resolute;  magnanimous  in  his 
whole  tone  of  feeling  and  tenor  of  thought;  totally  ex- 
empt from  all  sordid  or  selfish  propensities;  of  that 
prompt  and  patient  benevolence  to  do  or  to  suffer,  wliicli 
comes  of  natural  impulse;  educated  into  principle;  un- 
flinching in  the  performance  of  duty,  but  too  kind  in  his 
nature  to  be  stern;  scrupulous  in  self-regulation,  but 
generously  indulgent  to  others.    His  father,  a  dtstin- 
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guished  toldifir  of  the  Revolution,  deeply  inipribed  upon 
bis  son's  character  the  impress. of  that  heroic  period. 
Honor,  courage,  and  devotion  to  country  were  heredita- 
ry and  native  to  him;  and  these  manly  virtues  were  soft- 
ened and  made  amiable  by  the  kindliest  afTectiona  of  the 
heart,  while  over  his  whole  character  presided  an  exalt- 
ed and  fervent  piety. 

For  many  years,  m  various  wayn,  he  received  distin- 
euished  testimonies  of  the  affection  and  confidence  of 
his  native  State.  He  served  frequently  in  either  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  was  Governor,  and,  at  length,  a  rep- 
resentative in  Congress. 

In  the  prime  of  life,  and  in  the  vigor  of  manhood,  he 
has  died,  as  he  lived — in  the  midst  of  his  duties.  Never, 
Mr.  President,  have  the  honors  of  the  Senate  been  more 
worthily  bestowed  than  upon  the  memory  of  Richard  J. 
Manning,  for  which  I  invoke  them,  by  offering  the  fol- 
lowing resolution: 

[The  usual  resolution,  to  wear  crape  on  the  left  arm 
for  thirty  days,  was  then  adopted.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  PRESTON,  as  an  additional  testi- 
mony of  respect  for  the  memory  of  the  deceased. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

WSDVXSDAT,  Mat  4. 
ZANESVILLE  AND  MAYSVILLE  ROAD. 

Mr.  EWIN6  of  Ohio  rose  to  present  a  petition,  and 
prefaced  the  presentation  with  the  foUowmg  explana- 
tion: 

I  present  some  further  memorials  this  morning  on  the 
subject  of  the  Zanesville  and  May  sville  road,  and  ask  that 
they  have  the  usual  reference.  Almost  the  whole  popu- 
lation of  the  adjacent  country  has  petitioned  or  is  petition- 
ing Congress  in  &vor  of  that  road,  the  very  great  import- 
ance of  which  I  took  occasion  some  time  ago  to  explain, 
and  which  I  believe  is  well  understood  throughout  the 
United  States.  I  regret  that  this  subject  has  not  been 
brought  forward  earher  in  the  session,  so  that  we  might 
have  had  time  to  act  definitively  upon  it  this  year;  but  I 
fear  it  is  now  too  late.  Nevertheless,  I  would  ask  the 
Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals  to  give  it  their  attention, 
and  let  us  know  whether,  in  their  judgment,  it  merits 
the  aid  of  the  nation;  and  I  must  take  leave  to  say  that, 
if  nothing  can  be  concluded  upon  it  now,  it  will  be  early 
presented  and  vigorously  pressed  at  the  next  session  of 
Congress. 

The  memorials  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Roads  and  Canals. 

DEFENCE  OF  THE  FRONTIERS. 

Mr.  BENTON,  from  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  reported,  with  amendments,  the  bill  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  authorize  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  accept  the  services  of  volunteers  for 
the  defence  of  the  frontiers,  and  moved  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  that  bill. 

Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio  hoped  that  the  amendments 
would  be  allowed  to  take  the  usual  course,  and  lie  for 
consideMtioni  and  that  the  land  bill,  which  was  the 
order  for  yesterday,- would  now  be  taken  up  and  dispos- 
ed of  before  any  other  subject  should  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  LINN  said  that,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  no 
obstacle  should  be  thrown  in  the  way  of  the  final  action 
of  the  Senate  on  the  land  bill.  In  some  remarks  made 
by  him  some  days  since,  when  a  motion  was  made  to 
adjourn  over  from  Friday  to  Tuesday,  he  had  said  that 
be  could  not  vote  for  such  an  adjournment,  knowing  as 
be  did  the  exposed  state  of  the  western  frontier,  and  of 
the  imminentdanger  that  an  Indian  war  would  break  out; 
and  that  he  was  anxious  that  business  should  progress 
rapidly,  with  a  view  to  reach  the  bill  to  increase  the  army 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  of  the  utmost  import- 


ance to  the  State  he  had  the  honor  to  represent.  But 
as  it  was  his  intention  to  redeem  every  pledge  made  by 
him,  expressed  or  implied,  in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  he 
would  not  impede,  in  any  way,  the  decision  on  the  land 
bill.  Some  observfitions  had  been  made  as  to  the  great 
necessity  of  finally  disposing  of  that  bill,  and  the  implied 
pledge  to  take  it  up  to-day.  He  must  be  permitted  to 
say,  he  saw  no  imperative  reason  for  pushing  it,  to  the 
delay  of  a  measure  providing  for  the  protection  of  our 
citizens  from  Indian  barbarities.  He  hoped  gentlemen 
would  consider  the  lives  of  our  citizens  of  more  value 
than  the  division  of  the  surplus  money.  He  could  con- 
sider nothing  more  worthy  their  immediate  attention  tlian 
the  protection  of  our  frontiers,  threatened,  as  they  now 
had  good  reason  to  apprehend,  with  the  greatest  of  dan- 
gers, and  particularly  as  that  frontier  had  been  placed 
m  its  present  critical  attitude  by  the  action  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, in  throwing  large  masses  of  Indians  on  them, 
contrary  to  the  wishes  ofthe  frontier  States,  and  in  de- 
fiance of  the  solemn  protest  of  one  of  them.  He  asked 
the  Senate  to  look  at  that  fron'ier  from  north  to  south, 
and  they  would  see  a  vast  column  of  Indians,  the  base  of 
which  rested  on  Texas,  now  fighting  for  independence, 
and  against  which  province  the  Mexicans  were  waging  a 
war  of  extermination  and  perfidy.  No  Senator  can  turn 
his  eye  from  this  examination  without  being  convinced 
that  a  train  of  the  most  inflammable  materials  is  laid 
around  our  borders,  ready  at  any  moment  to  have  a 
spark  applied  and  light  up  the  flame  of  war— of  an  Indian 
war — of  all  others  the  most  appalling.  There  is  a  moral 
obligation  imposed  on  the  Government  of  not  only  effec- 
tually protecting  this  frontier,  but  to  preserve  its  tran- 
quillity, which  could  not,  under  any  circumstances,  be 
got  over.  He  was  under  a  sort  of  pledge  not  to  oppose 
a  speedy  decision  of  the  land  bill,  but  he  hoped  gentle- 
men would  not  consider  it  of  as  much  importance  as  the 
measure  now  pressed  on  the  consideration  of  the  Senate 
by  his  honorable  colleague. 

Mr.  PRESTON  stated  that  the  amendments  proposed 
the  addition  of  a  rep^iment  of  dragoons,  and  also  a  con- 
siderable augmentation  of  the  army.  It  was  suggested 
that  strange  occurrences  had  taken  place  on  our  frontier^ 
that  an  army,  flushed  with  conquest,  and  rendered  furi- 
ous from  the  taste  of  blood,  was  rapidly  approaching  our 
frontier.  Rumors  of  this  character  were  well  calculated 
to  produce  a  certain  degree  of  anxiety  in  the  bosoms  of 
American  citizens.  His  own  imagination  had  been  star- 
tled— ^hls  feelinj^s  deeply  pained;  he  had  been  sensible 
even  of  something  of  indignation  at  the  rumors  of  out- 
rages appalling  to  humanity,  which  had  reached  him. 
His  feelings  had  been  roused;  our  countrymen,  our 
friends,  oup  relatives,  massacred  in  cold  blood,  and,  as 
report  says,  in  violation  of  every  sort  of  pledge — massa- 
cred after  surrendering  to  a  powerful  force,  acting  un« 
der  an  able  military  commander.  But  the  rumors  went 
still  further.  It  was  said  that  there  had  been  negotia- 
tions with  the  Indians  on  the  frontier,  for  the  purpose  of 
enlisting  their  hostility  against  our  citizens  on  the  fron- 
tier. True,  there  was  no  other  foundation  for  those 
statements  but  these  rumors,  and  these  rumors  were  m 
themselves  contradictory.  Gentlemen,  who  are  well 
versed  in  the  geography  of  the  country,  had  been  unable 
to  trace  the  operationa  on  the  map.  The  ^whole  was  a 
mass  of  great  confusion.  We  are  all  possessed  with 
some  vag^e  ideas  that  something  horrible  has  happened. 
In  this  state  of  things,  perplexed  by  vague  and  general 
rumors,  we  are  presented  with  a  case  of  possible  neces- 
sity, to  urge  us  to  hasten  a  measure,  in  reference  to 
which  it  seems  to  be  particularly  desirable  that  the  Sen- 
ate slwuld  have  the  most  exact  information  on  the  sub- 
ject. There  may  be  gentlemen  who  had  better  informa- 
tion than  he  had,  and,  if  so,  they  should  come  forward 
and  communicate  it. 
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Rumor  rays  that  a  distinguished  officer,  a  major  gene- 
ral in  the  American  army,  on  the  frontiers,  has  made  a 
call  on  the  Executives  of  three  States  for  a  force  of  ihili- 
tia,  and  that  the  militia,  to  the  number  of  seven  thourand, 
have  been  embodied.  It  is  supposed  that  a  still  stronger 
measure  will  become  necessary,  and  that  the  executive 
arm  will  have  to  be  extended  before  a  more  tranquil  state 
of  things  can  be  produced.  He  was  as  willing  as  his 
friend  [Mr.  Liim]  to  protect  the  frontier.  He  was  as 
ready  to  go  as  far,  whenever  the  exigencies  of  circum- 
stances should  require  it;  but  he  hoped  that  gentlemen 
would  not  suffer  their  feelings  to  be  excited  and  urged 
beyond  what  the  law  of  nations  would  justify.  He 
hoped  that  gentlemen  would  concur  with  him  in  opinion 
that  they  did  not  come  here  to  indulge  private  and  per- 
sonal feelings,  but  to  shape  their  course  so  as  to  insure 
the  greatest  advantages  to  those  whom  they  represented. 
He  could  not  sit  down  without  raying  that  his  feelings 
had  been  pained,  and  he  would  repeat  that  he  was  ready 
to  go  as  far  as  his  friend  from  Missouri  to  protect  the 
frontier,  and,  in  all  circumstances,  to  go  as  far  as  he 
would  in  doing  that  which  was  right.  He  hoped  that 
some  gentleman  would  take  the  necessary  steps  to  obtain 
the  information  so  much  desired  on  the  subject.  As  a 
member  of  the  Military  Committee,  he  would  be  glad 
that  all  possible  information  should  be  before  the  Senate, 
and  that  the  measure  should  not  be  pressed  until  that  in- 
formation should  be  obtained.  He  did  not  come  into  the 
Senate  to-day  prepared  to  go  into  this  question.  He 
should  be  ready  at  any  time  to  go  into  the  consideration 
of  the  subject,  but  he  thought  the  best  course  now  was 
to  dispose  of  the  land  bill,  and  afterwards  to  consider 
this  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  raid,  the  proposition,  if  he  understood  it, 
-was  to  take  up  a  military  bill  from  tb«e  House,  passed 
this  morning,  providing  for  an  increase  of  the  army,  and 
authorizing  the  calling  out  of  ten  thourand  volunteers. 
Every  Senator  here  was  undoubtedly  as  willing  as  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  to  do  whatever  the 
honor,  interest,  and  tranquillity  of  the  country  required 
to  be  done.  But  he  must  see  a  very  different  sUte  of 
things  from  any  that  had  as  yet  presented  itself,  before 
he  should  be  willing  to  interrupt  the  pacific  relations  or 
the  Government,  and  precipitate  it  into  a  war  with 
Mexico.  If  there  was  a  cause — a  just  and  righteous 
cause — for  such  a  step,  he  trusted  we  should  act  promptly 
and  manfully;  but,  as  yet,  we  had  but  rumors  of  the  in- 
human scenes  which  wtre  said  to  have  been  enacted. 
As  yet,  so  far  as  respected  this  country,  there  was  no 
ground  for  engaging  in  hostilities  with  any  foreign  power. 
It  was  not  yet  the  proper  time  to  go  into  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject.  It  should  be  taken  up  deliberately, 
and  with  alt  the  information  that  could  possibly  be  ob- 
tained. It  was  proposed  to  augment  the  military  force 
of  the  country;  and  it  was  proper  to  consider  by  how 
large  a  number  of  men,  and  of  officers  capable  of  com- 
manding them.  Perhaps  an  increase  of  both  was  neces- 
rary;  but,  without  a  great  and  controlling  necessity,  there 
should  be  an  increase  of  neither. 

He  Came  into  the  Senate  this  morning  under  the  full 
expectation  that  a  final  disposition  would  be  made  of  the 
land  bill,  befure  proceeding  to  the  consideration  of  any 
other  subject.  There  was  time  enough  to  look  into 
this  measure.  There  was  no  particular  urgency  for  con- 
sidering it  at  this  moment.  He  had  been  told  that  we 
had  lately  at  Tampa  Bay  seven  thousand  men  engaged 
in  a  contest  with  six  or  seven  hundred  miserable  Indians: 
these  we  had  neither  conquered  nor  found;  and  unless 
we  could  show  a  somewhat  better  capacity  for  war,  we 
had  better  refrain  from  engaging  in  one. 

If  Santa  Anna  should  commence  hostilities  with  us, 
if  he  should  inva<le  our  frontier — and  he  had,  as  yet, 
shown  no  such  intention — what  was  to  prevent  our  trans- 


porting this  force  from  Tampa  Bay  to  the  Sabine,  to 
prevent  any  violation  of  neutrality  and  of  existing  treaties 
in  that  quarter?  But,  unless  there  was  an  actual  or 
threatened  invasion,  we  "were  not  called  upon  for  any 
active  measures.  At  any  rate,  we  wanted  information. 
Has  no  communication  been  made  to  our  Government 
from  that  of  Mexico?  No  assurances  been  given  that 
existing  treaties  would  be  respected'  If  so,  let  us  have 
them.  A  call,  in  his  opinion,  would  not  fail  to  bring  us 
such  facts  as  would,  in  a  g^eat  measure,  quiet  the  public 
apprehension.  He  had  risen,  however,  for  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  raying,  that  when  a  final  vote  was  expected  on 
the  land  bill  to-day,  he  was  unwilling  to  have  that  meas- 
ure put  aside,  as  it  had  been  repeatedly,  and  that,  too, 
in  a  very  unusual  and  unparliamentary  manner.  He 
hoped  the  Senate  would  proceed  to  its  consideration. 

Mr.  BENTON,  in  support  of  his  motion  to  take  up 
the  act  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  increasing 
the  military  force,  deprecated  the  effect  which  the  land 
distribution  bill  had  upon  tlve  public  mind.  It  was  a  bill 
which  met  every  thing,  opposed  every  thing,  and  de- 
feated many  things.  It  was  the  pestilence  of  legislation. 
It  was  found  in  conflict  with  every  bill  that  proposed  to 
appropriate  a  dollar  for  the  service  of  the  country,  and 
every  bill  must  give  way  before  It.  The  Cumberland 
road  bill  was  the  first  ucriBce;  and  afler  seeing  the  fate 
of  that  bill,  nothing  could  be  wondered  at.  That  road, 
for  every  beneficial  purpose,  was  now  stopped;  for  who 
cared  about  grading  a  road  between  the  Wabash  and 
the  Mississippi,  where  there  was  not  a  solitary  hill  to  be 
crossed'  The  solid  construction  of  the  road  is  hega- 
tived;  the  appropriation  for  the  present  year  is  cut 
down;  months  were  consumed  in  opposing  it;  and  half 
the  season  for  doing  work  is  now  gone  by.  This  road, 
then,  the  oldest  and  most  cherished  work  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, was  put  down;  it  was  the  first  sacrifice  to  the 
devouring  spirit  of  the  distribution  bill,  and  the  forerun- 
ner to  the  fate  of  others.  He  repeated,  this  bill  was 
the  pestilence  of  legislation.  It  was  to  the  businera  of 
the  Senate  what  the  curse  of  the  frogs  was  in  Egypt;  it 
is  in  the  way  of  every  thing;  it  is  found  every  where, 
like  those  pestilential  frogs  which  encumbered  and  de- 
filed the  whole  household—tables,  beds,  kneading- 
troughs,  and  all.  The  fortification  bill  had  to  yield  to 
it,'  the  army  bill  may  now  share  the  same  fate;  and,  if 
this  is  the  eflfect  at  the  outset,  what  is  to  be  ihe  eflTect  in 
the  end?  If  this  inratiate  spirit  of  distribution  can  post- 
pone, set  aside,  and  defeat  the  bills  for  the  defence  of 
the  country  and  the  support  of  the  Government,  while 
yet  in  its  infancy,  what  will  it  not  do  in  its  manhood?  It 
will  take  all  to  itself;  it  will  reduce  the  general  Govern- 
ment to  its  condition  during  the  confederation;  it  will 
reduce  it,  if  not  to  the  voluntary  contributions,  to  the 
voluntary  leavings  of  the  States.  They  will  be  served 
first,  and  what  is  leA  may  go  to  the  general  Govern- 
ment; and,  from  the  manner  in  which  this  spirit  cuts  and 
carves  for  itself  now,  it  may  well  be  seen  that  nothing 
will  be  lef^  fur  the  federal  Government.  It  may  be  in 
vain  that  some  members  may  wish  to  vote  first  for  the 
federal  Government;  the  distributees  will  be  served 
first,  and  instructions  from  home  will  overrule  wishes 
here.  Members  of  Congrera  will  be  instructed — if 
States  once  begin  to  receive  dividends  from  the  federal 
Treasury,  they  will  be  instructed  to  supply  the  States 
first,  and  to  take  the  lion's  share  for  their  State  Govern- 
ments. 

We  have  been  told  of  an  arrangement,  (said  Mr.  B.,) 
by  virtue  of  which  this  distribution  bill  was  to  take  pre- 
cedence over  all  business,  until  it  was  finished.  He 
(Mr.  B.)  was  privy  to  no  such  arrangement.  He  had, 
in  the  face  of  the  Senate,  refused  to  enter  into  any  such 
arrangement,  and  had  declared  himself  ready  to  sit  all 
night.    But  why  mention  arrangements,  since  the  time 
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that  the  formal  ag^reement  to  act  upon  the  executive 
nominations  had  beei>  annulled  by  the  votes  of  those 
who  were  brought  up,  not  to  vote  upon  nominations,  as 
agreed  upon,  but  to  vote  against  going  into  executive 
business  at  all? 

Mr.  B.  repelled  the  idea  thrown  out  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  that  this  bill  for  raising 
volunteers,  and  increasing  the  army,  was  a  war  measure 
against  Mexico.  So  far  from  it,  that  Mexico  was  not 
even  thought  of  when  it  originated.  It  originated  three 
months  ago,  on  motions  from  Senators  on  this  floof — his 
colleague  [Mr.  LiFir]  and  a  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Tiptoh] -calling  on  the  executive  Government  for 
plans  for  an  increase  of  the  military  force — calls  which 
were  answered  two  months  ago,  and  a  bill  reported  six 
weeks  ago.  Far  from  looking  to  Mexico,  it  did  not 
even  look  to  the  Texan  frontier.  It  was  not  a  measure 
of  southwestern,  but  of  northu  estern  origin,  called  for 
by  the  state  of  things  on  the  western  and  northwestern 
frontier,  and  wholly  independent  of  events  in  Texas. 
These  events  might  well  be  quoted,  to  accelerate  the 
progress  of  the  bill,  but  not  to  account  for  its  origin,  or 
to  determine  its  fate.  Above  all,  the  bill  was  not  to  be 
prejudiced  by  an  assumption  or  representation  (bat  it 
was*  a  preparation  for  a  Mexican  war. 

Mr.  B.  thought  it  right  to  notice  the  contemptuous 
terms  in  which  the  war,  and  the  conduct  of  the  war  in 
Florida,  had  been  mentioned  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, [Mr.  Clat.]  It  was  called  a  miserable  war,  mis- 
erably conducted.  It  was  due  to  the  hundred  and 
twelve  brave  men,  under  Major  Dade,  who  fell  on  the 
ground  on  which  they  stood — who  died  in  their  tracks — 
no  officer  quitting  bis  soldiers,  no  soldier  .quilting  his 
officer — and  whose  unburied  bodies  remained  a  prey  to 
wolves  and  vultures — it  was  due  to  their  memory  to 
speak  respectfully  of  them  in  ttiis  chamber.  It  whs  due 
to  the  New  Orleans  regiment  and  their  accomplished 
commander.  Colonel  Smith,  who  had  volunteered  for  a 
distant  and  arduous  service,  not  to  undervalue  or  dispar- 
age their  exertions.  No  body  of  men  could  show  more 
zeal,  constancy,  and  cheerfulness,  under  the  most  try- 
ing circumstances.  Leaving  a  luxurious  city,  they  had 
gone  to  encounter  danger,  to  endure  privations,  to  suf- 
fer want,  to  feed  on  food  not  fit  for  man,  and  to  volun- 
teer for  new  toils  and  dangers  as  fast  as  the  fatigues  of 
the  first  were  over.  Courage  was  their  birthright  and 
inheritance,  and  bravery  they  were  expected  to  show; 
but  this  steadiness,  perse  vei*ance,  zeal,  and  cheerfulness, 
under  every  extremity  of  hunger  and  sufTerihg,  was  a 
new  trait  in  the  volunteers  of  a  great  city,  accustomed 
to  every  luxury  and  to  every  delicacy  of  the  South,  and 
entitled  them  to  more  honor  than  victories  alone  could 
confer.  Besides  these,  many  were  the  brave  and  devo- 
ted acts  which  did  honor  to  our  arms  in  this  war,  and 
which  should  exempt  our  arms  from  contemptuous  allu- 
sion on  this  fioor.  Officers  were  there,  whose  reputa- 
tion formed  a  part  of  the  riches  of  their  country;  and 
the  difficulties  of  their  position  should  be  considered. 
They  were*  on  a  theatre,  where  the  unseen  enemy 
could  deliver  a  deadly  fire  and  elude  pursuit.  It  was  a 
case  in  which  the  difficulty  was,  not  to  conquer,  but  to 
catch. 

Mr.  B.  had  been  drawn  from  his  immediate  subject  to 
speak  of  events  in  Florida,  because  he  felt  it  to  be  wrong 
to  permit  unjust  aspersions  upon  those  there  to  go  out 
from  this  chamber,  and  because  his  position  as  chairman 
of  the  Military  Committee,  and  his  connexion  with  the 
debate,  made  it  proper  for  him  to  say  a  word  in  their 
vindication.  He  returned  to  his  own  bill,  and  to  the 
reasons  which  required  him  to  press  its  adoption.  It 
was  not  a  measure  against  Mexico.  It  was  no  prepara- 
tion for  war  with  Mexico.  It  was  simply  a  measure  of 
defence,  originating  before  the  invasion  of  Texas,  and 


rendered  necessary  by  the  act  of  the  Government  in 
accumulating  an  Indian  population  of  350,000  souls, 
yielding  a  force  of  50,000  warriors,  within  striking  dis- 
tance of  the  western  and  northwestern  frontiers,  and 
which  frontiers  were  now  naked  and  defenceless.  Still, 
the  state  of  things  on  the  Texas  frontier  was  not  to  be 
disregarded.  The  position  of  General  Gaines,  the  pos- 
sible contingencies  in  the  excitement  of  the  Indians,  the 
scenes  which  might  occur  on  our  line,  were  all  to  be 
considered;  and  his  imagination  could  conceive  of  cases 
in  which  the  heart  alone  should  be  obeyed — in  which 
there  should  be  no  head  to  think — nothing  but  a  heart 
to 'feel  and  an  arm  to  strike.  It  was  the  case  of  women 
and  children  pursued  by  a  brutal  and  ruffian  soldiery. 

Mr.  B.  said  the  Florida  war  now  rages;  the  southwest- 
ern frontier  is  exposed  to  the  contagion  of  hostilities; 
the  whole  west  and  northwest  is  open  to  savage  incur- 
sion; troops  are  called  for  by  a  General  in  the  field;  the 
public  mind  is  anxious,  uneasy,  excited,  everywhere. 
Yet  what  is  the  scene  in  the  Senate?  What  occupies 
our  thoughts  in  this  chamber?  The  surplus,  the  surplus, 
the  surplus!  Distribution  of  money,  division  of  the  spoil, 
is  the  absorbing  and  engrossing  subject;  and  until  that  is 
disposed  of,  our  suflfering  country  calls  in  vain  for  help. 
lie  had  read  of  such  things  in  history,  but  never  expect- 
ed to  witness  them.  He  had  read  of  parties  in  some  free 
States  contending  for  pre-eminence  and  for  spoil,  while 
the  enemy  were  thundering  at  the  grates,  but  he  had  not 
expected  to  see  the  American  Senate  engrossed  with  the 
bill  for  the  division  of  money,  while  all  the  bills  for  the 
defence  of  the  country  were  pushed  aside,  and  the  Gov- 
ernors of  States  appealed  to  for  the  forces  which  it  was 
the  duty  of  Congress  to  grant.  His  motion  was  to  test 
this  spirit — to  see  which  was  to  have  the  preference,  the 
defence  of  the  country  or  the  division  of  money;  and 
for  that  purpose  he  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his 
motion. 

Mr.  PORTER  said  he  regretted  extremely  this  dis- 
cussion, as  hours,  nay  minutes,  had  become  precious,  if 
we  hoped  to  go  through  the  great  mass  of  busmess  which 
had  been  prepared  for  the  action  of  Congress.  There 
had  been  as  much  debate  on  the  precedence  bills  were 
entitled  to,  as  was  sufficient  to  pass  one  of  them  or  re- 
ject it.  He  hoped  we  would  continue  to  act  on  the  bill 
which  was  made  the  special  order  of  the  day,  until  it 
was  finally  disposed  of.  That  now  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Missouri  had  his  approbation;  and,  without 
pledging  himself  to  all  its  details,  he  believed  it  would 
have  his  vote.  Being  friendly  to  it,  he  thought  it  was 
injuring  its  chance  t)f  adoption  to  press  it  on  for  discus- 
sion and  decisien,  without  affording  time  for  a  proper 
examination  of  its  provisions.  That  proper  examination 
need  not  be  a  long  one. 

Mr.  P.  said  he  was  compelled  to  dissent  from  what  had 
fallen  from  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  in 
relation  to  our  military  force.  He  (Mr.  P.)  thought  it 
ought  to  be  augmented.  Its  numbers  were  not  greater 
now  than  they  were  ten  years  ago,  and  since  that  time 
our  population  had  vastly  increased;  our  frontier  had . 
extended  in  the  same  space  of  time  in  a  still  greater 
proportion,  and  was  necessarily  weakened  as  it  was  en- 
larged. Another  circumstance  called  for  an  augmenta- 
tion of  our  army.  Within  a  very  few  years  (under  a 
policy  which  Mr.  P.  said  he  should  ever  deplore)  an 
immense  body  of  Indians  had  been  removed  from  the 
east  side  of  the  Mississippi,  and  thrown  on  the  frontiers 
of  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  and  Missouri.  In  their  original 
location  they  were  circled  on  every  side  by  a  white  pop- 
ulation, which  ensured  their  good  conduct,  and  restrain- 
ed their  propensity  to  war.  They  were  now  placed  on 
an  extended  frontier,  thinly  settled,  where,  from  causes 
he  should  not  enlarge  on,  because  they  were  obvious,  a 
military  force  was  indispensable  to  give  security  to  our 
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borden.  Not  leas,  he  believed,  than  350,000  Indians 
were  now  located  between  the  west  of  the  Misalmippi 
and  the  Rocky  mountains,  who,  from  ignorance  and  the 
influence  of  passions  which  constantly  ajptate  man  in  a 
savage  state,-  were  liable  to  be  excited  to  hostilities, 
ruinous  to  themselves  in  the  end,  but  destructive  to  the 
borders  exposed  to  their  first  outbreak.  It  was  hutnani- 
ty,  therefore,  as  well  as  true  economy,  to  place  a  force 
on  our  frontiers  which  would  hold  them  in  check,  and 
be  ready  to  crush  their  first  movements. 

There  was  another  element  to  be  taken  into  the  esti* 
mate  we  should  make  of  the  proposed  measure,  which 
had  been  glanced  at  in  the  debate,  and  which  could  not 
be  properly  disregarded.  He  alluded  to  the  events  daily 
transpiring  on  the  western  boundary  of  Louisiana.  By 
the  last  intelligence  received  from  that  quarter,  it  ap* 
peared  that  the  war  which  had  for  some  time  raged  in 
one  of  the  Mexican  provinces  was  about  to  be  brought 
close  to  ourselves.  The  inhabitants  of  Texas  were  flying 
from  their  country,  and  taking  refiige  within  the  State 
of  Louisiana,  and  their  enemies,  flushed  with  victory, 
were  close  and  hot  in  their  pursuit.  He  did  not  believe 
the  Mexican  troops  would  cross  the  Sabine  and  violate 
our  territory.  Ii  Santa  Anna  had  the  wisdom  and  ability 
which  his  friends  long  since,  and  his  enemies  lately,  gave 
him  credit  for,  he  would  cautiously  abstain  from  any  such 
step.  His  true  interests  prompted  him  to  respect  our 
neutrality.  He  (Mr.  P.)  believed  he  would  be  govern- 
ed by  these  interests.  But,  while  he  believed  it,  it  was 
impossible  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the  danger  of  collision 
between  the  troops  of  the  United  States  now  on  the  Sa- 
bine, and  those  of  Mexico.  The  people  of  this  country 
had  become  painfully  excited  by  the  intelligence  wliich 
had  reached  them  of  the  war  of  extermination  cftrried 
on  in  Texas.  That  excitement  had  been  communicated 
to  our  troopst  it  required  only  a  spark  to  put  the  com- 
bustible materials  now  on  our  frontier  in  a  flame,  and  he 
was  afraid  it  would  soon  be  furnished. 

It  had  been  said  that  our  officers  there  should  have 
hearts  and  arms,  but  no  heads;  that  is,  that  they  should 
yield  themselves  up  to  the  influence  of  their  feelings, 
however  thetf  judgment  might  reprove  the  measures 
those  feelings  prompted  them  to.  He  had  a  better  hope 
of  their  wisdom  and  prudence.  A  heavy  responsibility 
rested  on  them.  If,  under  the  influence  of  passion, 
they  involved  the  nation  in  war,  they  would  have  a 
severe  account  to  render  for  their  actions;  and  more 
especially  if,  at  this  moment,  when  the  forces  stationed 
on  the  frontiers  of  the  State  of  l40ulsiana  migiu  be  inade- 
quate to  its  defence,  they  should,  in  their  sympathy 
for  Texas,  draw  the  war  into  that  State,  he  knew  of  no 
terms  of  reprehension  too  strong  for  such  conduct. 
With  all  possible  consideration  for  the  inhabitants  of 
Texas,  and  deep  and  sincere  rcgrei  for  the  condition  to 
which  thejr  were  reduced,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  citizens  of  Louisiana  who  had  remained  within 
their  country  ha4  the  first  claim  on  the  attention  and 
protection  of  the  federal  Government  and  the  federal 
army.  He  hoped  and  believed  this  view  of  the  matter 
was  taken  by  the  President,  however  it  might  be 
disregarded  elsewhere;  and  that  orders  had  been  sent 
to  the  commanding  ofiicerB  not  to  compromit  the  safety 
of  the  State  he  had  the  honor  in  part  to  represent. 

But,  apart  from  all  considerations  of  prudence  and 
safety,  there  were  the  higher  ones  of  justice,  which  for- 
bade  our  intermeddling  in  this  contest.  We  were  acting 
under  the  eye  of  the  civilized  world.  It  had  heretofore 
been  our  boast  and  our  pride  that  we  faithfully  maintain- 
ed all  our  treaties,  in  letter  and  in  spirit.  He  trusted 
thaT„  under  no  impulses,  however  praiseworthy,  would 
we  leave  the  vantage  ground  we  had  so  long  and  so 
honorably  occupied,  and  expose  ourselves  to  the  impu- 
tation of  considering  compacts  binding  only  so  long  as  it 


suited  our  convenience  and  our  interest.  We  were  the 
oldest  independent  nation  on  the  American  continent; 
we  were  the  strongest,  too.  It  behooved  us  to  aspire 
after  the  truest  glory  which  a  nation  can  acquire — to 
exhibit  the  example  of  power  restrained  by  justice,  and 
ambition  directed,  not  to  subjugate  our  neighbors,  but 
to  improve  and  to  elevate  them. 

He  believed  these  sentiments  were  those  of  the  large 
n'lass  of  the  American  people,  but  there  was  danger  that 
they  might  be  forgotten  under  the  excitement  of  generous 
feelings.  He  respected  these  feelinp;  he  shared  in 
them;  but  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  in  the  place  he  occu- 
pied, to  submit  them  to  the  control  of  his  reason  and  his 
judgment,  and,  if  possible,  to  induce  others  to  do  the 
same.  No  one  had  heard  with  deeper  regret  than  him- 
self the  intelligence  of  the  dreadful  massacres  which 
had  taken  place  in  Texas.  It  was  possible  the  state- 
ments were  exaggerated.  He  hoped  they  were  so. 
But,  if  true,  they  were  disgraceful  to  the  perpetrators. 
The  people  of  Texas,  whether  right  or  wrong  in  their 
attempt  at  independence,  had  done  nothing  to  place 
them  out  of  the  pale  of  civilization;  and  if  it  were  true 
that  a  body  of  them,  af\er  capitulation  as  prisoners  of 
war,  had  been  basely  shot  in  cold  blood,  their  murderer* 
should  be  held  up  to  the  common  execration  of  mankind. 
He  (Mr.  P.)  would  rather  have  been  one  of  the  gallant^ 
though  misguided,  men  who  perished  on  that  occasion, 
than  the  ruthless  despot  by  whose  orders  they  were 
assassinated. 

But  giving  to  these  feelings  their  fuH  scope,  he  could 
not  see  in  this  and  other  inhuman  acts  cause  for  war  by 
the  United  States  ai^ainst  Mexico.  We  should  never  be 
an  hour  at  peace  if  we  set  out  on  a  crusade  to  punish  all 
the  cruel  deeds  which  were  committed  in  the  world. 
Their  proximity  to  us,  and  their  being  inflicted  on  men 
of  kindred  blood,  could  not  change  or  enlarge  our 
obligations.  In  abandoning  their  own  country,  and 
becoming  citizens  of  another,  they  had  placed  them- 
selves, in  relation  to  that  lef>,  as  strangers,  so  far  as  claims 
for  national  interference  were  concerned.  We  had  no 
more  right  to  make  war  because  they  had  been  unjustly 
treated  by  the  Power  to  which  they  had  attached  them- 
selves, than  we  had  to  intermeddle  in  the  contests  be- 
tween the  natives  of  the  old  States  of  Mexico. 

Our  unfortunate  countrymen  who  settled  in  that  por- 
tion of  Mexico  which  is  no^  the  theatre  of  war,  knew 
well  what  kind  of  people  they  were  going  among.  In 
all  periods  of  history,  the  Spanish  race  have  been  distin- 
guished for  cruelty  in  their  civil  wars;  extending  no 
quarter,  and  sparing  neither  sex  nor  age.  The  scenes 
now  daily  enacted  in  old  Spain,  of  which  accounts  reach 
IIS  every  day,  exliibit  the  same  brutal  ferocity  and  dis- 
regard of  all  the  claims  of  humanity  as  those  lately 
perpetrated  by  their  descendants  in  Texas.  Those 
which  took  place  in  South  America,  some  years  since, 
were,  if  possible,  more  frightful  and  revolting  to  humani- 
ty. We  did  not  then  throw  ourselves  into  the  conflict, 
and  he  trusted  we  would  not  now.  A  war  for  revenge 
he  deprecated,  as  he  did  one  for  conquest.  He  saw,  as 
yet,  no  just  cause  for  expending  our  blood  and  our  trea- 
sure, and  he  hoped  that  all  who  had  a  voice  in  the  coun- 
cils of  the  nation  would  aid  in  preserving  our  neutrality. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  he  was  misapprehended,  if  it  was 
supposed  he  wished  to  press  the  consideration  of  this 
matter  now.  He  wished  merely  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  it,  and  he  had  succeeded  in  so  doing. 
The  final  action  upon  it  might  easily  be  deferred  for  a 
day  or  two.  We  had  rumors,  to  be  sure,  but  he  saw 
nothing  in  them  to  justify  any  act  of  extraordinary  vigi- 
lance on  our  part.  We  need  not  operate  defensively  or 
on  the  offensive  at  present.  Santa  Anna  had  done 
enough  to  curdle  our  blood,  and  shock  our  sensibilities, 
but  not  enough  to  justify  any  warlike  preparation.     He 
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would  wish  to  know,  however,  why  General  Gaines  had 
made  this  requisition  for  more  men.  It  had  been  stated 
that  the  Government  were  in  possession  of  all  the  facts; 
but  he  could  not  think  so.  He  does  not  intend  to  rush 
down  at  once  upon  tite  Mexican  leader-^consideringf 
him  as  a  monster  out  of  the  pale  of  humanity.  Such 
could  not  be  his  intention.  Was  there  not  something^ 
else?  Had  not  a  communication  from  Santa  Anna  to  the 
Camanche  Indians  been  intercepted?  If  so,  the  Presi- 
dent is  in  possession  of  the  fact.  We  cannot  interfere 
in  Texas:  it  is  beyond  our  reach.  But  if  this  ruthless 
desolator  of  that  province  has  instigated  the  Indians  to 
cross  the  frontier  and  descend  upon  our  settlements 
we  should  hold  him  responsible  for  every  drop  of  blood 
that  mny  be  shed.  If  such  a  movement  is  contemplated 
— if  it  is  takini;  place — then,  after  the  necessary  inform- 
ation, let  the  Senate  act.  He  agreed  with  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  that  an  increase  of  our  military  was  ne- 
cessary. 

Mr.  BENTON  felt  himself  called  upon  to  take  the 
floor  again,  and  to  protest  against  the  erroneous  char- 
acter which  £^entlemen  were  attributing  to  this  bill. 
There  seemed  to  be  a  design  to  get  up  a  new  panic — a 
war  panic — and,  having  lost  the  chance  of  the  French 
war  panic,  to  try  to  get  up  a  Mexican  war  panic.  We 
could  hear  of  nothing  but  of  the  dangers  of  war,  and  the 
duties  of  neutrality;  as  if  this  bill  was  to  make  war  and 
to  violate  neutrality.  People  at  a  distance  might  be  ex- 
cited by  this  new  panic,  as  they  had  been  by  so  many 
former  ones;  for  it  seemed  that  panic  tactics  was  the 
standing  order  of  the  day  now,  and  that  all  attempts  to 
influence  the  public  mind  were  to  be  directed,  not  to 
the  understandings,  but  to  the  terrors  of  the  people. 
Persons  at  a  distance  may  be  excited  by  this  fresh  ghost 
of  a  panic;  bat  every  person  here  knew,  and  the  bills 
and  reports  upon  the  tables  showed  the  fact,  that  this 
plan  for  increasing  the  »rmy  grew  out  of  the  state  of 
our  own  affairs;  that  it  was  a  northwestern,  and  not  a 
southwestern  measure;  and  that  it  was  begun  before 
General  Gaines  had  gone  to  the  Texas  frontier,  and  be- 
fore Santa  Anna  had  left  the  capital  of  Montezuma.  All 
this  was  known  here;  still,  people  at  a  distance  might  be 
induced  to  believe  that  the  proposed  increase  of«4he 
arroy  was  to  cover  a  premeditated  design  to  make  war 
upon  Mexico  and  to  violate  the  laws  of  neutrality^  This 
they  might  be  made  to  believe,  and  thereby  be  excited 
against  the  administration;  but  it  should  not  be  so  with- 
out being  told  better.  They  should  know  that  the 
350,000  Indians  accumulated  upon  the  western  and 
northwestern  frontier  was  the  origin  of  the  movement, 
and  the  Tex^n  difficulties  nothing  but  an  incident. 

General  Gaines's  letter,  calling  on  the  Governors  of 
States  for  volunteers,  was  only  published  in  this  city  on 
yeaterday;  the  bill  which  he  moved  to  Uke  up  was  re- 
ported six  weeks  ago,  and  originated  under  a  resolution 
adopted  on  the  2d  of  Febmary.  This  statement  should 
satisfy  everybody— should  dispel  the  panic  attempted 
to  be  got  up— and  show  that  the  defence  of  our  borders 
and  the  preservation  of  our  neutrality  were  the  sole  ob- 
jects in  view.  General  Gaines  has  reason  to  believe 
that  our  Indians  have  been  Umpered  with;  he  commu- 
nicates what  he  has  heard  to  the  Government  here,  and 
to  the  Governors  of  the  neighboring  States;  and  while 
these  circumstances  justify  him  in  calling  for  volunteers, 
yet  if  it  alt  turns  out  to  be  unfounded,  if  Texas  is  paci- 
fied, and  Santa  Anna  returns,  still  we  shall  go  on  with 
our  bill.  We  shall  go  on  demanding  an  increased  force 
upon  our  frontiers,  and,  if  we  cannot  get  it  from  the 
general  Government,  the  citizens  will  have  to  take 
measures  to  protect  themselves.  Fifty  thousand  Indian 
warriors  within  striking  distance  of  our  frontiers  cannot 
be  an  object  of  indifference  or  disregard  to  us; 

Here  is  another  evil  from  this  scheme  of  dividing  sur- 
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plus  revenue.  To  save  the  money  for  distribution,  it  is 
necessary  to  attack  the  objects  to  which  it  ought  to  be 
applied;  and,  where  the  object  cannot  beatUcked,  to 
substitute  an  erroneous  one  for  it.  To  save  the  surplus, 
then,  for  division,  is  the  cause  of  this  attempt  to  raise  a 
panic  about  the  violation  of  neutrality  and  the  invasion 
of  Mexico.  But  the  boasted  surplus  is  itself  an  illusion, 
a  mere  temporary  stoppage  of  money  in  the  Treasury, 
which  ought  long  since  to  have  been  in  a  course  of  ex- 
penditure. Almost  everv  branch  of  the  public  service 
was  suffering  for  want  of  money;  many  branches  of  the 
service  were  suspended  entirely  for  want  of  money. 
The  fortifications  have  been  stopped  for  two  seasons. 
The  mint  is  languishing  for  want  of  means  to  perfect 
some  machinery.  The  Quartermaster's  Department— that 
most  imporUnt  branch  of  service  at  all  times,  and  espe- 
cially at  this  time,  when  supplies  should  go  to  two  fron- 
tiers— that  Department  is  without  a  dollar.  Clerks  and 
salaried  officers  are  borrowing  money  at  usury  to  sup- 
port their  families,  because  they  cannot  draw  their  pay. 
More  than  that;  workmen,  day  laborers  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  are  without  the  means  of  going  to 
market.  He  (Mr.  B.)  had  been  informed  of  laborinf^ 
men,  working  for  the  United  States,  who  had  not  had 
meat  on  their  tables  for  three  weeks.  They  could 
not  draw  their  pay;  and  why  not?  Because  politi- 
cians had  Uken  it  into  their  heads  to  make  a  surplus, 
and  for  that  purpose  had  stopped  all  the  appropriation 
bills,  and  dammed  up  the  money  in  the  Treasury,  to 
make  a  tempting  mass  for  distribution,  and  dubbed  it 
surplus;  when  the  flict  was,  it  was  no  surplus,  bat  a 
mere  temporary  accumulation  caused  by  the  delay  of 
the  appropriation  bills,  and  much  of  it  long  since  due. 

The  holy  scriptures  (Mr.  B.  said)  contained  a  curse 
against  those  who  did  not  pay  the  laborer  his  hire;  and 
what  are  we  to  say  of  politicians  who,  to  tempt  the  peo- 
pie  with  an  illusory  distribution,  are  stopping  the  action 
of  the  Government,  preventing  the  laborer  from  being 
paid,  and  claiining  for  distribution  what  ought  to  be  in  a 
course  of  expenditure?  When  the  appropriation  bills 
are  passed— and  they  cannot  be  delayed  lone— it  will  be 
seen  that  every  dollar  of  this  boasted  surplus  will  be 
wanted  for  the  public  service,  and  that  the  public  have 
been  the  dupes  of  a  pernicious  deception,  in  being  told 
that  there  were  more  than  thirty  millions  which  could 
not  be  expended,  and  therefore  must  be  divided.  And 
this  was  the  secret  (Mr.  B.  said)  of  the  extraordinary 
process  of  passing  the  distribution  bill  first;  it  could  not 
be  passed,  if  it  waited  till  the  appropriations  were  made; 
for  then  it  would  be  seen  that  the  inexhaustible  surplus 
was  all  gone. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
question.  He  had  no  doubt  but  that  the  Government 
ot  the  United  States,  in  regard  to  Mexico,  had  pursued, 
and  would  pursue,  the  course  which  had  been  sanctioned 
by  all  its  experience  in  relation  to  questions  of  tiiis  kind. 
One  principle  had  been  established  in  the  political  his- 
tory of  the  country;  had  grown  with  its  growth,  and 
strengthened  with  its  strength;  and,  without  knowing 
what  the  President  bad  done  or  would  do  in  this  matter, 
he  had  no  doubt  but  he.  would  strictly  adhere  to  that  es- 
tablished principle  in  our  institutions,  never  to  interfere 
with  the  internal  policy  or  domestic  concerns  of  foreign 
nations.  The  famous  proclamation  of  neutrality  of 
General  Washington  first  asserted  that  principle,  and  to 
it  our  Government  had  always  adhered.  We  consider 
(said  Mr.  B.)  all  nations  <*  enemies  in  war,  and  in  peace, 
friends." 

In  regard  to  Mexico,  he  looked  upon  Santa  Anna  as 
a'  usurper.  The  federal  constitution,  established  for 
the  republic  uf  Mexico,  and  which  Texas,  as  a  part  of 
that  republic,  had  sworn  to  support,  had  been  trampled 
on  by  him;  and  Texas,  in  his  eyes,  and  in  the  eyes  of  all 
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mankind,  was  justified  in  rebelling  against  him.  Whe- 
ther the  Texans  acted  consistently  with  a  true  policy  at 
the  time,  in  declaring  their  independence,  he  should  not 
discuss,  nor  should  he  decide;  but,  as  a  man,  and  an 
American,  he  should  be  rejoiced  to  see  them  successful 
in  maintaining  their  liberties,  and  he  trusted  in  God 
they  would  be  so.  He  would,  however,  leave  them  to 
rely  on  their  own  bravery,  with  every  hope  and  prayer 
that  the  God  qf  battles  would  shield  them  with  his  pro- 
tection. 

If  Santa  Anna  excited  the  Indians  within  our  territo- 
ry to  deeds  of  massacre  and  blood;  if  he  should  excite 
a  spirit  among  them  which  he  cannot  restrain;  and  if, 
in  consequence,  the  blood  of  our  women  and  children 
on  the  frontiers  shall  flow,  he  undoubtedly  ought  to 
be  held  responsible.  Mr.  B.  saw  a  strong  necessity  for 
■ending  a  force  to  the  frontiers,  not  only  to  restrain  the 
natural  disposition  of  the  Indians  to  deeds  of  violence, 
but  because  they  could  place  no  confidence  in  a  noan 
who  had  so  little  command  of  his  temper,  who  bad 
shown  so  cruel  and  sanguinary  a  disposition  as  Santa 
Anna  had.  He  was  for  having  a  force  speedily  sent  to 
that  frontier,  and  a  force  of  mounted  men  or  dragoons, 
as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Livv;] 
but  he  was  against  interfering  in  the  war  now  raging  in 
Texas,  unless  an  attack  should  be  made  on  us. 

If  it  was  left  for  him  to  decide  which  bill  a  preference 
should  be  given  to  by  the  Senate,  he  would  first  take 
up  the  bill  providing  for  this  additional  force  for  the 
protection  of  the  frontiers;  but  he  had  been  instructed 
bv  an  authority  which  he  was  bound  to  respect  and 
obey,  and  he  must  therefore  vote  to  take  up  the  Und 
bill.  He  should  vote  with  the  warmest  friends  of  that 
bill  in  its  favor,  till  it  was  either  carried  through  or  de- 
feated. ToKlay  or  to-morrow  the  land  bill  would  be 
finally  disposed  of;  it  now  stood  in  the  way  of  every 
thing  else;  and  he  would  then  be  for  proceeding  with 
the  appropriation  bills  as  rapidly  as  posnbte.  He  should 
have  said  nothing  about  instructions,  had  not  this  ques- 
tion of  preference  been  brought  up.  After  the  decision 
of  the  Und  bill,  he  should  give  his  hearty  support  to 
carry  through  the  bills  necessary  for  the  defence  of  the 
country,  with  as  much  expedition  as  pomble. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  sUted  that  he  should  vote  for  the 
land  bill  in  preference  to  this  bill,  because  the  former 
would  ^ve  still  to  pass  the  other  House,  while  the  bill 
now  asked  to  be  considered  had  passed  that  House. 
As  far  as  he  had  seen  of  this  bill,  he  was  favorably  dis- 
posed towards  it.  But  he  was  desirous  to  have  a  day 
or  two  to  consider  of  the  amendments.  He  did  not 
wish  it  to  be  said  of  him  that  he  had  thrown  any  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  the  public  defence,  and  he  only  de- 
sired so  much  delay  as  would  enable  him  to  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  character  of  the  amendments. 

Mr.  LINN  said  that  gentlemen  were  much  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  this  proposition  to  increase  the  army 
grew  out  of  a  desire  to  increase  unnecessarily  the  ex- 
penditures of  the  Government,  or  out  of  the  state  of  af- 
fairs in  Texas,  or  with  a  view  to  a  war  with  Mexico.  It 
was  a  calm,  deliberate  proposition  of  his  own,  resulting 
from  bis  knowledge  of  Indian  character,  and  the  dangers 
to  which  his  constituents  were  exposed.  He  had  con- 
sulted the  Secretary  of  War,  and  many  of  his  friends, 
on  this  subject,  and  on  the  2d  of  February  he  intro- 
duced the  following  resolutions. 

1.  **Jiesoived,  That  the  Secretary  at  War  inform  the 
Senate  what  number  of  Indians  now  occupy  the  frontier 
on  the  southwest,  west,  north,  and  the  northeast  of  the 
United  States,  and  what  number  it  is  probable  will  be 
transferred  from  the  States  and  Territories  to  the  fron- 
tiers of  the  United  States. 

2.  **Resolved^  That  the  Secretary  at  War  also  inform 
the  Senate  whether,  in  his  opinion,  the  present  milita- 


te force  of  the  United  States  is  sufficient  to  giiard  the 
fortifications  on  the  seaboard,  and  at  the  same  time  give 
protection  to  the  inhabitants  residing  in  the  States  and 
Territories  bordering  on  the  Indian  frontier;  if  not, 
what  force  will,  in  his  opinion,  be  necessary  to  such  pro- 
tection." 

In  reply  to  this  call,  the  Secretary  at  War  returned 
an  interestinj^  and  elaborate  reply,  on  the  8lh  of  March. 
He  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  great  danger  existed 
from  the  Indians  to  the  frontier  States,  and  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  Congress  to  protect  them  against  aggres- 
sions, by  having  an  adequate  force  stationed  there,  suffi- 
cient to  look  down  opposition,  and  prevent  bloodshed. 
He  said  he  felt  deeply  for  the  Texans;  and,  great  aa 
the  calamities  of  war  were,  he  almost  desired  that  Mexi- 
co would  g^ve  us  sufficient  reason  to  embark  in  one; 
and  be  was  not  sure  but  they  had  placed  themselves  out 
of  the  pale  of  law  by  tb^  assassination  of  Colonel  Fan- 
nin and  his  foUowen. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  motion  of  Mr. 
BsHTov  was  negatived. 

LAND  BILL. 

The  bill  to  appropriate  for  a  limited  time  the  proceeds 
of  the  sales  of  the  public  Unds  among  the  States,  and  to 
grant  land  to  certam  States,  was  taken  up;  when  Messrs. 
WRIGHT  and  BENTON  severally  addressed  the  Senate 
in  speeches  of  some  length  in  opposition  to  the  bill;  after 
which  the  question  was  taken,  **  Shall  this  bill  pass.^" 
and  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative :  Yeas  25,  nays  20, 
as  follows! 

YxAs— Messra.  Black,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden, Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks, 
Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Man^um,  Naudain,  Nich- 
olas, Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbms,  Southard,  Swift, 
Tomlinsen,  Webster,  White— 25. 

Nats — Messn.  Benton,  Calhoun,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King 
of  Georgia,  Linn,  Moore,  Morris,  Niles,  Rives,  Robinson, 
Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wright— 20. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Thursdat,  Mat  5. 
LAND  BILL. 

Mr.  EWING  rose  to  move  a  correction  of  the  Journal 
of  yesterday's  proceedings.  He  observed,  on  hearing 
it  read  by  the  Secretary,  that  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
final  passage  of  the  land  bill  were  stated  to  have  been 
ordered  on  his  motion.  Now,  as  he  made  no  such  mo- 
tion, he  wished  the  Journal  to  be  so  corrected  that  the 
veas  and  nays  might  not  appear  to  have  been  ordered  at 
his  instance. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  felt  confident  that  the  yeas  and  nays 
were  ordered,  but  on  whose  motion  he  would  not  pre- 
tend to  say.  .He  was  under  the  impression  that  they 
were  ordered  shortly  after  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  CLAY  believed  that  the  yeas  and  nays  were  not 
called  for,  but  were  taken  under  an  impression  that  they 
had  been  ordered.  He  was  certain,  at  all  events,  that 
they  were  not  ordered  on  the  motion  of  his  friend  from 
Ohio,  who,  he  was  certain,  had  reasons,  as  well  as  him- 
self, for  not  calling  for  them,  m  reference  to  a  gentleman 
opposed  to  the  bill,  who  was  absent. 

M. .  WEBSTER  suggested  that  the  correction  could 
be  made  by  striking  out  the  words  *<on  motion  by  Mr. 
Ewivo,"  so  as  to  let  it  appear  on  the  Journal  that  the 
yeas  and  nays  were  ordered  by  one  fifth  of  the  members 
present. 

The  correction,  as  proposed  by  Mr.  Ewxvs,  was  then 
ordered. 
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DUTIES  ON  HEMP. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  yesterd^  by  Mr. 
Clat,  was  taken  np  for  consideration: 

Bewhedt  That  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  be  di- 
rected to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  amending  the 
existing  laws  as  to  subject  all  hemp  exported  into  the 
United  States  from  any  place  whatsoever,  to  the  same 
duty  as  Russian  hemp  may  be  liable  to  pay  for  the  time 
being. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  there  was  in  the  course  of  trade 
a  habit  of  introducing  Bengal  hemp,  and  some  other 
kinds  under  different  denominations,  free  from  duty,  ac- 
cording to  a  construction  (and,  as  he  thought,  an  errone- 
ous one)  of  the  Secretar]r  of  the  Treasury.  He  wished 
to  guard  against  this  evasion  of  the  laws,  and  have  it  sub- 
jected to  the  same  duties  that  Russian  hemp  was.  It 
came  into  competition  with  the  flax  and  manufiictured 
hemp  of  this  countryt  whereas  that  of  Russia,  so  far  as 
the  rigging  of  vessels  was  concerned,  did  not  interfere 
with  our  dew-rotted  hemp:  because  this  last,  not  absorb- 
ing tar,  and  from  other  causes,  was  not  calculated  for 

A  measure  bad  been  proposed  for  allowing  a  drawback 
upon  Russian  hemp  when  exported  to  foreign  countries. 
Though  he  dime  from  a  hemp-growing  section,  he  should 
offer  no  objection  to  it:  on  the  contrary,  he  would  give 
it  his  vote.  His  only  object  in  rising,  however,  was  to 
ask  for  a  consideration  of  this  resolution  now,  to  prevent 
any  further  evasion  of  existing  laws. 

Mr.  WALKER  expressed  a  hope  that  it  would  be  put 
on  record  that  the  day  after  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
and  bis  friends  had  obtained  their  victory,  in  the  passage 
of  the  land  bill,  that  Senator  had  offered  a  resolution  to 
increase  the  tariff*.  Re  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the 
resolution  of  inquiry,  but  he  wished  the  fiict  to  be  placed 
on  record. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied  tfiat  he  bad  no  objection  to  have 
the  feet  recorded  in  any  book  of  record  whatever,  pro- 
vided that,  when  recorded,  no  motion  should  afterwards 
be  entertained  for  expunging  it.  He  wished  also  to  have 
the  fact  accurately  stated.  This  proposition  was  not 
nude,  as  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  on  the 
day  afVer  the  passage  of  the  land  bill.  It  was  made  yes- 
terday— on  the  very  day  of  the  passage  of  that  measure; 
and  it  came  up  now  in  the  regular  coarse  of  business. 
Neither  is  :t  true  that  it  is  a  proposition  to  increase  the 
duties;  it  is  merely  to  prevent  an  evasion  of  existing  laws. 
Whenever  it  should  come  up  for  discussion^  he  should 
be  happy  to  listen  to  the  arguments  of  the  gentleman 
against  its  expediency,  and  should  no  doubt  be  convinced 
by  them.  He  would  advise  that  Senator,  however,  and 
those  who  acted  with  him,  if  they  wished  to  avoid  an  in- 
crease of  the  tariff",  to  stop  where  they  were;  to  make 
no  more  extravagant  appropriations;  to  pursue  no  longer 
the  course  thev  bad  adopted.  Ten  millions  for  the  Navy, 
and  fifteen  millions  for  the  War  Department!  Did  any 
one  believe  that  an  augmenUtion  of  the  tariff*  was  not  in- 
evitable,  if  this  wasteful  expenditure  was  countenanced 
and  sustained?  Let  the  gentleman  and  those  who«  with 
him,  have  the  power,  remove  the  public  treasure  from 
these  miserable  deposite  banks.  By  following  his  advice, 
wholesome  as  it  was,  they  might  remove  the  causes  of 
their  real  or  pretended  alarm.  He  did  not  expect  any 
discussion,  however,  on  the  adoption  of  a  mere  resolution 
of  inquiry,  much  less  to  be  called  upon  to  reply  to  a 
charge  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  it  was  his  opinion,  when  he  made 
his  former  remarks,  that  the  resolution  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  had  been  offered  this  morning;  but  whe- 
ther the  fact  was  so  or  not,  it  had  no  bearing  on  his  ob- 
servations; still  the  resolution  had  been  offered,  after 
the  victory  had  been  obtained  by  the  friends  of  the  land 
bill,  because  that  victory  was  achieved  when  the  ques- 


tion on  the  eng^rossment  of  the  bill  was  carried.  The 
fact  was  now  allowed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
that  an  increase  of  the  tariff  was  inevitable,  unless  we 
abandon  the  fortifications — unless  we  abandon  the  con- 
stitution and  the  defences  of  the  country.  If  we  are 
to  be  involved  in  a  war,  our  soldiers  must  march  to 
an  undefended  frontier  to  shed  their  blood,  instead 
of  having  the  assistance  of  fortifications,  by  which 
blood  would  be  saved.  He  denied  that  there  was  any 
such  sum  appropriated  for  defences  as  by  the  land 
bill,  which  gave  thirty  or  forty  millions  away;  the  first 
fourteen  millions  to  be  drawn  out  on  the  1st  of  July, 
which  would  have  a  greater  tendency  to  render  an  in- 
crease of  the  tariff  necessary  than  the  operation  of  the 
land  bill,  which  threw  the  Government  for  its  resources 
on  the  tariff*  alone.  Since  the  land  bill  had  passed,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  increase  the  tariff*.  If  this  was  a 
mere  evasion  of  the  law,  there  could  be  no  legislation 
necessary:  the  duties  could  be  recovered  by  process  of 
law.  We  shall  hear  more  of  these  evasions,  if  we  ado|>t 
this  resolution,  and  act  according  to  its  spirit.  This  is 
the  plan  by  which  the  tariff'is  to  be  increased.  We  shall 
have  evasions  on  sugar,  evasions  on  every  article  of  pro- 
duce.  T^ere  is  another  measure,  also,  which  is  to  be 
carried  into  eff'ect  by  means  of  the  land  bill.  These 
miserable  banks,  as  the  Senator  calls  them,  are  to  be 
put  down.  If  the  people  can  be  made  to  believe  that 
the  money  is  unsafe  in  these  banks,  the  eff*ect  will  be  to 
brine  about  that  very  insolvency  which  is  foretold.  On 
the  1st  of  July,  fourteen  millions  are  required  by  the 
land  bill  to  be  drawn  out  of  the  Treasury;  and  a  distrust 
is  to  be  scattered  among  the  people,  which  will  tend  to 
put  down  these  banks. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  be  regretted  being  called  upon  to  say 
one  word  more.  Ha  did  not  know  to  what  be  was  in- 
debted for  the  honor— an  honor  very  often  tendered 
him— of  being  replied  to  and  opposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi.  He  will,  for  the  future,  howwer, 
allow  me  to  use  m^  own  language,  and  not  put  words 
into  my  mouth  which  I  have  not  used.  He  had  made 
no  avowal  of  a  wish  or  intention  to  increase  the  tariflT; 
he  had  merely  said  that,  in  the  contingency  of  such  an 
extravagant  course  being  continued  in,  such  an  increase 
would  inevitably  take  place. 

If,  however,  the  aff*airs  of  this  Government  were  wisely 
administered,  there  would  be  no  necessity  of  augment- 
ing the  existing  duties;  on  the  contrary,  a  reduction  ia 
them  might  very  properly  take  place.  We  were  told 
by  one  ofthe  wisest  of  the  numerous  wise  heads  that  have 
been  in  the  Treasury,  that  fifteen  millions  per  annum  was 
required  for  our  current  wants;  and  now  seventeen  mil- 
lions was  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  York.  Nor 
was  that  all.  Lieutenants  in  the  army,  subaltern  ofiicersy 
and  others,  had  off'ered  their  suggestions;  and  thirty  or 
forty  millions  was  to  be  appropriated  for  the  defences  of 
the  country!  Magical  words!  Who  was  not  anxious  for  the 
safety  of  the  country?  But  were  we  to  be  thus  deceived? 
In  England,  at  this  very  moment,  there  was  no  cit^  of 
consequence — neither  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Birming- 
ham, nor  York — which  was  fortified,  or  had  even  the 
appearance  of  a  fort.  And  why?  Because  they  trusted 
to  their  navy  for  the  preservation  of  the  great  interests 
of  that  country. 

Gentlemen,  however,  were  not  satisfied  with  an  ap- 
propriation often  millions  for  the  navy;  they  wanted  the 
whole  line  of  coast  fortified,  so  that,  as  his  colleague  had 
observed  the  other  day,  g^n  for  gun  might  be  heard 
from  one  extremity  of  the  coast  to  the  other — ^a  measure 
got  up  and  advocated  for  the  one  and  only  purpose  of 
preserving  in  these  deposite  banks,  and  keeping  from 
distribution,  the  public  money— money  which  belonged 
to  the  country  at  large,  and  for  which,  if  a  demand  wai 
made,  the  consequence  would  be  a  failure  to  meet  it.  \  \ 
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He  regretted  exceedingly,  and  knew  not  why  it  waa, 
that  the  gentleman  from  Minisstppi  had  assumed  this 
an-tag-o-nis'ti-cal  (he  believed  that  was  the  Tathionable 
phrase)  position  towards  him.  He  was  willing,  at  all 
times,  and  on  all  occasions,  to  acknowledge  his  own  in- 
feriority to  that  gentleman.  1  he  triumph  was  his.  Let 
him  be  at  ease,  then;  and  when  be  quoted  other  avowals, 
quote  this  also. 

Mr.  WALK  BR  replied  that  he  bad  only  a  single  re- 
mark to  made,  and  that  merely  in  reference  to  the  con- 
cluding observations  of  the  gentleman.  He  was  not  the 
first  to  commence  this  warfare.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, in  a  speech  of  great  eloquence  and  ability,  had 
opposed  a  measure  of  his.  As  to  mental  powers,  he 
readily,  not  in  a  spirit  of  irony,  but  with  the  most  per- 
fect sincerity,  admitted  that  Senator's  infinite  superiority 
to  him. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  perhaps  it  would  be  better  at 
once  to  enter  into  a  treaty  of  peace  and  amity  with  the 
gentleman.  He  would  give  htm  a  earU  blanche/  support 
any  measure  of  his,  unless  it  should  happen  to  be  in  be- 
half of  the  igtuUlert-^he  could  not  stand  tliat. 

I'he  resolution  was  then  agreed  to. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr,  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  civil 
and  diplomatic  expenses  of  Government  for  the  year 
1836. 

The  amendment  making  an  appropriation  of  |2,500 
to  enable  the  Secretary  to  distribute,  as  ordered  by  a  re- 
solution of  the  Senate,  a  compilation  of  documents  rela- 
tive to  land  titles,  being  under  consideration — 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  strike  out  the  provision  for 
giving  one  set  to  each  Senator.  He  thought  it  had  been 
considered  as  settled,  for  two  sessions  past,  that  they  were 
done  with  giving  themselves  books  at  the  public  ex- 
pense. It  had  been  stated  in  the  other  House  by  Mr. 
Johnson,  of  Tennessee,  that  it  would  take  about  one 
thousand  dollars  to  each  member,  to  put  him  on  the 
same  footing,  with  respect  to  books,  as  the  old  members. 
He  was  aware  that  it  was  an  exceedingly  ungracious 
task  to  oppose  giving  the  same  books  to  the  new  mem- 
bers that  had'heen  given  to  the  old;  but  the  thing  bad 
been  commenced  two  years  ago,  by  his  friend  from  Geor- 
gia, [Mr.  KiFo,]  who  deserved  the  thanks  of  the  country 
for  calling  their  attention  to  one  of  the  grossest  abuses. 
This  was  one  of  the  greatest  impositions  that  had  ever 
come  to  his  notice,  with  the  exception,  perhaps,  of  one 
enormous  and  flagrant  abuse— a  work  that  was  to  go  on  for 
years,  to  an  unknown  extent,  and  then  to  be  distributed  to 
those  who  were  members  of  the  22d  Congress.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  proposed  to  give  copies  to  the 
legal  representatives  of  such  of  the  members  as  have 
<lied;  but  it  was  certain  that  they  would,  under  the  pro- 
vision of  the  resolutions,  bsve  a  right  to  them.  They 
might  go  to  the  assignees  of  these  members;  and  it  had 
been  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Kive,] 
that  a  member  of  Congress  had  sold  to  a  bookseller  in 
this  place,  for  ten  dollars,  his  share  of  that  which  was  to 
cost  the  United  States  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars. 

Mr.  B.  here  spoke  of  the  uselcssness  of  the  work 
proposed  to  be  distributed,  and  the  shameful  waste 
of  public  money  in  printing  such  a  mass  of  worthless 
matter.  The  principal  part  of  the  publication  related 
to  the  preliminary  proceedings  in  investigating  the  titles 
to  lands,  which  were  not  worthy  of  preservation,  as  eve* 
xy  thing  relating  to  land  titles  was  merged  in  the  pat- 
ents which  had  since  issued.  There  were,  Mr.  B.  said, 
in  an  office  in  this  city,  about  five  hundred  volumes  of 
documents,  which  he  apprehended  cost  the  Government 
far  beyond  $1,000,  and  he  should  consider  them  a  dear 
bargain  at  $100.     He  had,  it  was  true,  voted  at  first  for 


some  of  these  books,  till  his  attention  was  called  to  the 
subject;  but  since  then^  he  had  strongly  resisted  all  such 
appropri^ions.  He  presumed,  as  the  books  bad  been 
printed  and  paid  for,  that  they  must  be  distributed;  but 
he  was  opposed  to  that  part  of  the  distribution  which 
referred  to  their  worthy  selves,  and  be  would  therefore 
move  to  strike  out  that  part  of  the  amendment  which 
gives  one  copy  to  each  member  of  Congress. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  the  distribution  would  be  made 
in  the  usual  way.  The  question  involved  in  the  amend- 
ment was  merely  whether  they  should  be  distributed,  as 
they  were  already  ordered  and  paid  for,  or  whether 
they  should  remain  in  the  lumber-room.  He  hoped  the 
amendment  would  not  prevail. 

Mr.  BENTON  replied  that  they  did  well  to  appropri- 
ate  money  for  the  transportation  of  these  books,  for 
whoever  they  were  to  be  sent  to  would,  cheap  as  trans- 
portation now  was,  hardly  be  willing  to  pay  for  ^tting 
such  useless  lumber.  He  had,  therefore,  no  objection 
to  pay  for  sending  them  away;  but  be  was  opposed  to 
giving  them  to  members  of  Congress.  He  would  rather 
give  them  away  to  anybody  that  woulc)  take  them. 
They  might  be  useful  to  the  grocers,  if  the  leaves  had 
not  been  cut;  but  as  it  was,  they  were  hardly  worth  hav- 
ing to  wrap  a  herring  up  in.  Such  had  been  the  enor- 
mity of  the  abuse  in  printing  worthless  documents,  that 
he  had  been  told  by  the  servants  of  the  boarding-houses 
that  the  mass  printed  during  the  panic  session  had  glut- 
ted the  market,  and  that  their  perquisites  had  follen  to 
about  two  cents  per  pound.  The  gentleman  near  hin> 
smiled  at  what  he  said;  but  he  would  tell  him  that  if  he 
would  take  his  little  children  to  a  shoe  store  and  buy  a 
pair  of  shoes,  he  would  find  that  they  woukl  be  wrapped 
up  in  public  documents.  Buy  whatever  he  would  in 
any  of  the  stores  of  this  city,  he  would  find  his  purchases 
wrapped  up  in  papers  that  bad  been  printed  by  order  of 
Congress.  Indeed,  such  had  been  the  profusion  with 
which  these  public  documents  had  been  printed,  that 
they  had  greatly  depreciated  even  as  wrapping-paper ; 
there  was  no  doubt  of  there  being  a  surplus  there.  If 
no  other  disposition  could  be  made  of  these  documents, 
they  might  put  them  to  the  same  use  that  the  Ottoman 
conqueror  did  the  books  of  the  Alexandria  library— dis- 
tribute them  among  the  public  booths,  to  be  used  as  fueL 
There  were  public  booths  in  this  city,  where  these  docu- 
ments might  be  found  useful  in  the  same  way.  Mr.  B. 
was  opposed,  out  and  out,  to  giving  these  documents  to 
the  members  of  Congress,  and  be  therefore  aaked  the 
yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion. 

Mr.  HILL  said  the  number  of  volumes  was  five,  and 
they  were  not  worth,  for  anybody's  use,  the  trouble  of 
carrying  them  home.  There  were,  at  a  former  session, 
850  additional  copies  ordered  out  of  the  contingent  fund, 
by  a  simple  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Poindexter,  and 
the  cost  of  which  amounted  to  $57,000.  They  were 
made  up  of  mere  notes  taken  in  relation  to  the  public 
lands,  and  he  believed  were  not  even  of  any  value  to  the 
Territories;  and  if  this  was  not  extravagance,  he  did  not 
know  what  was. 

Mr.*  BENTON  here  read  extracts  from  one  of  the 
volumes,  taken  at  random,  he  said,  from  the  pile,  and 
opened  in  the  middle,  which  were  a  fair  sample  of  the 
whole  publication.  There  never  was,  he  said,  a  gross- 
er imposition  practised  than  was  done  in  the  publication 
of  this  work.  Here  was  a  sample  of  the  five  volumes, 
and  the  whole  related  to  land  titles  thirty  years  ago, 
which  were  all  merged  in  the  patents,  the  only  titles  now 
necessary  to  be  looked  at. 

Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio  had  not  examined  these  docu- 
ments to  ascertain  their  value,  but  be  had  found  some  of 
a  similar  kind  very  useful  and  valuable  as  books  of  refer- 
ence to  members,  on  the  subject  of  public  lands. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  observed,  that  this  was  a  subject  of 
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which  he  profeised  to  have  no  knowledge.  Whether 
these  books  were  useful  or  not,  could  better  be  judged  of 
by  gentlemen  coming  from  the  States  where  the  public 
lands  were.  AH  he  rose  to  say  was,  that  he  thought  it 
unnecessary  to  delay  the  appropriation  bill  in  questions 
of  this  kind,  and  that  the  best  way  would  be  to  reject  the 
amendment  at  once. 

Mr.  WALKER  did  not  concur  with  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  in  his  opinion  as  to  the  value  of  these  books. 
As  books  of  reference,  he  had  found  them  very  useful 
while  on  the  Select  Committee;  and  although  there 
might  be  a  great  deal  in  them  that  was  not  worth  print- 
ing, yet  he  did  not  think  that  he  could  have  got  on  with- 
out them.  As  regarded  their  distribution,  be  thought, 
with  his  friend  from  Missouri,  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
given  to  Senators  individually,  though  it  would  be  pro- 
per to  give  them  to  them  in  their  official  characters,  to 
be  retained  while  thfy  were  in  the  Senate,  and  to  be 
handed  over  to  their  successors  on  leaving  it. 
*  Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  thought,  at  the  time  the  reso- 
lution was  adopted,  that  they  would  be  paying  for  a 
useless  work.  Some  of  the  matter  contained  in  the  pub- 
lication might  be  useful,  but  a  great  deal  of  it  certainly 
was  not  so.  A  great  deal  of  it  had  been  printed  before 
in  another  work,  as  the  Senator  from  Missouri  had  well 
observed,  and  they  had  therefore  to  pay  double  for  the 
inme  matter.  But  the  time  had  gone  by,  when  it  would 
be  profitable  to  discuss  this  question — ^they^  had  got  the 
work;  and  the  question  was,  what  were  they  to  do  with 
it?  As  regarded  the  distribution,  he  was  opposed  on 
principle  to  the  giving  books  to  Senators.  If  the  work 
was  at  all  useful,  let  all  the  copies,  said  Mr.  K.,  be 
thrown  into  the  library  of  Cong^ress. 

Mr.  BENTON  referred  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
to  two 'publications— one  being  a  compilation  of  docu- 
ments relative  to. the  public  lands,  by  Matthew  St.  Clair 
Clarke,  and  the  other  a  work  now  going  on  by  Gales  & 
Seaton,  in  which  the  Senator  would  find  all  the  infor- 
mation he  wanted  in  a  more  compendious  form,  without 
being  cumbered  with  the  mass  of  obsolete  and  useless 
matter  that  loaded  this  publication.  He  wished  the  gen- 
tleman to  be  informed  that  the  type  set  up  on  this  work 
was  taken  in  the  form  already  set  up  from  another  office; 
so  that  the  Senate  was  paying  for  the  same  work  twice. 
Let  the  gentleman  refer  to  the  collections  relating  to  the 
public  lands  now  going  on  by  Gales  &  Seaton,  and  he 
would  find  all  the  information  he  wanted  in  a  more  com- 
pendious form. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  wished  the  Senate  to  negative  the 
whole  amendment.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  involved  in 
a  debate  on  the  printing  and  distribution  of  documents, 
to  the  delay  of  the  most  important  appropriation  biH. 

Mr.  LINN  could  not  entirely  concur  with  his  col- 
league as  to  the  value  of  these  documents.  Although 
much  useless  matter  might  have  been  printed,  yet  he 
thought  they  contained  a  great  deal  of  useful  information. 

Mr.  BLACK  said  the  only  way  in  which  these  books 
were  valuable,  was,  to  Committees  on  Private  Land 
Claims;  when  claims  were  presented,  by  turning  to  these 
books,  the  proceedings  bad  in  relation  to  them  could  be 
found,  and  attempts  at  imposition  could  be  detected. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said,  af^er  the  expression  given  by  the 
Senate,  he  would  vote  for  the  bill  as  amended  by  the 
Senator  from  Missouri.  He  would,  however,  state  a  fact 
within  his  knowledge,  which  was,  that  three  of  these 
volumes  were  mere  transcripts,  word  for  word,  and 
letter  for  letter,  of  three  other  volumes;  and  he  remem- 
bered very  well,  when  the  resolution  authorizing  their 
publication  was  offered,  (which  he  supposed,  at  the  time, 
was  for  some  temporary  publication,  and  never  dreamed 
that  the  whole  expense  would  amount  to  $500;  and 
never  knew  of  the  enormous  expense  incurred  until  his 
attention  was  drawn  to  it  by  an  estimate  made  in  the 


other  House,}  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  had  com- 
plained that  they  encumbered  his  room.  The  books 
were  already  purchased,  and  the  lumber  was  on  their 
hands;  and  the  only  question  now  was,  whether  they 
should  distribute  it. 

Mr.  BsKToir's  motion  was  then  adopted;  and  the 
question  recurring  on  the  amendment  of  the  committee^ 

Mr.  KING  of  Georgia  observed,  that  he  had  already 
said  so  much  in  relation  to  the  printing  of  books,  that  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  say  any  thing  now,  further 
than  that  he  agreed  with  his  friend  from  Missouri  as  to 
the  utter  worthlessness  of  these  books.  If  useful  at  all, 
they  could  only  be  so  to  the  Committee  on  Private  Land 
Claims;  and  it  had  been  well  observed,  that  they  might 
obtain  all  the  information  that  was  in  these  documents 
and  in  other  publications  that  had  been  made  by  order  of 
the  Senate,  in  a  much  more  compendious  form.  He  did 
not  want  any  of  them  to  be  on  his  table;  and  he  would 
g^ve  them  away  to  anybody  that  would  take  them. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
providing  for  the  sending  of  one  copy  of  the  publication 
to  the  Historical  Society  of  Rhode  Island,  and  one  copy 
to  a  college  in  that  State.  Mr.  K.  said  it  seemed  that 
these  books  were  of  no  value  to  anybody,  and  yet  they 
were  extremely  loath  to  part  with  them.  He  thought 
they  would  increase  in  value  as  they  increased  in  age. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  did  not  care  much  about  the  distri- 
bution of  these  books;  but  as  it  appeared,  that  there  were 
books  to  be  given  away,  he  would  only  say  that  be  lefl 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  1831,  and  came  into  the 
Senate  in  1834;  consequently,  he  found  himself  entitled 
to  no  books*  He  thought  that  when  books  were  to  be 
distributed,  he  and  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
CvTHBEst]  ought  to  have  a  share. 

Mr.  BENTON  observed  that  this  showed  what  a  vile 
thing  it  was.  Here  were  members  sitting  on  that  floor 
who  were  entitled  to  no  books,  while  those  who  had 
been  out  of  Congress  for  four  years  could  get  them;  and 
if  they  had  died  in  the  interim,  the  books  must  go  to 
their  heirs. 

Mr.   Kitight's  amendment  was  rejected. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  bill  was  further 
annended  by  the  iilsertion  of  an  appropriation  of  three 
hundred  dollars  for  completing  the  medals  heretofore 
voted  to  General  Ripley. 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  to  amend  tbe  bill  by  adding 
an  appropriation  of  20,000  dollars  for  the  erection  of  a 
court-house  for  the  courts  of  the  United  States  in 
Charleston,  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BLACK  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  add- 
ing an  appropriation  of  20,000  dollars  for  the  erection 
of  a  court-house  for  the  courts  of  the  United  States  at 
Jackson,  Mississippi. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  moved  further  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment by  adding  an  appropriation  for  the  erection  of  a 
court-house  for  the  courts  of  the  United  States  at  Phila- 
delphia. " 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  PRESTON,  BLACK, 
BUCHANAN,  WEBSTER,  and  MANGUM, 

Mr.  PRESTON  withdrew  his  motion,  and  the  mo- 
tions of  Messrs.  Black  and  Bucbiitav  consequently 
fell  with  it. 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking 
out  the  appropriation  of  340,000  dollars  for  the  contin- 
gent expenses  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  which, 
he  said,  was  extravagant  and  unnecessary,  and  insert 
140,000  dollars. 

After  some  opposition  from  Mr.  WEBSTER,  this 
amendment  was  rejected. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio,  the  bill  was 
amended  by  inserting  an  appropriation  for  the  survey  of 
lands  lately  acquired  from  the  Indians  in  the  Wisconsin 
Territory. 
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The  amendments  of  the  committee  were  then  concur- 
red in,  and  the  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate;  when 

Mr.  KINQ  of  Georgia  moved  to  amend  it  by  striking 
out  the  appropriation  of  $20,000  for  the  documentary 
history  of  the  revolution  now  in  progress  by  Matthew 
St.  Clair  Clarke  and  Peter  Force. 

Mr.  BENTON  hoped  that  the  motion  to  strike  out  this 
tppropriation  would  prevail.  He  waji  rejoiced  to  see 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  persisting  in  the  good  work, 
and  he  would  enlist  with  him  for  the  war.  The^  had 
already  paid  $20,000  for  this  work,  without  seemg  a 
page  of  it;  and  that,  he  thought,  was  enough  to  break 
up  this  improper  contract.  He  thought  that  this  work 
was  stopped  two  years  ago;  but  now  it  seemed  that  more 
money  was  asked  for  it.  His  attention  had  been  called 
to  some  remarks  made  in  relation  to  this  work  the  other 
day  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  which  he  would 
now  read  for  the  bene6t  of  the  Senate. 

[Here  Mr.  B.  read  some  remarki  made  by  Mr. 
JoHBSoir  of  Tennessee.] 

That  gentleman  stated  in  his  place  that  there  was  a 
bill  brought  in  to  print  this  work  at  f  8  per  volume,  and 
that  it  was  rejected  by  the  House  on  account  of  the 
price;  yet,  at  the  succeeding  session,  another  bill  was 
brought  in,  whiph  was  hurried  through  almost  without 
notice,  at  the  heels  of  the  session,  giving  $13  50  for  this 
same  work.  The  gentleman  further  informed  him,  that, 
on  searching  among  the  files  of  the  House  for  this 
manuscript  bill  that  bad  been  thus  rejected,  they  found 
the  bills  immediately  before  and  after  it;  but  that  bill 
could  not  now  be  found.  AH  this  showed  that  the  con- 
tract had  been  obtained  in  an  improper  manner. 

I  am  to  receive  (said  Mr.  B.)  $263  worth  of  this  work; 
while  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey,  [Mr.  Will,] 
who  sits  on  my  right,  is  to  receive  nothing.  At  least 
on&4ialf  of  those  who  were  now  members  of  Congress 
would  get  no  copies,  while  those  who  were  mem- 
bers of  the  32d  Congress  would  get  them;  or,  if  they 
should  not  now  be  delivered,  they  would  be  given  to 
their  executors.  Two  years  ago,  (said  Mr.  B.,}  we 
struck  out  this  thing,  and  the  next  morning  it  was  rein- 
stated. This  session  it  was  struck  out  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  the  next  morhinj^  it  was  in  like 
manner  reinstated.  Night  work,  sir,  night  work,  (said 
Mr.  B.;)  what  was  done  in  the  morning  was  undone  at 


night. 
The 


The  extentjto  which  this  work  was  carried  was  a  great 
abuse.  The  contract  was  got  through  for  a  work  pro- 
fessing to  be  a  documentary  history  of  the  revolution, 
«nd  they  had  got  matter  as  far  back  as  the  settlement 
of  the  pilgrims;  while  they  had  to  pay  double  as  much 
as  the  work  could  be  printed  for  anywhere  else.  He 
hoped  the  appropriation  would  be  struck  out.  Every 
thing  that  these  gentlemen  had  been  compiling  would 
be  found  in  the  library  of  Congress  or  in  the  library  of 
the  Department  of  State;  so  that  the  compilers  had  not 
been  put  to  much  trouble  in  making  their  collections. 
He  was  for  puttinr  a  stop  at  once  to  the  work;  and  if 
the  compilers  could  show  that  they  were  damnified,  he 
would  readily  agree  to  pay  them,>nd  pay  them  liberally. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  said,  that  when  a  contract  had  been 
made,  and  the  work  commenced  under  it,  it  then  would 
be  a  violation  of  the  principles  of  justice  in  refusing  to 
go  on  with  it.  This  was  an  appropriation  bill  for  items 
allowed  by  law,  and,  while  the  contract  stood,  it  did  not 
seem  to  him  to  be  honest  to  withhold  payment.  If  there 
was  any  thing  wrong  in  the  matter,  the  proper  way 
would  be  to  let  a  resolution  of  inquiry  be  oflTered,  and  a 
committee  of  investigation  appointed.  But  when  a  con- 
tract was  made  for  a  work  to  be  published,  they  could 
not  refuse  an  appropriation  to  complete  it.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  had  made  charges  upon  mere  alle- 
gations. 


[Mr.  BENTON  said  he  had  based  his  charges  upon 
what  a  member  had  said  in  his  place  on  the  floor  of 
Congress.] 

The  Senator,  then,  (said  Mr.  8.,)  rests  his  charges 
upon  the  allegation  of  what  a  member  of  the  other 
House  had  said  in  his  place,  although  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives had  passed  the  bill  in  the  face  of  the  state- 
ment of  that  member.  He  would  be  unwilling,  for  his 
part,  to  proceed  in  any  case  on  such  evidence  alone.  He 
would  first  ask  for  the  evidence,  before  he  could  do  what 
he  was  here  asked  to  do.  Did  it,  he  asked,  dissolve 
them  from  the  contract,  because  the  work  was  worth- 
less? The  inquiry  whether  the  work  was  worth  the 
continuation  of  its  publication,  would  be  proper  enough. 
But  when  the  Secretary  of  State  made  the  contract,  it 
was  in  the  power  of  Congress  either  to  confirm  or  reject; 
but  they  confirmed  it.  He  gave  no  opinion  of  the  value  of 
the  work  at  present.  He  spoke  of  the  importance  of  pre- 
serving the  records  of  the  early  history  of  our  country,  and 
to  which  he  cared  nothing  about  the  expense.  He  was  not 
willing  that  the  Senate,  at  a  single  jump,  ;should  violate  the 
rights  of  parties;  but,  with  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts, [Mr.  WsasTxs,]  he  was  willing  that  a  committee 
should  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  matter. 

[At  the  close  of  Mr.  South  a  no's  remarks,  a  sam- 
ple of  the  work  under  discussion  was  handed  to  several 
of  the  Senators.] 

Mr.  HILL  said  he  did  not  wish  to  consume  the  time 
of  the  Senate,  to  throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the 
passage  of  the  appropriation  bill;  but  to  prevent 
an  improvident  contract  being  fastened  upon  the 
nation,  it  was  indispensable  that  the  item  of  twenty 
thousand  dollars  towards  the  publication  of  the  work 
of  Messrs.  Clarke  k.  Force  should  be  stricken  out;  if 
that  item  was  retained,  we  woukl  hereaAer  have  no 
hope  tl^at  an  immense  expenditure  would  be  avoided. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  had  said  that  the  original 
bill  which  authorized  this  expenditure  had  passed  with- 
out the  attention  of  anybody.  The  Senator  was  under 
a  mistake;  and  he  (Mr.  H.)  would  refer  to  the  Senate 
Journal  of  1833,  to  prove  the  fact.  On  the  2rth  of  Feb- 
ruary, three  days  before  the  close  of  the  sesMon,  three 
propositions  of  immense  jobs  of  printing  were  brought 
up  at  the  same  time.  Each  of  these  propositions^ 
as  were  many  others  of  a  like  tenor,  was  reported 
and  recommended  by  the  Library  Committee,  who  had 
always  been  exclusively  of  one  political  party.  Reports 
from  that  committee  had  usually  been  made  in  whisper*, 
in  so  low  a  tone  of  voice,  that  it  bad  been  impossible 
for  him  [Mr.  Hill]  to  hear  them  when  they  were  made; 
but  all  three  of  these  propositions  fur  printing  had  at- 
tracted his  attention  when  they  csme  up  for  a  third  read- 
ing. The  first  proposition  was  for  a  continuation  of 
Gales  &  Seaton's  compilation  of  State  Papers,  extending 
that  work  eight  volumes,  and  involving  an  expense  to  the 
Treasury  of  $63,000.  Mr.  Foot,  the  late  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  was  then  in  the  chair;  and  I  called  for  the 
ayes  and  noes  to  be  taken  on  the  question.  The  atten- 
tion of  so  few  was  called  to  the  subject,  and  the  question 
was  so  hurried  by  the  Chair,  that  one-fifth  of  the  Senate 
failed  to  respond  to  the  call  I  then  made.  Then,  almost 
in  the  same  breath,  came  up  for  consideration  the  bill 
to  provide  for  the  publication  of  a  stereotype  edition 
of  the  laws  of  the  United  States  bv  Duff  Green.  Al- 
though his  proposition  was  nearly  double  the  price  at 
which  the  same  work^ad  been  ottered  by  several  other 
printers,  it  was  passed  by  a  vote  of  twenty-five  to  seven. 
On  this  proposition,  which  involved  an  expenditure  of 
at  least  $125,000,  I  was  able  to  obtain  the  ayes  and  noes, 
and  six  other  Senators  voted  with  me  against  the  bill. 
Then  succeeded  immediately  the  bill  making  provision 
for  the  publication  of  the  documentary  history  of  the 
revolution  by  Messrs.  Clarke  &  Force;  and  on  the  ques- 
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lion  of  ito  paitftge,  my  call  for  the  lyes  and  noes  was 
not  suitaioed  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senaton  present:  the 
occupant  of  the  chair  hurryinff  the  decision,  and  evin- 
cing little  disposition  to  gratify  my  Wish  to  ascertain 
who  was  in  ftivor  and  who  against  this  eztravsgant  ex- 
penditure for  public  printing.  This  third  resolution, 
at  the  minimum  calculation,  involved  an  expenditure 
of  sbout  #500,000 — It  may  amount  to  two  or  four  mil- 
ljons{  nay»  there  is  no  limit  to  it.  The  publication 
may  include  every  thing  connected  with  the  time  of 
the  revolution. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark,  continued  Mr.  H.»  that  all 
these  extravagant  projects  for  printing  have  been  in  fa- 
vor of  one  side  of  the  question  exclusively.  The  three 
propositions  to  which  1  have  adverted  embraced  each 
branch  of  the  opposition.  Gales  &  Seaton  were  to  have 
a  fat  job,  and  Duff  Green's  friends  insisted  that  he 
should  have  one  also.  When  the  proposition  came  to 
be  considered  in  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the 
last  night  of  the  session.  Gales  &  Seaton's  and  Clarke 
&  Force's  bills  passed— both  belonging  to  and  inclu- 
ding one  branch  of  the  opposition.  Duff  Green's  prop- 
osition to  stereotype  the  laws  and  treaties  failed;  thev 
diBappointiiig  the  other  branch  of  the  opposition.  But 
this  disappointment  was  made  up  at  the  beginning  of 
the  next  session,  (1834,)  by  a  resolution  of  a  late  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi,  (Mr.  Poindexter,}  authorizing  the 
publication  of  land  documents,  which  also  passed  with- 
out  attracting  sufficient  attention  of  the  Senators  to  call 
for  a  division  of  the  question— probably  when  not  half 
a  dozen  Senators  heard  the  resolution  rekd.  The  exe- 
5"*j*>»o^  this  measure  has  involved  an  expenditure  of 
957,327  to  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate;  and  the  result  is,  the  publication  of  five  folio 
volumes,  sixteen  hundred  copies  each— or  eight  thous- 
and volumes  in  the  whole— «  lumber,  which  has  been 
proved  to  be  of  no  use  to  every  nine  hundred  and  nine- 
ty-nine  in  a  thousand  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States— a  publication  so  useless^  as  really  mA  to  be  worth 
thepric^  of  transport  for  members  carrying  it  home, 
and  which  now  encumbers  the  rooms  of  the  Capitol. 
Three  of  these  folios  were  but  a  reprint  of  the  very  doc- 
uaients  published  by  Gales  Be  Seaton;  and  they  were 
*^jj«  pwnted,  in  the  same  year,  at  the  public  expense. 

The  price  of  the  proposed  publication  is  said  to  be 
f  13  62  per  volunfe— about  twice  as  much  as  the  price 
of  Con^^resB  printing;  and  this  Congress  printing  is 
imich  higher  than  the  prices  of  printing  in  all  our  prin- 
cipal towns.  This  matter  of  printing  is  alleged  to  be  a 
small  affair,  not  worthy  of  the  attention  of  Senators. 
Althou^  it  is  a  subject  of  little  interest  here,  it  may  be 
interesting  elsewhere,  to  look  into  the  expenditures  for 
public  printing  at  this  point.  Prom  a  report  of  the 
Secretaiy  of  the  Senate,  made  at  the  commencement  of 
the  present  session,  I  have  taken  the  footings  of  the 
several  years  of  the  public  printing,  which  I  will  pre- 
sent: ^ 

'jPriniing  of  ike  Senate  and  Bouse  fiom  1817  to  1835. 
Years.  Senate.  House. 


1817. 

#4,837  69 

$8,561  99 

1818, 

6,107  72 

15,218  88 

1819, 

5,726  79 

10,492  00 

1820, 

11,960  59 

13,042  34 

1821, 

11,871  64 

17,883  94 

1822, 

12,778  47 

18,935  63 

1823, 

6,349  46 

22,182  21 

1824, 

10,380  00 

34,350  00 

1825, 

10,533  09 

19,953  29 

1826, 

14,928  04 

50,462  07 

1827, 

13,055  89 

52,027  52 

1828, 

21,863  97 

36,531  10 

Tears. 


Senate. 


House. 


1829, 

#10,385  73 

#25,623  81 

1830, 

11,391  96 

34,939  67 

1831, 

6,882  19 

31,120  82 

1832, 

18,391  52 

67,776  89 

1833, 

14,757  57 

31,329  63 

1834, 

20,412  50 

89,290  64 

1835. 

85,342  22 

By  this  statement,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  expense  of 
printing  for  the  Senate  has  been  multiplied  twenty 
times,  and  that  of  the  House  ten  times!  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  had  reproached  the  admin- 
istration for  its  <*  utter  and  reckless  extravagance,"  and 
taunted  it  with  its  failure  in  making  <•  retrenchment 
and  reform."  The  extravagant  expenditures  by  the 
Senate  and  House,  of  millions  for  public  printing,  could 
not  be  charged  on  the  administration,  or  its  friends;  .the 
Executive  certunly  is  not  responsible  for  them.  From 
the  Secretary's  report,  I  have  gathered  the  facts  that 
Gales  &  Seaton,  during  sixteen  years,  from  1820  to 
1835,  have  received  from  the  Treasury  #651,723  84, 
or  an  average  of  more  than  #40,000  a  year;  Dull* 
Green,  for  nine  years,  from  1827  to  1835,  #443,144  78, 
or  nearly  #50,000  per  annum;  and  Francis  P.  Blair,  for. 
five  years,  from  1831  to  1835,  has  received  #19,479  54^ 
or  about  #3,900  per  annum.  These  persons  are  edit- 
ors of  the  three  daily  political  papers  which  have  been 
published  at  the  seat  or  Government. 

The  first  two  are  inveterate  opponents;  the  latter  is 
friendly  to  the  administration.  These  expenditures 
show  in  what  channel  the  patronage  of  the  public  press 
has  been  directed  under  the  present  administration. 
Before  it  was  drawn  into  this  temptation,  the  National 
Intelligencer  was  the  faithful  org^n  of  the  public  voice; 
all  who  could  remember  as  far  back  as  the  year  1812, 
could  remember  what  the  Intelligencer  was.  What 
is  that  paper— whose  organ  is  it  now  ?  The  other  op- 
position psper,  the  Telegraph,  had  pretended  friend- 
ship for  the  administration  until  it  had  procured  the 
printing;  but  it  had  instinctively  turned  to  the  party 
which  always  paid  best.  Here  is  a  million  of  dollars 
paid  to  two  printers,  (a  larjpe  portion  of  it  since  the 
present  administration  came  into  power,)  whose  news- 
papers have  been  constantly  employed  to  batter  down 
the  administration. 

How  happens  it  (said  Mr.  H.)  that  all  resolutions  for 
extra  Jobs  of  printing  have  been  on  one  side  of  the  po.  . 
litical  question?  Is  it  because  the  Committee  on  the 
Library  have  had  no  political  predilections?  That  com- 
mittee, I  repeat,  has  for  several  years  been  exclusively 
of  one  political  party;  and  the  administration  has  not  had 
so  much  as  one  poor  representative  in  this  body  upon  it. 
This  Clarke  &  Force's  is  not  less  a  political  business 
than  the  other  contracts.  The  persons  employed  in  it 
are  of  one  side;  if  it  is  carried  through  the  Senate  at 
this  time,  it  will  be  carried  as  an  opposition  measure. 
The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  South Aan]  says  it 
will  not  be  honest  now  to  refuse  to  carry  into  effect  this  > 
contract.  There  surely  can  be  no  injustice,  no  dishon- 
esty, in  stopping  this  wasteful  expenditure,  if  Congress 
shall  indemnify  Clarke  &  Force  for  the  expenditures 
they  have  already  made.  Twenty  thousand  dollars  have 
already  been  advanced  to  them;  more  will  be  paid,  if 
more  has  been  expended.  There  can  be  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  Congress  had  been  deceived  and  cheated 
into  this  measure,  whether  the  publishers  had  or  had  not 
intended  it.  Mr.  Livingston,  the  late  Secretary  of  State, 
to  whom  the  business  of  contracting  had  been  referred, 
had  been  imposed  on:  he  knew  nothing  of  the  nature  of 
the  contract  himself;  and  it  is  now  said  the  person  who 
happened  to  be  the  agent  to  make  a  bargain  with  Clarke 
&  Force   was  a  person  in  direct  interest  with  them.  * 
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Hence  may  we  account  for  the  raising  of  the  price  from 
eight  dollars  per  volume,  as  first  proposed  by  the  pub- 
lishers themselves,  to  thirteen  dollars  sixty-two  cents, 
as  prescribed  in  the  contract.  It  fs  very  evident  we  have 
been  imposed  on  in  some  way.  It  now  seems,  as  a 
matter  of  grace,  that  these  contractors  are  willing  to 
limit  the  expenditure  to  somewhere  about  half  a  million 
of  dollars.  There  is  yet  no  limit  to  this  matter^  if  it 
proceeds,  the  present  generation  may  not  see  the  end  to 
it.  I  have  never  consented  to  this  contract,  and  never 
will  consent  to  it.  The  work,  when  it  is  printed,  is  to 
be  distributed  among  the  members  of  Congress  of  1833, 
who  voted  for  the  bill,  and  to  members  who  have  not 
been  in  Congress  for  two  years.  There  surely  is  great 
impropriety  m  this  part  of  the  law.  ft  cannot  be  said 
that  injustice  is  done  to  these  publishers  if  Cong^ress  re- 
munerates them  for  their  expenses  until  this  time,  and 
the  work  shall  henceforth  cease  and  be  discontinued. 

Mr.  BENTON  said,  as  he  understood  it,  the  House 
did  believe  what  Mr.  Johnson  saidf  for  they  struck  out 
the  appropriation  by  a  large  majority;  and  that  appro- 
priation was  reinstated  next  rooming,  af\er  operating  on 
the  members  the  over  night.  He  would  now  offer  a 
resolution,  which  he  hoped  would  be  received  by  gen- 
eral consent,  to  appoint  a  committee  to  examine  into  the 
progress  of  this  work,  and  to  report  to  the  Senate  what 
ought  to  be  paid  to  the  compilers  for  what  they  had 
done. 

Mr.  KING  of  Georgia  said  that  the  resolution  was 
unnecessar}',  as  nothing  could  be  due  on  the  work.  It 
was  impossible  that  the  sum  020,000,  appropriated  last 
year,  had  been  expended  in  collecting  materials  for  this 
work;  so  tha*,  in  fact,  nothing  could  be  due  on  the  con- 
tract. His  proposition  was  to  strike  out  the  appropria- 
tion of  $20 ,000. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  observed  that  it  would  be  unjust  to 
suppose  that  these  contractors  would  print  any  thing  not 
authorized  by  Congress.  It  was  well  known  that  they 
had  offered  to  submit  the  selection  of  the  matter  to  be 
printed  to  an  agent  appointed  by  Congress;  and  it  was 
also  well  known  that  they  had  agreed  to  an  important 
modification  of  the  contract.  The  contract  might  be 
broken  up;  but  the  question  was  not  now  whether  they 
should  pay  the  money  or  not.  The  contract  had  been 
made — whether  improvidently  or  not,  it  was  not  now  for 
him  to  say;  and  they  were  as  much  bound  to  make  the 
appropriation,  as  to  appropriate  money  for  the  pay  of 
salaried  officers.  He  hoped  that  the  progress  of  the 
bill  would  not  be  interrupted  by  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr. 

BXHTOK.] 

In  regard  to  the  contract,  the  parties  had  a  right  to 
their  pay  under  an  act  of  Congrea<i;  and  this  was  only 
appropriating  the  amount  to  be  paid.  He  hoped  no  new 
principle  would  therefore  be  involved  in  this  bill;  and 
he  would  demand  the  yeas  and  nays,  to  ascertain  whether 
the  Senate  would  sanction  such  new  principle. 

[As  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Bkhton  could  only  be  re- 
ceived by  unanimous  consent,  the  objection  by  Mr. 
Webstxb  prevented  its  being  received.] 

Mr.  MANGUM,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Hill,  observed  that 
the  contract  for  this  publication  had  been  placed  on 
party  grounds;  and  this  extravagant  and  improvident 
contract  had  been  charged  against  the  opponents  of  the 
administration.  Now,  was  this  just?  Who  was  the  first 
to  make  objections  to  this  measure?  He  himself  was  the 
first  that  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  it  two 
years  ago;  and  he  expressed  the  same  opinion  then  that 
he  held  now — that  the  contract  would  lead  to  an  extrav- 
agant and  useless  expenditure  of  money.  It  was  said  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  that  the  yeas  and 
nays  were  not  taken  on  the  adoption  of  this  measure; 
and  this  circumstance  showed  that  it  \ras  not  a  party 


vote;  for  when  such  was  the  case,  there  were  always 
enough  ready  to  order  them.  At  all  events,  the  resolu- 
tion passed  at  the  close  of  the  session,  authorizing  the 
publication  of  a  documentary  history  of  the  revolution; 
and  the  contract  was  to  be  made  by  the  htgliest  officer 
under  this  administration,  (Mr.  Livingston.)  Now,  if 
there  was  nothing  else  than  this  improvident  and  extrmv- 
agant  contract,  that  would,  of  itself,  be  enough  to  show 
that  Mr.  Livingston  was  utterly  unqualified  for  the  situa- 
tion he  held.  The  contract  was  not  only  to  pay  double 
for  the  printing,  but  was  for  the  printing  of  an  indefinite 
number  of  volumes;  so  that  the  contractors  might  draw 
millions  from  the  Treasury.  If  this  was  a  party  measure, 
(said  Mr.  M.,)  put  the  saddle  on  the  right  horse.  As 
to  this  contract,  he  would  be  glad  to  get  rid  of  it  In  any 
form.  He  would  be  willing  to  raise  a  committee  to  re- 
scind it;  but  he  would  say  that  he  would  take  it  upon 
himself  to  abrogate  it  at  once.  He  was  ready,  however, 
to  do  the  parties  full  justice,  and  would  pay  them  liber- 
ally; nay,  he  would  even  pay  them  more  than  they  were 
entitled  to.  Taunts  about  this  contract  were  wholly 
useless.  For  his  part,  he  believed  that  no  party  was 
censurable  for  it.  Mr.  Livingston  managed  it,  as  he  had 
done  other  matters,  with  great  improvidence,  though 
he  meant  not  to  impugn  that  gentleman's  integrity.  As 
to  the  distribution  to  members,  he  had  always  opposed 
it.  There  was  a  degree  of  indelicacy  in  voting  books  to 
themselves,  which  he  could  not  approve  of. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  regretted  very  much  the  course 
which  this  discussion  had  taken.  He  did  not  believe 
that  this  was  eVer  considered  a  party  measure.  He  be- 
lieved that  they  were  divided  two  years  ago,  not  on 
account  of  doubts  of  the  improvidence  of  the  contract, 
but  because  they  differed  as  to  the  mode  of  getting  rid 
of  it. 

The  simple  question  then  before  them  was,  whether 
they  were  to  go  on  making  appropriations  without  see- 
ing where  they  were  to  stop,  if  they  could  see  the  end 
of  it,  or  if  th%y  could  know  what  they  were  paying  for, 
they  might  with  more  reason  be  called  on  to  make  the 
appropriation.  It  was  not  necessary  that  they  should 
now  appropriate  it;  they  had  already  appropriated 
$20,000,  and  there  was  no  reason  why  they  should  ap- 
propriate more,  without  knowing  whether  a  sufficient 
amount  of  work  bad  been  done  to  justify  it.  They  had 
no  evidence  before  them  of  what  had  been  done,  other 
than  a  single  sheet  of  the  work.  He  thought  that  the 
proper  course  would  be  to  strike  out  the  appropriation 
now,  and  appoint  a  committee  to  examine  what  had 
been  done,  and  to  report  to  the  Senate  the  best  way  of 
stopping  the  work,  and  the  amount  that  ought  to  be 
paid  to  the  contractors.  If  they  made  the  appropriation 
now,  it  would  be  at  once  sanctioning  the  continuance  of 
the  work;  they  would  be  called  on  to  make  the  same 
appropriation  the  next  year,  and  there  was  no  knowing 
where  they  would  stop. 

Mr.  BENTON  merely  wished  to  say,  injustice  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Maitsum,]  that  that 
gentlennan  was  the  first  that  ever  called  his  attention  to 
these  abuses;  and  it  appears  from  the  Journal,  Mr.  B. 
said,  that  he  has  voted  with  us  in  regard  to  these  matters 
ever  since. 

Mr.  PRESTON  wished  the  matter  to  be  regulated  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  parties.  They  were  not  bound  to 
proceed  unless  the  other  party  had  proceeded.  He 
wished  to  know  of  the  chairman  whether  any  considera- 
ble progress  had  been  made  in  the  work. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  hoped  the  Senate  would  agree  to 
strike  out  the  section,  and  allow  the  publishers  liberal 
compensation  for  what  they  had  done,  and  stop  its  further 
progress.  They  had  made  a  most  improvident  contract. 
And,  besides,  he  had  strong  constitutional  doubts  as  to 
the  power  of  Congress  to  contract  for  such  a. work;  and 
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if  they  had,  there  were  few,  in  his  opinion,  who  were 
qualified  to  perform  a  work  of  so  sacred  a  character. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  suggested  that  it  would  be  but  just 
to  these  contractors  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
showing  what  progress  they  had  made  in  the  work.  It 
was  now  late  in  the  day,  and  he  would  therefore  move 
that  the  Senate  adjourn,  which  he  hoped  would  be 
agreed  to;  and  the  Secretary  could  then  ugnify  to  these 
persons  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  them  to  make  a 
communication  to  the  Senate  next  morning. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

FniniT,  MiT  6. 
MEXICO. 
The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  SUtes,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secre- 
tary: 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represenlatives.- 

Believing  that  the  act  of  the  13th  July,  1832,  does  not 
enable  the  Executive  to  carry  into  effect  the  recently 
negotiated  additional  article  to  the  treaty  of  limits  with 
Mexico,  1  herewith  transmit  to  Congress  copies  of  that 
article,  that  the  necessary  legislative  provisions  may  be 
made  for  its  faithful  execution  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

WASoiROTOir,  May  6,  1836. 

TRANSFERS  OF  PUBLIC  MONEY. 

Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio  moved  that  one  thousand  extra 
copies  of  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
in  reply  to  the  call  of  Mr.  Ewiire  for  an  account  of  the 
amount  of  money  received  in  the  western  States  for 
public  lands,  transferred  to  eastern  banks,  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  making  bis  motion,  Mr.  E.  said:  Mr.  President, 
some  days  ago  you  received  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  an  answer  in  part  to  a  resolution  of  the  Senate, 
relative  to  the  transfers  of  the  public  money  from  the 
western  deposite  banks  to  the  eastern  cities.  There  were 
of  that  partial  answer  some  extra  copies — I  think  one 
thousand — ordered  to  be  printed  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  over  the  way  [Mr.  Hub- 
BASD.]  Uay  before  yesterday  the  residue  of  the  answer 
to  that  call  was  received,  and  a  motion  to  print  tlye  same 
number  of  extra  copies  offered  by  the  same  Senator;  but 
it  was  withdrawn  at  my  request,  and  I  now  renew  the 
motion,  and  ask  that  1,0CX)  extra  copies  of  the  report  be 
printed. 

But,  before  I  resume  my  seat,  said  Mr.  £.,  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  indulge  me  in  saying  a  few  words  on  the 
matters  set  forth  in  this  report.  It  will  be  recollected 
that  when  the  resolution  of  inquiry  was  pending  before 
the  Senate,  I  caused  to  be  read  a  circular  from  the 
Clinton  Bank  of  Columbus,  one  of  the  depositories  of 
the  public  moneys  in  which  that  bank  informs  the  other 
banks  of  the  State  that  it  bad  directed  the  receivers  of 
the  several  land  offices  who  made  deposites  in  that  bank 
to  receive  none  of  the  notes  of  the  Ohio  banks  in  pay- 
ment for  lands,  without  further  orders^  and  that  those 
orders  would  not  be  issued  in  favor  of  any  banks  except 
those  who  would  agree  to  redeem  their  notes  in  drafts 
on  some  of  the  Atlantic  cities  at  thirty  days'  date.  And 
it  alleges,  as  a  reason  for  imposing  such  harsh  conditions, 
that  that  bank  had  necessarily  to  transfer  to  those  eastern 
cities  nearly  all  the  public  money  which  it  received. 
The  resolution  offered  by  myself,  and  adopted  by  the 
Senate,  directs  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  sUte 
whether  the  deposite  banks  possessed  the  power  to  direct 
what  funds  should  and  what  should  not  be  receivable 
for  public  iands;  and  what  amount  of  money,  so  received 
Vol.  X1I.-*89 


by  the  deposite  banks  in  the  west,  was  by  his  order  so 
transferred.  The  partsof  his  answer  which  came  in 
first,  ahd  which  has  been  printed  and  laid  upon  our 
tables,  goes  to  the  power  of  the  deposite  banks  in  the 
several  States  over  the  currency;  and  I  understand  Xht 
Secretary  to  say  (for  he  is  not  very  explicit  in  his  state- 
ment) that  they  have  the  power  which  th^  claim.  I 
look  upon  this  as  a  most  unfortunate  state  of  things,  and 
wholly  unjustiffable  and  improper,  as  it  regards  the 
Government  itself  and  the- great  business  community. 
The  Secretary  urges  as  a  reason  for  vesting  these  banks 
with  this  enormous  power  over  the  currency  of  the  coun- 
try, that  they  are  responsible  to  the  United  States  for 
all  that  they  receive,  and  bound  to  pay  it,  if  required,  in 
gold  and  silver;  that  they,  therefore,  ought  not  to  be 
compelled  to  receive  any  thing  that  is  not  equivalent  tb 
gold  and  silver.  But  this  does  not  meet  the  case  pre- 
sented; it  does  not  apply  to  the  state  of  things  which  has 
made  the  subject  a  matter  of  inquiry:  it  is  not  gold  and 
silver,  or  any  thing  that  is  ecjual,  and  only  equal,  to  gold 
and  silver,  that  they  require.  All  the  banks  in  Ohio 
pay  gold  and  silver  for  their  notes  on  their  counters,  and 
will  be  able  to  do  it,  unless  a  wreck  take  place  in  an- 
other quarter,  and  the  sinking  masses  drag  down  every 
thing  m  their  vortex.  Those  banks  are  richly  stored 
with  specie,  and  will  hold  out  to  the  last.  But  specie 
will  not  do  this  deposite  bank.  Drafts  on  the  eastern 
cities  are  worth  one  and  a  half  per  cent,  more  than 
gold  and  silver,  and  they  require  drafts  in  exchange;  and 
the  bank  that  will  not  pay  this  premium  for  the  privilege 
of  letting  its  notes  be  current  for  the  revenue,  must 
submit  to  the  discredit,  and  the  public  must  submit  to 
the  inconvenience  of  having  them  refused. 

I  find,  too,  (said  Mr.  E.,)  to  my  utter  astonishment.  If 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  be  correct — as  of  course  it 
must  be— that  the  pretext  set  forth  in  the  circular  of  the 
Clinton  Bank,  for  this  unusual  and  oppressive  exaction; 
is  unsustained  by  the  fact.  The  circular  represents  that 
nearly  all  the  money  of  the  United  States  received  in 
that  bank  has  necessarily  to  be  transmitted  to  the  east- 
ern cities.  The  Secretary  says  in  his  report,  that  no 
more  than  $45,000  of  that  received  in  the  whole  Stat^ 
of  Ohio  has  been  so  transmitted  since  the  1st  day  of  June 
last;  and,  if  f  recollect  his  figures  right,  he  makes  it 
l-353d  part — or  one  dollar  transmitt^  out  of  ^3  dol- 
lars received.  I  can  say  no  more  upon  this  branch  of 
the  subject  than  this:  that  justice  requires  that  it  should 
be  distinctly  noticed  by  me;  that  the  incorrect  statement 
contained  in  that  circular,  which  I  impficitly  credited, 
led  me,  when  I  first  addressed  the  Senate,  to  suggest 
a  censure  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  with- 
drawing from  the  State  of  Ohio  funds  which  I  find,  in 
his  report,  he  has  not  in  fact  withdrawn.  But  it  now  re- 
mains for  him  to  determine  whether  he  will  permit  his 
fiscal  agents,  on  representations  such  as  this,  to  establish 
a  brokerage  upon  the  funds  of  the  United  States,  and 
while  they  must  themselves  in  fact  inflict  upon  the  com- 
munity all  the  mischief  which  would  arise  from  an  actual 
transmission  and  abstraction  of  the  public  funds. 

One  other  thing  I  wish  to  notice.  It  is,  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  says  in  this  report,  that  exchange 
still  continues  easy;  that  it  has  never  been  more  favora- 
ble. This  is  the  idea;  I  have  not  his  words.  I  do  not 
propose  to  contradict  this.  I  merely  call  the  attentiori 
of  the  business  public  to  the  statement,  that  they  may 
see  what  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  says  to  Congress 
about  the  exchanges.  Every  business  man  in  tYtry 
portion  of  the  United  States  knows  whether  this  is  or  is 
not  the  fact. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  remarked  that  he  tendered  his  thanks 
to  the  Senator  from  Ohio  for  having  renewed  the  motion 
which  he  presented  a  few  days  past  to  the  Senate,  (the 
coDsidermtion  of  which  was  p<»tponed  upon  the  Senator*i 
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motion,)  to  bave  printed  m  thousand  extra  copies  of  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  which  was  com- 
municated to  the  Senate  in  answer  to  the  resolution 
which  that  Senator  had  offered,  requiring  the  SecreUry 
to  inform  the  Senate  "  what  amount  of  moneys  of  the 
United  States,  received  for  public  lands  in  the  States  of 
Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Missouri,  and  the  Michigan 
Territory,  had  been,  in  pursuance  of  his  instructions, 
transferred  to  banks  in  the  eastern  cities,  since  the  30tb 
of  June,  1835,  and  that  he  desig^te  the  banks  from  and 
to  which  such  transfers  had  been  made."  It  will  be  re- 
collected that  when  the  first  part  of  the  Secretary's  re- 
port came  in,  in  part  answer  to  this  resolution  of  the 
Senator  /rom  Ohio,  he  had  moved  that  a  thousand  extra 
copies  should  be  printed;  and  when  the  report  now 
under  consideration  was  communicated,  he  had  made  a 
similar  motion.  In  making  these  motions,  he  was  princi- 
pally governed  by  a  desire  to  pve  early  information  to 
the  public;  so  that  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaurv  had 
been  in  fault,  in  relation  to  this  matter,  it  should  be 
known  as  extensively,  at  least,  as  these  reports  should 
be  circulated;  and  that,  if  no  blame  was  chargeable  upon 
him,  he  might  stand  acquitted  from  something  more 
than  a  mere  insinuation,  which,  in  the  progress  of  this 
affair,  had  been,  in  his  judgment,  cast  upon  that  officer. 
He  therefore  tendered  to  the  Senator  his  thanks  for 
having  renewed  the  motion;  and  if  he  had  rightly  under- 
stood the  remarks  which  bad  just  been  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Ohio,  he  had  not  undertaken  to  gainsay  any 
part  of  the  report  itself,  or  to  complain  of  the  Secretary 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  answered  his  resolution. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  engage  himself  in  any  matter  in 
controversy  between  the  deposite  banks  in  Ohio  and  the 
other  banks  in  that  State.  Whatever  the  Senator 
had  been  pleased  to  say  as  to  the  course  and  con- 
duct of  the  State  banks  having  the  public  money  in 
deposite,  with  reference  to  the  other  banks  of  that  State, 
did  not  seem  to  require  any  notice  from  him.  He  was 
disposed  to  let  these  banks  manage  their  own  affuirs  in 
their  own  way;  it  was  merely  his  purpose  to  show  that 
tbe  course  and  the  conduct  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury upon  the  subject  of  the  public  money  in  deposite  in 
Ohio,  and  in  the  other  States  mentioned  in  the  resolution 
of  the  Senator,  were  wholly  unexceptionable;  that  he  had 
pursued  towards  the  banks  of  those  States,  as  far  as  he 
bad  authority  to  interpose,  the  same  liberal,  just,  and 
impartial  course  which  he  had  pursued  towards  tbe  banks 
in  the  other  States. 

It  certainly  was  known  to  the  Senate  that  the  bills  of 
State  banks  are  not  by  law  receivable  for  the  public 
lands.  Nothing  but  gold  and  silver,  and  bills  of  tbe 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  are  by  law  receivable;  and 
whatever  regulations  are  made  between  the  banks  who 
have  the  public  money  in  deposite,  and  who  are  to  be 
called  upon  to  transfer,  or  in  any  way  to  disburse  it,  and 
other  banking  institutions,  upon  tbe  subject  of  their  own 
paper  currency,  is  matter  exclusively  for  them,  and  with 
which  the  Secretary  can  have,  and  should  have,  nothing 
to  do.  The  deposiie  banks  are  liable,  in  pursuance  of 
the  contract  between  the  Government  and  them,  to  pay 
out  the  deposites  in  specie;  to  transfer  their  funds,  with- 
out charge,  to  any  section  of  the  country  where  they 
may  be  wanted  for  expenditure,  or  where  they  may  be 
preserved  in  greater  security.  It  must  be,  therefore, 
wholly  a  regulation  between  the  banks  themselves — a 
regulation  for  their  convenience — entered  into  for  their 
accommodation  and  the  accommodation  of  the  public, 
and  which  will  be  observed  so  long  as,  and  no  longer 
than,  it  will  be  conducive  to  their  interest. 

Mr.  H.  remarked  that,  although  he  had  vei7  curiously 
looked  through  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury in  manuscript,  yet  he  was  not  disposed  to  discuss 
that  report  at  this  time.     Tbe  report,  when  published. 


would  speak  for  itselfi  it  would  show  the  principles 
upon  which  the  transfers  of  public  money  are  made  from 
one  point  to  another.  The  report  will  clearly  show  that 
they  are  made  to  a  given  point,  when  a  greater  expendi- 
ture is  there  demanded  tlian  the  ordinary  collections 
at  that  given  point  will  meet  the  reouirements  of  tbe 
Government.  This  report  will  show  that  these  transfers 
are  sometimes  made,  very  properly,  with  a  regard  to 
the  safety  and  tecurity  of  the  public  money.  But  never 
have  these  transfers  been  ordered  by  the  present  head 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  unless  for  some  such  just 
and  meritorious  consideration  which  I  have  mentioned. 
Never  have  they  been  ordered  with  a  view  to  prejudice, 
to  weaken,  to  embarrass  the  section,  or  the  money  mar- 
ket at  the  point  from  which  these  transfers  have  been 
made.  Tbe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  incapable  of 
being  influenced  by  any  such  blameworthy  considera- 
tions. 

Mr.  H.  said  all  he  desired  was,  that  the  report  might 
be  published,  and  that  all  judgments  upon  its  meriU  or 
demerits  might  be  suspended  until  it  »hall  have  been 
printed,  read,  and  considered.  He  thought  he  hazarded 
little  in  saying  that,  when  well  examined,  it  would  give 
to  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  himself,  satisfaction;  that  it 
would  afford  entire  satisfaction  to  the  Senate,  and  to  the 
whole  community.  It  would  show,  most  conclusively, 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  not,  in  relation 
to  this  matter,  in  the  least  degree  liable  to  censure.  He 
would  merely  add  that,  unless  he  was  greatly  aisUken, 
the  report  would  show,  so  far  from  pursuing  an  oppres- 
sive course,  that  no  more  money  had  been  transferred 
from  those  points  of  collection  than  a  proper  regard  to 
public  convenience  and  economy  demanded;  that  it  will 
be  found  that  there  were  left  in  deposite  within  the  limits 
of  Ohio,  at  the  latest  returns,  millions  more  than  were 
in  deposite  in  that  State  in  June,  1835,  and  more  than, 
in  all  probability,  will  be  required  for  public  expenditures 
within  that  State  for  the  whole  of  the  current  year;  and 
the  same  remark  will  apply  to  the  other  States,  and  to 
the  Territory  named  in  the  resolution  of  the  Senator.  It 
will  be  found  that  more  of  the  public  money  was,  at  the 
last  returns,  in  deposite  in  Ohio  alone  than  in  all  tbe 
New  £ngland  States,  Massachusetts  excepted.  He  did 
not,  however,  wish  tu  pursue  this  subject  further.  He 
hoped  that  the.  motion  of  the  Senator  would  prevail; 
that  the  thousand  copies  would  be  published,  and  would 
be  distributed  with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  replied,  that  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  did  not  show  tiiat  any  unreasonable  amount 
had  been  transferred  frotn  Ohio.  The  Senator  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  there  had  been  no  transfer,  for 
the  Secretary  said  to  the  contrary,  though  the  amount 
was  too  small  tu  warrant  the  deposite  banks  in  saying 
that  they  had  to  transmit  all  the  money  they  collected  to 
the  East. 

I'he  motion  to  print  was  then  adopted. 

CHOCTAW  LANDS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BLACK,  the  Senate  took  up  for 
consideration  a  joint  resolution,  from  tbe  House,  to  sus- 
pend the  sales  of  the  Choctaw  lands,  acquired  under  the 
treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  creek. 

The  joint  resolution,  as  it  came  from  the  House,  pro- 
vides that  the  suspension  shall  be  **  until  the  further 
order  of  Congress."  The  committee  reported  an  amend- 
ment, striking  out  these  words,  and  substituting  the 
words,  "from  the  first  day  of  June  to  the  first  day  of 
December."    The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  resolution,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  a  third 
reading. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  ma- 
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kin^  appfopmtion  for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  service 
of  the  United  States  for  the  year  1835. 

The  question  pending  being*  on  the  motion  to  strike 
cRit  the  clause  appropriating  $30,000  for  the  publica- 
tion, by  Messrs.  Clarke  &  Force,  of  a  documentary  his- 
tory of  the  revolution,  under  a  contract  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  State, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  stated  his  willingness  to  assent  to  the 
proposition  to  let  the  subject  stand  over  until  the  next 
session,  by  which  time  a  volume  would  be  printed,  and 
the  work  could  be  examined.  He  went  into  a  detail  of 
the  circumstances  attending  the  progress  of  this  con- 
tract. 

Mr.  SOOTH  ART)  also  went  into  a  full  exposition  of 
the  fiicts. 

The  amendment  was  then  agreed  to»  according  to  the 
suggestion  of  Mr.  Wsbstxe. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ROBBINS,  some  changes  were 
made  in  the  clauses  concerning  the  library. 

The  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

ENLISTMENT  OF  BOYS  FOR  NAVAL  SERVICE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  a  bill  to  provide  for 
the  enlistment  of  boys  for  the  naval  service  was  taken 
up  and  considered. 

The  bill  was  amended  on  motion  of  Mr.  SOUTHARD, 

by  introducing  a  provision  authorizing  the  enlistment  of 

^  others  than  boys^  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  five  years, 

'  and  also  by  introducing  additional  sections  for  the  charge 

of  persons  enlisted  before  they  are  taken  to  the  vessels. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

After  the  doors  were  re-opened. 

The  Senate  adjourned  till  Monday. 

MovDAT,  Mat  9. 
THE  ARMY. 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  re- 
pbrted  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  army  fur 
the  year  1836,  with  two  smendments. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  bill  was  then  Uken 
up  for  consideration,  and  the  amendments  were  read. 

Mr.  W.  then  explained  that  the  bill,  as  it  came 
from  the  House,  contained  a  provision  for  moving  the 
troops  from  Fort  Gibson  to  some  other  point  on  the 
banks  of  the  Arkansas.  The  Committee  on  Finance  had 
thought  it  better,  with  a  view  to  consult  the  heslth  of 
the  army,  that  the  point  should  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  President,  who  might  consider  the  high  lands  a 
more  healthful  location  than  the  immediate  banks  of  the 
river.  This,  therefore,  was  the  object  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  other  amendment  wsfi  to  insert  an  appropriation 
of  $300  for  completing  the  medal  voted  to  General  Rip- 
ley. By  an  accident,  this  appropriation,  which  had 
been  added  by  the  committee  to  another  appropriation 
bill,  had  been  omitted  in  the  engrossment  of  that  bill, 
and  it  was  therefore  introduced  into  this  bill. 

The  amendments  were  then  agreed  to;  the  bill  was 
reported  without  further  amendments,  and  the  amend- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be 
read  a  third  time. 

The  bill  was  subsequently  read  a  third  lime  and 
passed. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  was  re- 
ceived, stating  that  the  House  had  concurred  in  all  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  service  of  the  United 
States,  with  the  exception  of  the  sixth  amendment. 


[This  amendment  consists  of  an  appropriation  for  the 
Judicial  department  of  the  district  of  East  Florida.] 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  thought  the  non-concurrence 
of  the  House  in  this  amendment  was  probably  the  result 
of  want  of  information.  He  did  not  wish  to  delay  the 
passsge  of  this  bill,  and  it  might  be  that  the  clause 
stricken  out  by  the  House  could  be  introduced  into  an- 
other bill.  He  would  leave  it  to  any  Senator  to  suggest 
what  might  be  the  proper  course. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  stated  that,  since  the  message  was  re- 
ceived from  the  House,  he  had  received  a  communica- 
tion from  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  by  whom  it  was  stated  that  the  committee  were 
of  the  opinion  that  they  had  voted  from  insufficient  in- 
formation. It  was,  however,  thought  best  that  the  ap- 
propriation should  be  introduced  into  snother  bill,  m 
preference  to  delaying  this  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  assenting  to  this  course,  moved  that 
the  Senate  recede  from  their  amendment;  which  motion 
was  sgreed  to. 

AFFAIRS  OF  TEXAS. 

Mr.  PRESTON  presented  several  memorials  (all  of 
the  same  tenor)  from  citizens  of  Philadelphia,  praying 
Congress  to  recognise  the  independence  of  Texas;  de- 
scribed and  characterized  the  various  transactions  be- 
tween that  country  and  Mexico;  and  moved  the  reading 
and  printing  of  the  memorial. 

The  memorial  was  read. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  that  he  was  not  surprised  at  the 
natural  sympathy  of  our  fellow-citizens  with  those  who 
were  struggling  for  liberty,  either  in  the  province  of 
Texas  or  any  where  else.  It  would  be  strange  indeed, 
if  we,  who  had  so  lately,  and  under  such  extraordinary 
circumstances,  achieved  our  own  freedom — if  we,  in 
whose  recollection  the  motives  that  induced  us  to  rear 
the  standard  and  fight  the  battles  of  equal  righta  were 
still  fresh  and  vigorous— if  we  did  not  feel  the  strongest 
and  deepest  emotion  at  beholding  this  contest;  if,  when 
the  cry  of  liberty  was  raised  in  any  quarter,  it  did  not 
find  a  ready  echo  in  our  bosoms,  and  go  sounding  back, 
cheering  and  animating  those  who  were  thus  struggling, 
wherever  that  strugfgle  might  be.  It  was  so  in  the  Greek 
revolution;  our  feelings  were  enlisted  with  that  gallant 
people,  though  far  distant,  and  speaking  an  unknown 
tongue.  It  was  so  in  the  case  of  that  small  community, 
situated  in  the  centre  of  Europe,  surrounded  by  a  mass 
of  enemies  who  were  sure  to  crush  them.  So  deep  and 
so  abiding  was  that  interest  and  that  sympathy,  that,  far 
from  being  confined  to  newspapera  and  private  circles, 
it  burst  forth  in  our  public  meeting^  and  legislative  halls. 
He  alluded  to  the  Poles.  So  also  with  South  America. 
On  the  earliest  occasion,  and  in  every  possible  mode,  did 
we  express  our  hope  of  the  final  triumph  of  those  who 
were  striking  for  liberty.  These  facts  were  fresh  in  our 
memories,  and  were  honorable  to  our  national  character. 
And,  being  so,  he  repeated  that  it  waa  not  surprising 
that  the  deepest  solicitude  should  be  felt  in  the  result  of 
the  struggle  which  was  going  on  in  a  province  so  near 
US;  a  province,  the  population  of  which  professed  the 
same  religion,  spoke  the  same  Unguage,  were  fighting 
for  the  establishment  of  the  same  institutions  under 
which  we.  ourselves  were  living,  and  were  connected 
with  us  by  the  dearest  ties  of  kindred.  They  had  been 
seduced  to  emigrate  by  the  promise  of  a  free  Govern- 
ment. This  Government  had  been  overthrown;  and  its 
destroyer,  trampling  on  the  fragmenU  of  a  broken  con- 
stitution, his  passions  inflamed  to  madness,  calling  to  his 
aid  all  who  had  assisted  in  the  old  rebellion,  exciting 
their  love  of  plunder  and  their  religious  fanaticism,  was, 
with  these  combined  elements,  sweeping  in  a  fiery  tor- 
rent over  the  country,  and  destroying  life,  property, 
and  all  that  was  dear  and  valuable. 
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In  this  sUte  of  thinfj^  (mid  Mr.  P.,)  it  surely  was  not 
to  be  wondered  at  that  the  deepent  solicitude  should  ex- 
w\  in  the  breast  of  every  individual.  Since  he  had  par- 
ticipated in  the  affairs  of  Government,  there  was  scarce- 
ly any  things  of  a  public  nature  which  he  thoufifht  more 
deserving  of  attention.  His  own  hopes  had  been  ani- 
mated: he  trusted  in  God  the  Tezans  might  succeed; 
and  that  the  standard  of  liberty  might  yet  wave  over 
their  desolated  territory,  to  the  utter  exclusion  of  this 
barbarous  and  tyrannic  usurper.  These  hopes  were 
shared  in  by  all  who  bad  signed  this  memorial.  These 
sympathies  and  feelings  do  exist.  They  might  be — 
they  were — calculated  to  warp  our  sense  of  justice. 
He  trusted  they  would  not;  and  yet  he  hoped  that, 
while  we  exercised  the  proper  degree  of  forbear- 
ance, and  did  nothing  in  violation  of  the  law  of  nations, 
we  should  put  ourselves  in  a  thorough  state  of  prepara- 
tion to  meet  any  emergency  which  might  arise.  It  was 
now  known  that  Santa  Anna  had  declared  that  his  con- 
quering banner  should  be  placed  upon  the  Capitol  at 
Washington.  To  effect  this,  he  did  not  rely  upon  his 
own  prowess,  but  on  the  assistance  of  a  certain  set  of 
auxiliaries  whom  he  expected  to  meet  on  the  banks  of  the 
Mississippi.  The  threat  might  not  have  been  seriously 
intended:  it  might  have  originated  in  a  mere  spirit  of  bra- 
vado. But  we  ought  to  be  forewarned  and  forearmed; 
und  if  there  should  be  the  slightest  indication  that  this  was 
not  an  idle  taunt,  then  we  should  meet  him  and  crush  his 
hopes  at  once.  If  he  did  commit  the  slightest  act  of  ag- 
gression, he  believed  in  God  the  knell  of  his  dominion 
in  Texas  was  rung. 

For  the  present,  he  would  content  himself  with  dis* 
charging  the  duty  with  which  he  had  been  intrusted,  by 
presenting  these  memorials;  and  believing  that  no  action 
of  Congress  could  be  had  on  them,  he  would  move  that 
they  be  read,  and  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that,  like  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  he  was  not  now  prepared  to  go  into  a 
discussion  on  the  occurrences  on  our  southwestern  fron- 
tier. He  had  no  wish  to  anticipate  any  discussion  on 
this  subject,  which  might  hereafter  become  necessary. 
In  most  of  the  sentiments  which  bad  follen  from  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  he  entirely  concurred. 
He  considered  it  as  no  more  than  natural  that  the  sym- 
pathies of  all  classes  of  our  citizens  should  be  excited 
in  favor  of  a  war  founded  in  the  desire,  and  sanctified 
by  the  name,  of  liberty.  There  could  be  no  doubt,  from 
our  education  and  habits,  that  a  free  Government  is  the 
sort  of  Government  which  commands  our  attachment; 
and  when  we  see  struggling  to  obtain  such  a  Govern- 
ment those  who  are  in  some  degree  related  to  us  by  the 
ties  of  country,  companionship,  and  kindred,  it  is  not 
matter  of  wonder  that  we  should  be  inspired  with  -warm 
hopes  for  their  success.  But  (Mr.  W.  said)  he  also 
agreed  altogether  with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
that  this  is  not  the  time  for  Congress  to  do  or  sanction 
any  act  beyond  the  preservation  of  our  neutrality  in  the 
contest.  To  any  thing  beyond  this  he  was  opposed;  but 
to  that  object  he  was  willing  to  lend  his  hearty  co-ope- 
ration. 

In  one  respect  only,  then,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  he  differed 
from  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  He  was  not  for 
the  Government  encouraging  the  sending  forth  any  aid. 
That  was  a  matter  for  every  individual  to  consider  for 
himself,  rather  than  for  the  consideration  of  Congress. 
Nor,  as  regarded  himself,  whatever  opinions  he  might 
have  formed  as  to  the  manner  in  which  this  war  in  Texas 
hsd  been  waged,  or  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Mex- 
ican Government  was  administered,  could  he  forget  that 
we  are  on  terms  of  peace  with  that  Government,  as 
it  has  been  organized  and  as  it  Is  now  administered. 
We  ourselves,  (the  Senate,)  it  would  be  recollected,  as 
a  part  of  the  Executive,  have  but  recently  made  a  treaty 


with  the  Mexican  Government,  with  General  Santa  Anna 
at  its  head,  and  that  Government  is  at  this  moment  rep- 
resented in  the  United  States  by  a  diplonoatic  agent. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  felt  himself  restrained 
from  applying  such  epithets  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  had  used,  in  reference  lo  the  head  of  that  Gov- 
ernment. Having  been  called  on,  in  the  execution  of 
his  senatorial  functions,  to  conclude  a  treaty  with  that 
Government,  he  felt  himself  restrained  from  the  use  of 
such  terms,  in  speaking  of  the  acknowledged  head  of 
the  Government,  aa  might  have  a  tendency  to  prevent 
the  continuance  of  those  relations  of  peace  and  amity 
which  are  now  subsisting  between  Mexico  and  the  United 
States. 

As  to  the  actual  state  of  things  in  Texas,  he  had  per- 
haps as  accurate  information  as  any  one  else.  Down  to 
a  very  recent  period,  he  had  received  it  from  persons  ac- 
tually resident  in  that  country.  He  would,  at  thia  time, 
say  nothing  as  to  that  state  of  thinga.  He  was,  however, 
entirely  witting  that  we  should  be  prepared  for  the  worst 
that  could  happen;  but  he  was  not,  on  that  account, 
about  to  suppose  the  existence  of  that  worst  state  of 
things.  All  he  meant  at  present  to  say  was,  that  he  con- 
curred generally  in  what  had  fallen  from  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Pbkstoh,]  reserving  him- 
self, as  to  any  particular  opinions,  for  a  future  occasion. 
But  he  did  not  feel  himself  at  liberty  to  use  language 
which  is  at  war  with  propriety,  especially  towarda  the 
head  of  a  Government  with  which  we  are  on  a  friendly 
footing;  because  he  was  unwilling  to  do  or  say  any  thing 
which  could  have  a  tendency  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the 
United  States.  He  went  for  the  peace  of  the  United 
States,  at  the  same  time  that  he  was  willing  to  go  as  fisr 
in  defence  of  our  frontier  as  the  necessity  of  the  case 
should  require. 

Mr.  FRESTON  said  he  was  happy  that  his  views  met, 
in  some  measure,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts.  He  should  endeavor,  on  every 
occasion,  to  suppress  all  undue  ebullition  of  feeling.  It 
was  impossible,  however,  under  some  circumatances,  to 
measure  language.  He  knew  what  was  due  to  his  coun- 
try, and  desired  nothing  so  much  as  its  tranquillity  and 
honor.  But,  while  he  would  do  nothinp^  to  interrupt  its 
peaceful  relations,  or  throw  any  impediment  in  the  way 
of  their  exercise,  he  must  be  permitted  to  consider  him- 
self not  only  in  his  executive  and  legislative  capacity, 
but^as  a  citizen  of  a  republic,  whenever  he  waa  called 
upon  to  express  an  opinion  in  such  an  emergency  as  this. 
It  the  feelings  to  which  this  emer^ncy  had  given  rise 
should  burst  out  in  strong  epithets,  if  he  did  not  adhere 
to  the  cold  and  exact  dictates  of  duty,  he  trusted  an 
apology  would  be  found  for  him.  We  had  recognised 
the  Government  de  fado  of  Santa  Anna.  We  had  enter- 
ed into  diplomatic  relations  with  him.  How  and  when 
was  this  Government  established?  By  whom  was  it  es- 
Ublished,  and  what  sort  of  a  Government  was  it?  Was 
it  the  constitutional  Government  which  once  existed  in 
Mexico  >  Was  it  a  Government  of  long  continuance,  sup- 
ported by  the  wishes  and  love  and  anection  of  the  peo- 
ple^ Or  was  it  a  mere  despotism,  and  its  founder  a  for- 
tunate soldier? 

It  is  our  policy  (said  Mr.  P.)  to  recognise  established 
Governments,  no  matter  what  their  principles,  or  by 
whom  founded.  We  have  a  treaty  with  him  now;  we 
are  running  a  line  between  his  territory  and  our  own; 
and  there  existed  no  wish  on  his  part  to  interrupt  the 
first,  or  prevent  the  peaceful  prosecution  of  the  latter. 
But  there  was  a  principle  of  vast  importance  presented 
to  his  mind,  and  that  was,  the  actual  existing  state  of 
thinga  on  the  southwestern  frontier.  It  waa  absolutely 
necessary  to  conaider  the  next  step  in  the  series  of  events 
which  were  transpiring  there.  There  ought  to  be  an 
augmented  military  force  in  that  defenceless  section  of 
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our  country  I  surrounded  as  it  was  by  savage  and  war- 
like tribeSy  ready  to  be  acted  upon  by  this  Santa  Anna — 
a  man  of  unquestioned  ability,  already  in  command  of  a 
mixed,  heterogeneous,  and  ferocious  soldiery.  If  these 
threats  have  been  made — but  he  would  forbear,  first, 
because  he  believed  the  policy  of  our  country  in  rela- 
tion to  foreign  Governments  to  be  a  wise  and  true  one; 
but  chiefly  that  he  dare  not  trust  the  current  of  his  feel- 
ings to  sway  him.  He  would  restrain  his  indignation, 
therefore;  and,  in  consideration  of  the  respectful 
terms  in  which  the  memorial  was  couched,  and  the  high 
standing  of  those  who  signed  it,  he  would  move  that  it 
be  printed. 

Mr.  PORTER  said  tlmt  his  object  in  rising  was  not  so 
much  to  take  part  in  this  debate  as  to  make  an  inquiry 
of  the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  That 
gentleman  had  said  that  it  was  now  a  known  and  admit- 
ted hex  that  Santa  Anna  had  declared  that,  by  the  aid  of 
a  certain  portion  of  our  population,  he  would  invade 
this  country,  march  through  it,  and  take  the  city  of 
Washington.  Mr.  P.  said  that  this  fact  was  not  known 
to  him,  and  therefore  be  could  not  admit  it.  If  such  an 
assertion  had  been  put  forth|  he  should  consider  it  as 
an  idle  rhodomontade.  But  it  was  calculated  to  increase 
the  excitement  which  had  been  already  gotten  up  on 
this  lubject;  and  be  should  be  glad  if  the  Senator  from 
-South  Carolina  would  favor  the  Senate  with  the  evi- 
dence on  which  he  considered  the  fact  as  known  and  ad- 
mitted. 

Mr.  PRESTON  ssid  it  would,  perhaps,  have>been  as 
well  if  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  bad  let  the  matter 
rest  on  his  (Mr.  P*s)  personal  assertion  of  the  fact;  but, 
as  the  inquiry  had  been  made,  he  could  answer  it  by  re- 
ferring to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  who  had  in  his 
possession  conclusive  evidence  of  the  fact. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  that  perhaps  it  would  have  been 
better  if  there  had  been  no  call  made  upon  him.  He 
bad  received  a  letter  from  a  distinguished  individual  in 
the  capital  of  Mexico,  but  he  did  not  think  it  proper  to 
give  publicity  to  the  name  of  the  writer.  He  had  shown 
the  letter  to  several  Senators;  and  he  would  read  to  the 
Senate  an  extract  from  it.  He  had  no  hesiution  in  giv- 
ing entire  credit  to  the  statements  in  this  extract;  for 
the  writer,  who  was  well  known  to  many  Senators,  had 
as  respectable  a  standing  as  any  gentleman  on  this  floor, 
and  the  accuracy  of  his  statements  was  indisputable.  The 
extract  was  as  follows: 

"  Just  before  General  Santa  Anna  left  on  his  northern 
campaign,  be  was  at  Tacubaya.  The  British  and  French 
ministers  called  on  him.  He  said  he  intended  to  drive 
the  Texans  across  the  Red  river;  and,  if  they  were  de- 
fended there  by  the  troops  of  the  United  Sutes,  he 
would  drive  them  to  Washington;  and,  turning  to  Mr. 
Pakenham,  (the  British  minister,)  he  added,  <Yes,  1 
will  drive  them  to  Washington,  and  strip  the  laurels 
from  General  Jackson,  and  burn  the  Capitol,  as  your 
countrymen  once  did;'  and  said  it  would,  nevertheless, 
be  a  little  something  like  the  march  of  Napoleon  to  Mos- 
cow." 

The  British  minister,  the  writer  of  this  letter  stated, 
was  willing  to  confirm  the  truth  of  this  statement.  The 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  were  at  liberty  to  read  this 
letter.  He  had  not  a  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  Santa  Anna 
had  made  such  a  declaration.  And  (said  Mr.  W.)  are 
we  to  sit  here  and  listen  to  apologies  and  excuses  for  the 
atrocities  of  Santa  Anna^  Are  we  to  be  told  by  American 
Senators,  in  the  American  Senate,  that  we  must  repress 
our  feelings,  as  well  as  have  respect  to  our  neutrality.^ 
That  we  are  not  to  express  those  feelings  of  indignation 
'which  must  rise  in  every  American  bosom?  Who  is 
Santa  Anna?  He  is  the  Government  of  Mexico.  He  has 
planted  a  despotism  in  that  country;  has  erected  a  cen- 
tral Government,  and  destroyed  every  vestige  of  free- 


dom. We  have  heard  of  rebels.  Who  are  the  rebels? 
I'hey  are  Santa  Anna,  and  his  priests,  and  mercenaries, 
and  myrmidons.  They  are  the  rebels.  The  people  of 
Texas  clung  to  the  Government  of  Mexico  as  long  as 
they  possibly  could  do  so;  as  long  as  a  wreck  of  the 
constitution  was  discernible,  or  a  floating  plank,  they 
did  their  utmost  to  save  it  from  destruction.  It  was  not 
until  the  flag  of  the  constitution  was  struck,  and  there 
was  no  longer  a  hope,  that  they  raised  the  flag  of  in- 
dependence. 

Mr.  PORTER  said  he  deprecated  every  thing  which 
had  a  tendency  to  enlist  still  further  our  feelings  and 
sympathies  in  the  contest  now  raging  in  the  Mexican 
provinces.  Our  position,  our  natural  character,  and  our 
true  interests  required  a  strict  neutrality  at  our  bands. 
This  policy  was  so  obviously  the  proper  one,  that  he  could 
not  imagine,  and  did  not  mean  to  assert,  that  any  Sena- 
tor here  wished  to  depart  from  it.  But  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that  nothing  better  calculated  to  produce  a  depart- 
ure from  the  position  .we  should  occupy  could  be 
imagined,  than  what  had  fallen  to-day  from  the  Senators 
from  South  Carolina  and  Mississippi.  Our  Government 
was  a  popular  one.  Its  action  necessarily  sympathized 
with  piublic  opinion;  and  if  that  opinion  was  formed  un- 
der excitement  and  passion,  there  was  great  danger  it 
would  be  incorrect.  He  did  not  understand  why  Santa 
Anna  should  be  selected  of  all  the  other  despots  that  exist- 
ed at  present  in  tlie  world,  snd  made  the  theme  of 
reproach.  His  conduct  is  perhaps  very  bad.  It  miglit 
be  true— Mr.  P.  believed  it  was  true^that  he  had  over- 
thrown the  constitution  of  Mexico,  and  placed  himself 
at  the  head  of  its  Government,  and  exercised  arbitrary 
power.  But  what  then?  Were  there  not  a  great  many 
other  despotic  and  arbitrary  Governments  in  the  world, 
with  whom  we  felt  no  difficulty  in  maintaining  relations 
of  peace  and  amity?  Our  relations,  he  believed,  were 
of  the  most  friendly  kind  with  the  Grand  Seignor  at 
Constantinople,  the  Barbary  Powers  on  the  coast  of  the 
Mediterranean,  and  even  the  black  empire  of  Hayti. 
We  had  only  tliis  session  ratified  a  treaty  with  some 
hitherto  unknown,  half-civilized  Power  on  the  coast  of 
Africs.  There  were  no  free  institutions  among  these 
different  nations.  Despotism,  absolute,  cruel,  9nd  con- 
stant, prevailed  amidst  them  all;  and  yet  not  a  breath  of 
reproach  was  heard  against  them.  Our  indignation  was 
all  reserved  for  Mexican  oppression.  We  left  to  all 
other  portions  of  the  world  the  affair  of  living  \inder 
what  kind  of  Government  they  pleased,  and  considered 
that,  as  we  permitted  no  foreign  interference  with  our 
political  institutions,  we  had  no  right  to  question  the 
institutions  of  other  countries.  Mexico  alone  was  made 
an  exception. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi  had  said  that 
he  had  heard  on  this  floor  apologies  for  Santa  Anna.  He 
(Mr.  P.)  had  heard  none.  He  himself  had  never  made 
any.  He  had  always  thought,  and  always  said,  that  so 
long  as  he  observed  good  faith  with  us,  and  maintained 
the  treaties  he  had  entered  into  with  the  United  States, 
we  had  nothing  to  do  with  his  bad  conduct  in  the  Mexi- 
can provinces.  That  opinion  he  should  on  all  suitable 
occasions  express,  and.  If  in  bis  power,  enforce.  He 
should  not  be  deterred  from  doing  so  by  any  fear  of 
misconstruction  of  his  motives.  His  object  was  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  of  the  country.  He  thought  it  her 
interest  to  preserve  it — he  meant  not  merely  her  pecunia- 
ry interest,  but  that  of  a  higher  kind,  which  looked  at 
her  true  glory  and  the  maintenance  of  the  moral  power 
which  she  now  so  advantageously  possessed  among  man- 
kind. And  if  these  consideTations  did  not  influence 
him  in  the  course  he  prescribed  to  himself  in  this  matter, 
the  vital  interests  of  the  State  he  had  the  honor  in  part 
to  represent  on  this  floor  left  him  no  discretion.  The 
valuable  and  lucrative  branches  of  trade  which  were  now 
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in  activity  between  l.ouMi«na  and  Mexico  would  be  bro- 
ken up  by.  a  war»  and  the  principal  channel  through 
which  ipecie  entered  into  New  Orleans  doted  complete- 
ly. Bvery  intercut  in  that  State,  aj^cultural  as  well 
as  commercial,  would  be  seriously  affected  by  a  change 
in  our  relations.  He  was  informed,  and  believed,  that, 
during  the  last  twenty  months,  the  trade  between  the 
city  just  mentioned  and  the  ports  of  Mexico  amounted 
to  nearly  fifteen  millions  of  dollars,  and  that  in  the  same 
space  of  time  about  eight  millions  of  specie  had  entered 
the  Mississippi  from  the  same  quarter.  All  this  was  to 
be  thrown  away,  because  they  had  no  free  institutions  in 
the  country  adjoining  us.  He  must  be  excused  if  he 
did  not  feel  himself  at  liberty  to  partake  in  such  senti- 
ments. We  were  placed  here  to  watch  over  the  grow- 
ing interests  of  our  own  country,  to  promote  its  happi- 
ness by  all  the  means  by  \^hich  its  wealth,  population, 
and  security  can  be  secured,  and  not  to  indulge  at  its 
expense  our  own  feeling^  nor  to  carry  out  among  other 
nations  our  abstract  opinions  of  government. 

There  was  another  consideration  (Mr.  P.  said)  for  him 
and  for  the  other  gentlemen  from  Louisiana,  in  both 
Houses,  with  whom  he  had  the  honor  to  be  associated. 
If  war  broke  out  between  Mexico  and  the  United  SUtes, 
the  western  portion  of  our  State,  and  its  borders,  were 
to  become  the  seat  of  it.  That  war,  once  commenced, 
he  was  afraid  would  not  be  speedily  terminated.  It  must 
become,  from  the  extent  of  the  country  and  its  localities, 
partisan  in  its  character.  And  a  large  portion  of  the 
most  wealthy  and  populous  portions  of  the  State  was  to 
be  exposed  for  years  to  the  inroads  of  Mexican  cavalry 
and  their  Indian  allies.  He  foresaw  that,  in  the  event 
alluded  to,  the  inhabitants  of  that  section  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana  were  to  have  their  security  disturbed  and  the 
safety  of  their  property,  particularly  that  of  slaves,  seri- 
ously endangered .  He  would  give  his  aid  to  no  meas- 
ures which  would  precipitate  such  a  state  of  things.  It 
was  very  well  for  gentlemen  who  came  from  States 
where  peace  and  security  could  not  be  aff*ected  by  hos- 
tilities, to  indulge  in  aspirations  after  the  happiness  of 
the  human  race.  But  he  protested  against  their  doing 
■o  at  our  expense.  He  acknowledged  that  he  felt  it  of 
much  more  importance  that  the  interests  and  safety  of 
the  people  of  Louisiana  should  be  attended  to,  than  the 
settlement  of  the  political  questions  now  agitating  Mexico. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  had  told  us  that  the  in- 
dividual, whose  letter  he  had  read  an  extract  from,  was 
a  roan  of  character  and  veracity.  Be  it  so.  He  did  not 
feel  inclined  to  controvert  the  truth  of  the  statement; 
but  he  must  be  excused  if  he  still  doubted  its  correct- 
ness. The  individual  in  question  did  not  say  that  he 
heard  Santa  Anna  make  the  declaration  imputed  to  him; 
nor  that  the  British  minister  in  Mexico  had  made  such  a 
statement  to  the  informant.  It  was,  therefore,  an  asser- 
tion made  on  the  information  communicated  by  others. 
And  all  the  weight  it  was  entitled  to  was,  that  which 
it  might  derive  from  the  correctness  of  the  judgment  of 
the  writer  on  the  veracity  of  those  from  whom  he  had 
received  the  tale.  Mr.  P.  said  he  must  be  pardoned  if, 
on  a  question,  of  this  magnitude,  he  could  not  surrender 
his  belief  to  the  opinions  of  any  man  of  the  truth  of 
others,  more  particularly  when  the  statement  itself  car- 
ried with  it  internal  evidence  how  highly  improbable  it 
was.  He  had  never  heard  any  thing  more  ridiculous. 
What  was  lO  Why  this:  that  Santa  Anna  should  have 
declared  to  the  British  and  French  ministers  <' that  he 
would  march  with  his  army  of  ten  thousand  men  from 
the  frontiers  of  the  Sabine,  one  thousand  five  hundred 
miles,  subdue  four  or  five  millions  of  people-^and  that 
people  among  the  bravest  and  freest  on  earth— plant  his 
standard  on  the  Capitol  at  Washington,  and  tear  the 
laurels  from  the  brow  of  General  Jackson."  He  (Mr. 
p.)  did  not  quarrel  with  the  belief  of  any  roan  who  gave 


credence  to  such  a  tale;  but  unless  Santa  Anna  was  an 
inmate  of  a  mad-house,  or  a  candidate  for  one,  he  did 
not  believe  he  made  such  an  assertion.  The  whole  thing 
savored  more  of  one  of  Baron  Munchausen's  stories 
than  any  thing  he  had  lately  heard.  He  concluded  by 
repeating  that  he  deprecated  any  thing  like  excitement 
on  the  question,  and  that  he  hoped  the  peace  of  the 
country  would  be  preserved. 

Mr.  WALKER  had  not  intended  to  say  a  word  more, 
but  he  was  compelled  to  trouble  the  Senate  with  an  ad- 
ditional remark,  in  consequence  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  letter,  from  which  he  had  read  an  extract,  was  re- 
ferred to.  He  had  already  told  the  Senator  from  Louis- 
iana, and  he  would  now  tell  him  again,  that  all  which 
was  contained  in  that  letter  was  true.  He  would  vouch 
for  the  veracity  of  the  writer,  who  was  as  respectable  as 
any  Senator  on  that  floor.  The  Senator  from  Louwiana 
was  at  liberty  to  read  the  letter  itself.  It  was  written 
by  a  gentleman  intimately  known  to  some  of  the  Sena- 
tors, who  could  have  had  no  interest  in  giving  false 
views,  or  misrepresenting  the  langfuage or  the  movements 
of  Santa  Anns.  There  could  not  be  a  shadow  of  a  doubt 
of  the  accuracy  of  the  information.  The  Senator  from 
Louisiana  had  replied  to  what  had  fiillen  from  him  as  to 
apologies  being  made  for  Santa  Anna.  He  had  said  that 
he  hoped  he  should  not  hear  apologies  and  excuses  made 
for  SanU  Anna  on  this  floor.  He  had  not  made  the^p 
for  the  Senator  from  Louisiana.  But  if  that  Senator  was 
disposed  to  take  up  the  cap  which  was  intended  for 
another,  let  him  put  it  on,  and  suffer  it  to  be  at  repose 
there.  I  said  (repeated  Mr.  W.)  that  I  hoped  there 
would  be  no  apologist  for  Santa  Anna  found  here,  and  I 
repeat  it. 

Mr.  PORTER  replied  that  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi had  said  that  he  had  heard  apologies  made  on  that 
floor  for  Santa  Anna.  He  had  taken  down  his  words  at 
the  time,  and  could  not  be  mistaken.  The  Senator  now 
states  his  meaning  was,  that  he  hoped  no  apologies  would 
be  made  for  him.  To  the  expression  of  such  a  feeling, 
he  (Mr.  P.)  had  not  the  slightest  objection;  and  the  gen- 
tleman was  perfectly  free  to  apply  that  hope  to  him. 

Mr.  BROWN  regretted  very  much  to  hear  exprenions 
that  had  been  used  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  calcula- 
ted, in  his  opinion,  to  stimulate  feelings  in  the  people  of 
this  country,  already  sufficiently  excited,  and  to  encour- 
age feelings  of  hostility  against  a  nation  with  which  we 
are  at  peace.  He  protested,  for  one,  against  entering 
into  a  crusade  to  regulate  the  internal  concerns  of  any 
nation;  he  protested  against  any  acts  or  the  expression 
of  any  feelings  calculated  to  involve  us  in  a  war  with  the 
Government  of  Mexico.  He  could  attach  no  importance 
to  the  expressions  said  to  have  been  used  by  Santa  Anna 
with  regard  to  this  country;  for,  coming  in  the  way  it  did, 
we  could  not,  consistently  with  what  was  due  to  our- 
selves, notice  it.  When  SanU  Anna  himself  thought 
proper  to  address  to  this  Government,  through  his  di- 
plomatic agents,  or  promulgate  to  the  word  officially, 
threats  of  the  nature  alluded  to  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  he  should  then  be  ready  to  resent  them; 
but,  coming  in  the  shape  these  expressiohs  have  done, 
they  were  unworthy  or  our  notice,  and  ought  not  to  in- 
fluence our  judgments.  They  all  knew  how  common  it 
was  in  the  city  of  Washington  to  hear  of  extraordinary 
declarations  attributed  to  distinguished  individuals,  and 
how  little  credence  was  to  be  attached  to  them.  He  did 
not  intend,  he  said,  to  question  the  veracity  of  the  author 
of  the  letter;  but  he  could  not  avoid  queationing  the  cor- 
rectness of  his  information. 

But  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  invoked 
them,  in  the  name  of  liberty*  to  act  in  favor  of  Texas; 
not  at  this  time,  for  he  considers  it  premature,  but 
when  the  proper  time  should  arrive.  Was  the  honora- 
ble gentleman  very  certain  that  they  would  favor  liberty 
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by  engmging  in  war  in  behalf  of  Tezaa?  What  had 
these  Texana  done  to  require  that  we  should  embroil 
ourselves  in  a  war  with  a  country  with  whom  we  are  on 
terms  of  peace,  in  order  to  favor  their  cause?  They 
had  gone  from  a  land  of  liberty  Xo  a  land  of  despotism; 
they  had  cut  asunder  the  ties  which  bound  them  to  the 
freest  and  happiest  country  on  earth;  and,  although  they 
bad  our  sympathies,  they  had  voluntarily  relinquished 
all  claims  to  our  support. 

But  it  was  said  that  Santa  Anna  had  overthrown  the 
republic  of  Mexico,  trampled  on  the  constitution,  and 
established  a  despotism;  and  that  therefore  we  should 
support  the  Texans.  We  were  (said  Mr.  B.)  the  last 
people  on  earth  who  should  meddle  with  the  internal 
concerns  of  another  nation.  If  there  was  any  one  prin- 
ciple of  national  law  more  sacred  than  another,  it  was, 
that  one  nation  ought  not  to  interfere  with  the  internal 
policy  of  its  neighbor.  If  we  set  him  the  example, 
Santa  Anna  might  take  it  into  his  head,  or  another  for- 
eign Government  might  do  so,  that  we  too  were  in 
need  of  reformation;  that  our  institutions  were  not  such 
as  conformed  to  their  opinions;  and  we  might  have  a 
war  on  our  hands,  brought  on  us  by  the  very  example 
we  had  set.  He  was  utterly  opposed  to  any  thing  of 
the  kind.  What!  (said  Mr.  B.)  shall  we  become  prop, 
agandists?  Shall  we  have  scenes  here  at  this  Capitol 
such  as  were  witnessed  at  Paris  in  the  French  revolu- 
tion, when  individuals  representing  every  country  in 
Europe  appeared  before  the  National  Assembly,  and 
called  on  them  to  liberate  them  from  their  oppressors? 
Shall  we  have  another  Anacharsis  Cloots  preaching  a 
crusade  in  favor  of  the  oppressed  all  over  the  world? 
We  are  now  (Mr.  B.  said)  in  a  state  of  peace  and  un- 
exampled prosperity;  and  shall  we  pursue  any  course 
calculated  to  jeopard  that  peace  and  impair  that  pros- 
perity? He  thought  it  due  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject  to  throw  out  these  few  observations;  he  viewed 
the  subject  as  pregnant  with  important  consequences, 
and  considered  that  our  best  interests  depended  upon 
pursuing  a  prudent  and  cautionary  course. 

Mr.  MOORE  said,  from  the  general  tenor  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Browv,]  we  might  be  led  to  infer  that  a  very  different 
proposition  had  been  submitted  from  the  one  now  pend- 
ing. No  proposition  had  been  proposed  involving 
the  neutrality  of  the  Government,  or  jeoparding  the 
peace  of  the  country;  yet  an  inference  of  this  kind 
was  fairl}  to  be  inferred  from  the  course  of  his  remarks. 
Mr.  M.  said  he  was  very  sorry  when  a  petition  of  a 
similar  kind  had  been  presented  on  a  former  occasion  by 
one  of  the  Senators  from  Ohio,  coming  from  the  citizens 
of  Cincinnati,  that  an  effort  should  liave  been  made 
then,  as  was  now  made,  to  give  the  g^-by  to  tliis  propo- 
sition, and  cast  some  damper  upon  tlie  feelings  of  the 
patriotic  and  brave  Texans.  He  regretted  that  the  prop- 
osition to  lay  that  petition  on  the  table  (which,  as  far  as 
it  signifies  any  feeling,  was  an  expresaion  unfavorable  to 
the  cause  of  the  Texans)  should  have  come  from  the 
quarter  it  had. 

Sir,  (said  Mr.  M.,)  when  petitions  are  presented  here 
denianding  of  Congress  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  without  the  consent  of  the  owners  of  such 
slaves,  and  a  proposition  is  submitted  to  refuse  to  receive 
such  petitions  because  Congress  is  considered  as  having 
no  constitutional  power  to  meddle  with  the  matter,  and 
that  it  would  be  highly  impolitic,  even  if  they  had  the 
power;  then  gentlemen  can  rise  and  talk  loud  and  long 
about  the  right  of  a  citizen  to  petition  for  the  redress  uf 
grievances,  &c. ;  and  they  imagine  they  see  a  violation  of 
the  constitution  in  an  effort  to  close  the  door  to  these  peti- 
tions. Now,  (Mr.  M.  said,)  he  was  unwilling  to  ex- 
tend to  these  petitioners  less  respect  than  had  been 
shown  to  abolition  petitioners.    He  was  willing  to  go 


further,  and  have  these  petitions  referred  to  an  enlight- 
ened committee. 

But,  said  he,  we  have  been  admonished  against  the 
pr^riety  of  using  reproachful  epithets  towards  the  head 
of  the  Mexican  Giovernment.  And  he  hoped  he  would 
be  pardoned  if,  in  his  feelings,  he  should  not  be  able  to 
regard  such  admonition.  He  did  not  heaitate  to  say  that 
Santa  Anna's  deportment  towards  the  Texans  had  been 
not  only  marked  by  the  violation  of  alt  rules  of  civilized 
warfare,  but  by  a  ferocity  and  barbarity-— not  to  say  a 
violation  of  solemn  pledeeft— which  were  not  only  dishon* 
orable,  but  even  beyond  what  might  have  been  looked 
for  from  a  Camanchean  savage. 

Mr.  M.  said  some  remarks  had  fallen  from  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bbowh]  as  to  the  character 
of  the  Texan  war,  which  he  thought  were  not  only  not 
called  for,  but  not  authorized.  The  Texana  were  en- 
gaged in  an  unequal  and  fearful  contest— in  the  defence 
of  a  republican  constitution  and  liberty  against  a  military 
despot.  A  company  of  gentlemen  of  high  respectability^ 
in  the  county  in  which  he  resided--his  neighbors— had 
been  prompted  to  volunteer  in  this  cause  from  feelinga> 
of  honorable  sympathy  and  patriotism,  and  were  now. 
under  the  Texan  banner,  if  not  sacrificed;  and  he  hoped 
they  were  not,  for  he  wished  them  success  most  cordial, 
ly.  He  could  not  think  they  were  obnoxious  to  any 
censure  or  expression  of  feelings  such  as  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bbowh]  had  gratuitously 
made. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  had  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  on  the 
floor  of  the  other  branch  of  the  national  Legislature 
when  the  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Wxbstbb]  had  submitted  his  important  proposition  to 
aid  the  suffering  Greeks;  he  had  heard  him  then  with 
much  pleasure;  and  he  could  not  see  any  thing  in  the 
present  proposition  so  reprehensible  as  he  had  intimated. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  violate  treaties  or  international 
law,  nop-to  compromit  the  neutrality  of  the  Government; 
but  was  willing  an  investigation  should  be  made,  and 
was  willing  to  do  whatever  could  be  done  with  proprie- 
ty. But  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Pbcstoit] 
had  expressed  his  views  more  fully  and  eloquently  than 
he  was  able  to  do,  and  he  therefore  would  not  trespass 
longer. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  he  had  received  several  memo- 
rials  from  the  city  of  Philadelphia  of  the  same  character 
as  those  which  had  been  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Pbbstoh.]  He  had  intended  to 
present  them  this  morning  to  the  Senate,  but  was  pre- 
vented from  doing  so  at  the  proper  moment  by  an  acci- 
dental circumstance.  It  was  also  his  intention  to  have 
accompanied  their  presentation  by  some  remarks.  These 
he  thought  it  best  to  offer  now,  rather  than  to  wait  until 
to-morrow  morning,  and  then  become  instrumental  in 
getting  up  another  debate.  I'hese  memorials  asked 
Congress  *Mo  recognise  the  independence  of  Texas, 
and  at  such  time,  and  in  such  manner  as  may  be  deemed 
proper,  to  interpose  to  terminate  the  conflict  which  now 
rages  in  that  country." 

In  some  remarks  which  he  had  submitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate a  few  days  since,  and  which,  like  all  other  proceed- 
ings in  this  body,  had  been  much  misrepresented  abroad, 
he  had  indulged  the  feelings  of  a  man  and  an  American. 
What  he  then  had  uttered  were  the  sentiments  of  his 
heart  in  relation  to  the  existing  struggle  in  Texas.  But, 
when  he  was  called  upon  as  a  Senator  to  recognise  the 
independence  of  that  country,  he  thought  it  prudent  to 
refer  back  to  the  conduct  of  our  ancestors,  when  placed 
in  similar  circumstances,  and  to  derive  lessons  of  wis- 
dom from  their  example.  If  there  was  any  one  princi- 
ple of  our  public  policy  which  had  been  well  settled — 
one  which  had  been  acted  upon  by  every  administration, 
and  which  had  met  the  approbation  not  only  of  thii 
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conntiyy  but  of  every  civilized  Gorernment  with  which 
we  have  intercourse— >it  was,  that  we  should  never  inter* 
fere  in  the  domestic  concerns  of  other  nations.  Recog- 
nising in  the  people  of  every  nation  the  absolute  right 
to  adopt  such  lorm  of  government  as  they  thought 
proper,  we  have  always  preserved  the  strictest  neutrality 
between  the  parties  in  every  country  whilst  engaged  in 
civil  war.  We  have  left  all  nations  perfectly  free,  so  hr 
as  we  are  concerned,  to  establish,  to  maintain,  or  to 
change  their  forms  of  government,  according  to  their 
own  sovereign  will  and  pleasure. 

It  would,  indeed,  be  surprisiog — and,  more  than  this, 
it  would  be  unnatural — ^if  the  sympathies  of  the  American 
people  should  not  be  deeply,  earnestly  enlisted  in  favor 
of  those  who  drew  the  aword  for  liberty  throughout  the 
world,  no  matter  where  it  was  raised  to  strike.  Beyond 
this  we  bad  never  proceeded.  The  peaceful  influence 
of  our  example  upon  other  nations  is  much  greater.  The 
cause  of  free  government  is  thus  more  efficiently  pro* 
moted  than  if  we  should  waste  the  blood  and  treasure  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States  in  foreign  wars  waged 
even  to  maintain  the  sacred  cause  of  liberty.  The  world 
must  be  persuaded— it  cannot  be  conquered.  Besides, 
we  can  never,  with  any  proper  regard  for  the  welfare 
of  our  constituents,  devote  their  energies  and  their  re- 
sources to  the  cause  of  planting  and  sustaining  free  in- 
stitutions among  the  people  of  ether  nations. 

Acting  upon  these  principles,  we  have  always  recog- 
nised existing  Governments,  or  Governments  dt  facto, 
whether  they  were  constitutional  or  despotic.  We  have 
the  same  amicable  relations  with  despotisms  as  with  free 
Governments,  because  we  have  no  right  to  quarrel  with 
the  people  of  any  nation  on  account  of  the  form  of  gov- 
ernment which  they  may  think  proper  to  adopt  or  to 
sanction.  It  is  their  affair — not  ours.  We  would  not 
tolerate  such  interference  from  abroad,  and  we  ought  to 
demean  ourselves  towards  foreign  nations  as  we  should 
require  them  to  act  towards  ourselves. 

A  very  striking  illustration  of  this  principle  has  been 
presented,  during  the  present  administration,  in  the  case 
of  Portugal.  We  recognised  Don  Miguel's  Government, 
because  he  was  de  faelo  in  possession  of  the  throne,  ap- 
parently with  the  consent  of  the  Pbrtuguese  people.  In 
this  respect,  Mr.  B.  believed  we  stood  alone,  or  nearly 
alone,  among  the  nations  of  tlie  earth.  When  he  was 
expelled  from  that  country,  and  the  present  Queen 
seemed  to  be  firmly  seated  upon  the  throne,  we  had  no 
difficulty,  pursuing  our  established  policy,  in  recognising 
her  Government. 

A  btill  more  striking  case,  and  one  to  the  very  point 
in  question,  had  occurred  during  Mr.  Monroe's  adminis- 
tration. The  Spanish  provinces  throughout  the  whole 
continent  of  America  had  raised  the  standard  of  rebel- 
lion against  the  King  of  Spain;  they  were  struggling  for 
liberty  against  oppression.  The  feelings  of  the  American 
people  were  devotedly  enlisted  in  their  favor.  Our  ar- 
dent wishes  and  our  prayers  for  their  success  continued 
throughout  the  whole  long  and  bloody  conflict.  But 
we  took  no  other  part  in  their  cause,  and  we  rendered 
them  no  assistance,  except  the  strong  moral  influence 
excited  over  the  world  by  our  well-known  feelingrs  and 
opinions  in  their  favor.  When  did  we  recognise  their 
independence.'  Not  till  afiertbey  had  achieved  it  by 
their  arms;  not  until  the  contest  was  over,  and  victory 
bad  perched  upon  their  bannerst  not  until  the  good  fight 
had  been  fought  and  won.  We  then  led  the  van  in  ac- 
knowledging their  independence.  But  until  they  were 
independent  in  fact,  we  resisted  every  effort,  and  every 
eloquent  appeal  which  was  made  in  their  behalf,  to  in- 
duce us  to  depart  from  the  settled  policy  of  the  coun* 
try.  When  the  fact  of  their  actual  independence  was 
established,  we  then,  and  not  till  then,  did  acknowl- 
edge it* 


He  would  rejoice  should  aimihr  success  attend  tha 
arms  of  the  Texans.  He  trusted  they  would  yet  con- 
quer their  independence  agunst  the  myrmidons  of  San*' 
ta  Anna .  In  that  event,  there  was  no  man  in  the  country 
who  would  vote  more  cheerfully  to  recognise  it  than  him- 
self. Until  that  time  should  arrive,  he  must  continue  to 
act  upon  the  firmly  establi^ed  principle  which  had  been 
our  guide  for  nearly  half  a  century. 

Mr.  B.  believed  that  no  President  of  the  United  States 
had  ever  been  more  strongly  convinced  of  the  necessity 
of  maintaining  this  principle  inviolate  than  General  Jack- 
son. His  whole  conduct  towards  foret^  Governments 
had  made  this  manifest.  Whilst  he  requires  justice  from 
all,  he  treats  all  with  justice.  In  his  annual  message  at 
the  commencement  of  the  present  session,  he  informed 
Congress  that  instructions  had  been  given  to  the  United 
States  district  attorneys  to  prosecute  all  persons  who 
might  attempt  to  violate  our  neutrality  in  the  civil  war 
between  Mexico  and  Texas.  He  also  stated  that  he  had 
apprised  the  Government  of  Mexico  that  we  should  re- 
quire the  integrity  of  our  territory  to  be  scrupulousfy 
respected  by  both  parties.  He  thus  decUred  to  the 
world  not  only  that  we  had  determined  to  be  neutral  be- 
tween the  parties,  but  that  our  neutrality  must  be  re- 
spected by  both.  This  aflfords  abundant  evidence  of  his 
disposition  neither  to  interfere  with  the  internal  concerns 
of  other  nations,  nor  to  submit  to  any  violation  of  the  law 
of  nations  by  them.  Mr.  B.  entertained  not  a  dotibt 
that  this  line  of  conduct,  which  he  had  marked  out  foi^ 
himself  in  the  beginning,  he  would  pursue  until  the  end, 
so  far  as  the  executive  Government  was  concerned. 

It  was  obviously  necessary  to  concentrate  a  strong  mil- 
itary force  on  the  confines  of  Texas,  not  only  to  enforce 
our  neutrality,  but  to  protect  the  lives  and  property  of 
our  fellow-citizens.  I'his  had  been  done;  but  the  com- 
manding General  had  been  strictly  prohibited  from  act- 
ing except  on  the  defensive. 

Such  a  force  is  absolutely  necessary  to  preserve  invio- 
late our  treaty  with  Mexico.  Under  it,  we  are  bound  to 
maintain  peace  among  the  Indian  nations  along  the  fron- 
tier of  the  two  countries,  and  to  restrain  the  Indians  with- 
in our  territory  by  force,  if  that  should  become  necessa- 
ry,  from  making  war  upon  Mexico.  This  obligation  is 
reciprocal,  and  binds  both  partiea.  If  the  Indians  from 
Texas  should  be  let  slip  upon  our  frontier;  if  they,  or 
Santa  Anna,  or  any  other  power,  should  attempt  to  invade 
our  territory,  then  every  American  would  say.  Repel 
force  by  force,  and  return  blow  for  blow.  Our  cause 
and  our  quarrel  would  then  be  just. 

But  let  us  not,  by  departing  from  our  settled  policy, 
give  rise  to  the  suspicion  that  we  have  g^t  up  this  war 
for  the  purpose  of  wresting  Texas  from  those  to  whom, 
under  the  faith  of  treaties,  it  justly  belongs.  Since  the 
treaty  with  Spain  of  1819,  there  can  no  longer  be  any 
doubt  but  that  this  province  is  a  part  of  Mexico.  He 
was  sorry  for  it;  but  such  was  the  undeniable  fact.  Let 
us  then  follow  the  course  which  we  had  pursued,  under 
similar  circumstances,  in  all  other  cases. 

.Mr.  B.  said  his  blood  boiled  whilst  contemplating 
the  cruelties  and  barbarities  which  are  said  to  have  been 
committed  by  the  Mexicans  in  this  contest.  The  heart 
sickens  andrevolU  at  such  a  specUcle.  But,  as  an  Amer- 
ican Senator,  he  could  give  the  Texans  nothing  except 
his  prayers  and  his  good  wishes.  Mr.  B.  concluded 
with  presenting  the  petitions  to  which  he  had  referred. 

Mr.  SHBPLEY  hoped  the  Senate  would  not  a^ee  to 
print  the  memorials,  lie  protested  against  givmg  the 
countenance  ofpublicity  to  these  petitions,which  call  upon 
the  Government  to  interfere  between  Mexico  and  Tex- 
as, and  thus  to  destroy  that  neutrality  which  it  is  the  ob- 
vious policy  of  the  United  SUtes  to  preserve.  He  would 
not  consent  to  give  any  sanction  to  the  opinions  of  these 
petitioners,  that  our  neutrality  ought  to  be  compromised. 
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[SXVATI* 


The  petitions  had  been  presented,  and  read,  and  dis- 
cussed, and  had  thus  passed  througrh  all  the  customary 
processes;  and  nothing  more  was  necessary,  unless  it 
was  desired  to  influence  public  opinion  against  the  Mex- 
icans. He  would  not  be  instrumental  in  propagating 
such  sentiments,  because  they  were  perfectly  errone- 
ous. Expressions  had  fallen  from  gentlemen  in  the 
Senate,  which,  perhaps,  it  would  have  been  better  had « 
they  been  better  considered.  He  did  not  understand, 
by  the  language  of  this  letter  which  had  been  read,  that 
Santa  Anna  gave  it  to  be  understood  that  he  intended 
to  come  to  Washington  in  the  attitude  of  an  aggressor; 
but  if  we^are  the  aggressors  in  the  first  instance, 
tliat  he  would  then  pursue  the  troops  to  Washington. 
There  had  been  a  disposition  manifested,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  see  it  so  prevalent,  to  mix  up  the  general  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  in  this  controversy,  to 
hurry  us  into  a  state  of  war  with  Mexico.  But,  in  his 
opinion,  we  had  no  reason  for  war.  He  would  as  soon 
expend  his  sympathies  upon  one  of  the  two  political 
parties  which  are  now  disturbing  the  tranquillity  of 
Spain,  as  permit  them  to  be  interested  in  the  conflict 
between  Mexico  and  Texas.  It  was  a  war  of  the  same 
barbarous  character  m  one  country  as  well  as  the  other, 
and  there  was  no  good  reason  why  the  feelings  of  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States  should  not  as  well  be  rous- 
ed in  reference  to  old  Spain  as  to  Mexico,  especially  as 
the  Government  of  old  Spain  had  done  at  least  as  much 
for  liberty  as  that  of  Mexico.  For  one,  he  was  wholly 
opposed  to  giving  the  least  countenance  to  the  opinions 
expressed  in  these  memorials.  We  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  contest;  no  more  to  do  with  it,  and  should 
have  no  more  feelings  excited  concerning  it,  than  we 
have  for  all  those  who  are  oppressed  by  their  Govern- 
ments on  the  other  side  of  the  globe.  We  have  nothing 
to  do  beyond  the  defence  of  our  own  rights  and  liber- 
ties; and  the  most  cautious  policy  is  advisable  in  order 
that  we  may  not  compromise  our  neutrality  at  all.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  to  indulge  our  sympathies  was 
wrong.  They  may  have  been  raised  entirely  by  the 
perusal  of  the  cruellies  perpetrated  in  Texas.  He 
hoped  it  was  so.  But  it  was  possible  there  were  other 
matters  and  motives  which  had  their  influence  in  opera- 
ting on  the  feelings  of  a  great  number;  and,  if  so,  any 
sympathies  arising  from  such  a  source  were  unworthy 
of  respect  and  consideration.  He  hoped  the  memorials 
would  not  be  printed. 

Mr.  WEBSTEK  expressed  bis  hope  that  the  memo- 
rials would  be  printed,  because  the  refusal  to  print 
might  be  construed  into  a  mark  of  disrespect.  He 
hoped  the  Senator  from  Maine  would  not  press  his  op- 
position to  the  motion,  as  he  thought  it  best  to  avoid 
even  the  appearance  of  disrespect  to  the  memorialists. 
He  had  only  further  to  say  that  he  had  heard  no  Senator 
ofler  any  apology  or  excuse,  on  this  floor,  for  the  per- 
son at  the  head  of  the  Mexican  Government,  for  any  act, 
or  any  imputed  act,  of  barbarous  or  cruel  conduct.  He 
repeated  his  hope,  however,  that  Senators  would  not 
indulge  in  the  expression  of  offensive  epithets  in  refer- 
ence to  that  person,  until  they  knew  something  certain- 
ly in  regard  to  his  conduct  which  would  warrant  such 
language. 

The  motion  to  lay  the  memorials  on  the  table,  and  to 
print  them,  was  then  put,  aud  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

WESTERN  FRONTIER. 

The  Senate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  took  up 
the  bill  from  the  other  House,  authorizing  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  accept  the  services  of  volunteers, 
and  to  raise  an  additional  regiment  of  dragoons  or  mount- 
ed riflemen. 

There  was  some  discussion  in  reference  to  this  bill, 
Vol.  XU.-90  ' 


in  the  course  of  which  the  bill  was  amended  so  as  to  au- 
thorize the  number  of  volunteers  to  be  raised  at  10,000 
men,  and  to  confine  themselves  to  repelling  Indian  inr 
vasions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  PRESTON,  the  authority  given  to 
the  President  in  these  words:  <'  and  shall  appoint  the 
necessary  officers,"  was  amended  by  adding  "above 
the  rank  of  captain,  which  appointments  shall  be  sub* 
mitted  to  the  Senate  for  its  advice  and  approval  at  ita 
next  session." 

Mr.  SWIFT  moved  to  recommit  the  bill. 

Mr.  NICHOLAS  moved  to  add  to  the  motion  an  in- 
struction to  report  the  bill  with  a  provision  to  raise  the 
army  to  the  same  peace  establishment  as  that  in  which 
it  was  placed  at  the  termination  of  the  war  in  1815. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
NicflOLAS,  to  add  instructionst  the  motion  was  nega- 
tived. 

The  bill  was  then  recommitted. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SHEPLEY, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


TuBSDAT,  Mat  10. 
RELATIONS  WITH  FRANCE. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States: 

WASBiiroTOH,  May  10,  1836. 
To  the  Senate  and  House  of  RepreaerUaiives.- 

Infornnation  has  been  received  at  the  Treasury  De- 
partment that  the  four  insti^lments  under  our  treaty  witl| 
France  have  been  paid  to  the  agent  of  the  United  States. 
In  communicating  this  satisfactory  termination  of  our 
controversy  with  France,  I  feel  assured  that  botli  Housea 
of  Congress  will  unite  with  me  in  desiring  and  believing 
that  the  anticipations  of  the  restoration  of  the  ancient 
cordial  relations  between  the  two  countries,  expressed 
in  my  former  messages  on  this  subject,  will  be  speedily 
realized.  No  proper  exertion  of  mine  bhall  be  wanting 
to  efface  the  remembrance  of  those  misconceptions  that 
have  temporarily  interrupted  the  accustomed  intercouBse 
between  them. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message  was  laid  on  the  table. 
NAVY  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  the  bill  making  ap- 
propriations for  the  naval  service  for  the  year  1836, 
was  taken  up  as  returned  from  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. 

All  the  amendments  of  the  House  were  concurred  in, 
on  motion  of  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  excepting  part  of  the 
following  amendment  made  by  the  House: 

**  The  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  here- 
by is,  authorized,  if  in  his  opinion  the  public  interest 
shall  require,  to  send  out  a  surveying  and  exploring  ex- 
pedition to  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  South  Seas:  and  for 
that  purpose  to  employ  a  sloop  of  war,  and  to  purchase 
or  provide  such  other  small  vessels  as  may  be  necessary- 
and  proper  to  render  the  said  expedition  efllicient  and 
useful;  and,  for  this  purpose,  the  sum  of  one  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand  dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby^ 
appropriated  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasuiy  not 
otherwise  appropriated;  and,  in  addition  thereto,  if  ne- 
cessary, the  President  of  the  United  States  is  authorized 
to  use  other  means  in  the  control  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  doir 
lars,  for  the  objects  required." 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  moved  to  strike  out  so  much  of  the 
above  amendment  as  is  contained  in  the  following  words: 
*<  if  in  his  opinion  the  public  interest  shall  require." 
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On  thitf  proposition  Mr.  HILL  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
nays,  which  were  ordered;  and  the  question  beinif  taken 
on  Mr.  South abd's  motion,  it  was  decided  as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Clay,  Clayton,  Uavis, 
Ewing:  of  Ohio,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent, 
Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  Naudain,  Niles,  Prentiss,  Rives, 
Robbina,  Ru^rgles,  Shepley,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge, 
Tomlinson,  Walker,  White— 26. 

Nats— Messrs.  Hill,  King  of  Georgia,  Wright—S. 

The  amendment  of  the  House,  as  amended,  was  then 
concurred  in. 

SPANISH  CONVENTION. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  took  up  the  bill 
to  carry  into  effect  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  Spain. 

This  bill  had  been  reported  fi*om  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  with  an  amendment  striking  out  the 
whole  of  the  bill  from  the  House,  and  inserting  the  Sen- 
ate bill,  which  provides  that  the  funds  received  under 
the  treaty  referred  to  should  be  distributed  by  the  At- 
torney General  instead  of  a  board  of  commissioners; 
which  amendment,  aAer  some  explanation  by  Messrs. 
CLAY,  TALLMADGE,  and  WHITE,  was  agreed  to. 

Sundry  amendments  were  proposed  by  the  committee 
to  amend  verbally,  so  as  to  strike  out  in  several  parts  of 
the  bill  the  words  «  commissioners  and  their  officers," 
and  insert  the  words'  **  Attorney  General  and  his  secre- 
tary." 

The  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

After  taking  up  and  disposing  of  a  large  number  of 
other  bills. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wkdhisdat,  Mat  11. 

.  MEXICO. 

Mr.  CLAY,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  which  was  referred  the  message  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  concerning  an  additional  article  in  the 
treaty  with  Mexico,  reported  a  bill  to  provide  fur  carry- 
ing into  effect  the  treaty  of  limits  with  the  Government 
of  Mexico;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  a  second 
reading. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  bill  was  in  exact  conformity 
with  the  former  one,  and  was  intended  to  revive  the 
commission  which  had  expired  in  consequence  of  the 
expiration  of  the  treaty.  The  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  were  desirous  that  it  should  pass  without  delay. 
There  was  a  peculiar  propriety  in  so  passing  it,  result- 
ing from  our  existing  relations  with  Mexico.  A  survey 
was  to  be  made;  and  we  were  endeavoring  to  ascertain, 
as  precisely  as  possible,  the  true  boundary  line  between 
that  country  and  our  own.  In  the  mean  time,  the  Gene- 
ral commanding  our  forces  in  that  quarter  had  taken  up 
a  position  in  or  near  this  disputed  territory.  Existing 
circumstances  were  such  as  to  make  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  proper  officers  should  be  authorized  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  treaty;  thereby  evincing  the 
aincerity  of  our  intentions,  and  the  fidelity  with  which 
we  adhered  to  our  engagements. 

The  bill  provided  for  the  services  of  a  commissioner 
and  surveyor,  but  not  for  those  of  a  clerk.  A  provisional 
appropriation  was  introduced,  however,  to  pay  the 
salary  of  such  officer,  and  the  Executive  empowered  to 
appoint  him  if  it  was  deemed  necessary. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  second  time,  and  was  order- 
ed to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

RESCINDING  A  RESOLUTION, 
^r.  White's  resolution,  offered  some  time  since,  on 
the  subject  of  rescinding  the  resolution  of  March,  1834, 


which  Mr.  BsnToir's  resolution  proposes  to  expunge, 
being  taken  up  and  read — 

Mr.  WHITE  said  he  wished  to  have  an  opportunity 
to  take  the  sense  of  the  Senate  on  this  resolution  during 
the  present  session,  and  be  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  present  the  views  which  his  own  mind  had  taken  of 
the  subject.  But  as  he  did  not  wish  to  retard  the  pro- 
gress of  the  appropriation  bills,  if  any  gentleman  desired 
to  bring  forward  an  appropriation  bill,  he  would  postpone 
his  resolution. 

Mr.  BENTON  signifying  a  wish  to  take  up  the  fortifi- 
cation bill. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  resolution  was  post- 
poned, and  made  the  special  order  for  Monday  next. 

FORTIFICATION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  bill  making  appro- 
priations for  the  purchase  of  site«,  for  the  collection  of 
materials,  and  for  the  construction  of  fortifications,  was 
taken  up. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  following  items  were 
stricken  out  of  the  bill  in  pursuance  of  the  recommenda- 
tions in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War: 
For  fortifications  at  Provincetown,    -  -       $50,000 

For  works  on  the  Delaware,  at  the  outlet  of 

the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware  canal,  -  50,000 
For  fortifications  to  cover  the  artificial  harbor 

at  Cape  Henlopen,  -  -  -       150,000 

For  a  fort  at  Cedar  point,  on  the  Patuxent 

river, 100,000 

For  fortifications  at  the  mouth  of  the  St. 

Mary's  river,  Georgia,       -  -  -        50,000 

For  steam  batteries,  to  strike  out  the  appro- 
priation of  $660,000,  and  insert  $100,000, 

making  a  deduction  in  this  item  of  -       560,000 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by 
adding  an  additional  section  nuking  an  appropriation  of 
$30,000  for  defraying  the  expenses  of  a  board  of  officers 
to  examine  sites,  make  surveys,  &c.,  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  best  plan  of  fortifications,  and  the  most 
eligible  situations  for  them;  which  motion  was  carried. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  submitted  the  following  amend- 
ment! 

To  strike  out  $101,000  for  fortifications  at  Penobscot 
bi^,  and  insert  $75,000  for  the  year  1836,  and  $75,000 
for  the  year  1837. 

Mr.  B.  observed  that  this  was  in  pursuance  of  the  rec* 
ommendations  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  that  when  a  p. 
propriations  are  to  be  made  for  fortifications,  it  would 
be  better  for  the  public  service  to  make  the  whole  ap- 
propriation at  once,  so  that  the  officers  might  know  the 
extent  to  which  they  were  to  ^o^  and  that  the  works 
might  not  be  delayed  by  waiting  for  appropriations,  as 
had  been  the  case  heretofore.  The  principle  introduced 
in  this  bill  was  to  provide  in  one  year  for  what  was  pro- 
posed to  be  don^  in  two  years.  The  object  was  to  pre- 
vent delay  in  commencing  the  work  early  in  the  season. 
The  officers  employed  to  carry  it  on  would  have  time 
to  engage  persons  to  do  it,  and  to  invite  competition; 
whereas,  when  delayed  till  the  summer,  they  had  to  em- 
ploy laborers  at  an  advanced  price;  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  the  same  amount  of  work  cost  the  Government 
more  than  it  ought  to  do. 

Mr.  WHITE  understood  the  recommendations  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  were  to  appropriate  such  sums  as 
wouM  be  necessary  to  finish  the  fortifications  already 
commenced,  and  to  re-examine  the  whole  system  under 
a  board  of  examination  for  that  purpose.  He  believed 
we  ought  to  re-examine  it  to  see  whether  the  plan 
might  not  be  reduced  to  one  of  greater  economy.  In 
his  (Mr.  W's)  view,  they  ought  to  strike  out  every  ap- 
propriation to  new  fortifications  in  the  hill.  [Mr.  BEN- 
I  TON  here  remarked,  there  were  none  but  new  forti- 
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ficfttionfl  in  the  bill.]  To  which  Mr.  W.  replied,  that  he 
then  would  go  for  striking  out  the  whole.  The  Secre- 
tary of  War,  in  his  report,  had  said  that,  «  before  any 
expenses  should  be  incurred  for  new  works,  a  thorough 
re-ezami nation  should  be  made,"  and  that  he  would 
orgfanize  a  board  for  that  purpose.  And  as  to  all  those 
places  where  he  was  certain  that  fortifications  would  be 
necessary,  he  bad  pointed  out  a  re-examination  of  them, 
to  see  whether  an  improvement  in  the  plan  might  not  be 
made,  and  had  recommended  the  amount  necessary  to 
be  expended  for  those  objects.  But  in  no  case  of  new 
fortifications  had  he  recommended  an  appropriation 
without  a  re-examination.  Mr.  W.  was  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  making  appropriations  for  a  series  of  years. 
If  made  from  year  to  year,  their  expenditure  could  be 
better  examined;  and  so  careful  were  the  framers  of  the 
constitution  on  this  point,  that  there  was  an  express  pro- 
hibition that  appropriations  should  be  made  for  a  longer 
period  than  two  years.  He  was  opposed  to  all  new  ap- 
propriations until  they  had  the  benefit  of  new  and  im- 
proved plans. 

After  some  remarks  from.  Mr.  RU6GLES, 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  said  that  the  position  in  which  the 
bill  under  consideration  was  now  placed  induced  him 
to  make  a  very  few  remarks,  his  views  on  the  bill  hav- 
ing been  pretty  fully  given  on  a  former  occasion. 

When  this  bill  was  taken  up  this  morning,  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  BsirroH]  had  moved  to  strike  out 
various  appropriations,  amounting  to  something  more 
than  a  million  of  dollars,  making  a  reduction  of  that  sum 
from  the  amount  of  appropriations  in  a  bill  which  they 
were  so  confidently  called  on  a  short  time  since  to  sup- 
port. He  thought  that,  perhaps,  by  a  little  further  delay, 
they  might  possibly  find  another  million  stricken  out.  So 
far  as  it  regarded  the  million  having  been  stricken  out, 
he  had  no  objection,  and  would  not  have  objected  to 
the  process  being  carried  on  further. 

There  was  now  a  new  principle  proposed,  which  was, 
that  the  new  works  be  commenced,  and  appropriating 
the  whole  amount,  and  dividing  it  into  two  years,  and 
the  next  appropriation  into  three  years.  He  (Mr.  S.) 
had  at  least  doubts  as  to  new  fortifications  being  com* 
menced  before  old  ones  were  completed.  He  believed 
it  to  be  the  true  policy  of  the  country  to  complete  the 
old  ones  first,  because  they  were  the  primary  ones,  and 
the  most  important  to  the  country,  and,  if  neglected, 
will  fall  to  ruin.  He  would  have  no  difficulty  in  voting 
for  appropriations  to  complete  them,  provided  they 
were  not  so  large  as  that  they  could  not  be  economically 
expended.  As  no  appropriations  were  made  last  year, 
it  would  perhaps  be  proper  to  increase  the  ordinary  ap- 
propriations for  this  year.  But  there  was  a  certain  limit 
beyond  which  they  could  not  go,  without  ttiey  were  re- 
gardless of  economy.  He  felt  reluctant  to  commence 
any  new  fortifications,  unless  they  could  ro  on  with  the 
old  onest  and,  according  to  the  reports,  they  could  not 
command  the  labor  of  the  country  beyond  the  comple- 
tion of  the  old  foKifications,  without  pressing  upon  the 
business  and  interests  of  the  country.  He  was  of  the 
opinion  that  all  that  could  be  expended  the  present 
year,  might  be  expended  in  completing  and  arming  the 
old  fortifications.  If  it  were  true  that  injustice  had 
been  done  to  Maine,  or  that  i injustice  had  been  done  to 
New  Jersey,  let  justice,  he  said,  be  done  to  them  here- 
after. 'Mr.  S.  spoke  of  a  change  in  the  opinions  of 
publie  officers  in  regard  to  the  system  of  fortifications, 
and  of  the  gfreat  number  of  men  necessary  to  be  armed 
in  occupying  themT  Every  day  was  adding  nerve  to 
the  arm  of  our  defence  in  our  increase  of  wealth  and 
population,  and  there  was  consequently  a  great  change 
In  the  necessity  of  carrying  out  that  system  to  its  full 
extent.  Then  the  difficulty  was,  as  to  what  point  they 
should  stop  at.    The  Secretary  of  War  did  not  think  it 


necessary  to  carry  on  that  system.  Take  Penobscot,  or 
any  other  place  mentioned  in  the  bill;  and,  he  asked, 
was  the  system  of  fortification  proposed  for  that  point 
precisely  such  as  they  would  adopt  at  this  day?  He  re- 
garded that  amendment,  offered  this  morning,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  board  of  officers,  worth  more  than  the  whole 
bill.  Mr.  S.  said  the  time  would  come  when  our  whole 
coast  would  be  defended  with  steam.  Our  batteries  on 
the  coast  would  be  floating  batteries,  instead  of  batte- 
ries on  land.  Batteries  on  our  inlets  and  peninsula  bays, 
as  they  were  termed,  would  be  worth  more  than  in  any 
other  location.  They  needed  information  on  both  these 
points.  The  Senator  from  Maine,  in  speaking  of  the 
delay  of  the  defences  of  the  country,  had  asked  where 
was  the  fortification  bill?  He  (Mr.  S.)  too  asked  where 
it  was?  He  meant  the  ordinary  fortification  bill.  Here 
was  a  bill  on  their  tables,  not  originating  in  the  House 
of  Representatives,  where  the  fortification  bill  usually 
originated,  but  which  was  called  a  fortification.  He  un- 
derstood the  ordinary  fortification  bill  was  now  on  their 
tables,  and  he  would  therefore  prefer  that  this  bill 
should  be  delayed  until  it  was  acted  on.  He  must  vote 
against  this  whole  bill,  if  compelled  to  vote  now,  with 
the  exception  of  the  provisions  for  surveys  and  steam 
batteries.  He  intended  to  propose  that  the  bill  be  laid 
on  the  table:  as  a  million  of  dollars  of  the  appropriation 
had  been  stricken  out,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  what 
would  be  the  effect  on  the  remainder. 

Mr.  WHITK  thought  that  it  would  be  very  unwise  to 
adopt  any  plan  for  fortifications  which  there  was  danger 
they  might  have  to  abandon  hereallter.  The  plan  ought 
to  be  well  considered,  estimates  and  surveys  furnished, 
and  all  the  necessary  information  obtained  from  scientific 
and  practical  men,  before  they  commenced  expenditures 
for  such  important  works  as  were  intended  to  endure 
for  ages.  It  would  be  remarked,  that  when  the  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  War  was  brought  in,  two  plans  were 
before  Congress:  one  was,  the  bill  making  appropriations 
for  entirely  new  works,  then  before  themf  and  the  other 
was  the  customary  fortification  bill,  making  appropria- 
tions for  such  fortifications  as  were  already  in  a  state  of 
progress.  Upon  looking  at  the  report,  it  plainly  ap- 
peared that  the  Secretary  recommended  (all  apprehen- 
sions of  a  war  with  a  foreign  power  having  ceased,  and 
there  being  full  time  for  the  necessary  preparations  and 
examinations  for  new  works)  that  appropriations  for 
these  should  be  suspended  till  such  examination  were 
made;  while  he  advised  that  they  should  progress^  as 
rapidly  as  circumstances  would  permit,  with  the  works 
already  begun.  Immediately  after,  the  Secretary  re- 
commended the  creation  of  a  board  of  officers  for  the 
examination,  as  well  of  the  old  works  as  for  surveys  and 
examinations  for  contemplated  new  ones,  to  determine 
on  the  best  plans  for  improving  the  'One  and  for  com- 
mencing and  completing  the  other.  The  Secretary  also 
said,  that  if  the  appropriations  were  early  made,  most  of 
the  new  works  could  be  put  in  operation  this  season:  but 
he  went  on  to  add,  that,  unless  the  corps  of  engineers 
were  increased,  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  make  any  ap- 
propriations, because  the  number  of  ofiicers'now  in  the 
corps  was  barely  sufficient  to  attend  to  the  completion  of 
the  old  works;  and  as  there  would  be  no  officers  to  su- 
perintend the  disbursement  of  the  money,  it  must  lie  idle. 
Mr.  W.  here  made  quotations  from  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  War.  His  interpretation  of  this  report  was, 
that  the  Secretary  recommended  that  they  should  create 
this  board  of  officers  for  examinations  and  surveys,  and, 
in  the  mean  time,  appropriate  #100,000  for  making  ex- 
periments for  the  improvement  of  steam  batteries,  and 
go  on  as  rapidly  as  possible  with  the  old  works.  We 
would  then  get  the  advantage  of  all  the  improvements  in 
steam  machinery  that  were  advancing  from  day  to  day, 
have  the  benefit  of  the  information  and  suggestions  of 
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this  board  of  officers,  and,  at  the  same  tim^,  have  the  j 
country  protected  to  a  considerable  extent  by  the  com- 
pletion  of  the  old  works.  Why  should  they,  he  asked, 
deprive  themselves  of  all  these  advantages,  at  a  time 
when  there  was  no  prospect  of  hostility  from  any  foreign 
Power,  by  unnecessary  haste?  It  did  seem  to  him  that 
it  would  be  an  unwise  and  improvident  expenditure  of 
money  to  commence  any  new  works  that  they  might 
find  it  necessary  hereafter  to  abandon,  because  not 
adapted  to  the  situation  of  the  country,  the  improve- 
ments of  the  age,  and  the  purposes  for  which  they  were 
intended. 

Mr.  SHEPLEY  contended  that  the  opinion  of  the  Sec- 
retary  of  War  had  been  misconstrued.  He  thought  the 
Secretary  had  declared  the  reverse  of  an  opinion  that 
we  should  not  proceed  with  new  fortifications  during  the 
present  year.  Mr.  S.  adverted  to  the  language  of  the 
report  of  that  officer,  in  which  he  had  said  that  it  could 
not  be  doubted  that  fortifications  at  certain  points,  des- 
ignated in  this  bill,  would  be  necessary;  and  that  it  would 
be  to  the  interest  of  the  country  that  they  be  constructed. 
Here,  then,  was  a  decided  opinion  expressed  in  favor  of 
these  new  fortificHtions;  and  let  the  vote  be  what  it 
might,  he  hoped,  if  it  was  against  the  bill,  it  would  not 
be  claimed  to  be  based  on  the  position  that  it  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of 
War.  There  was  none  so  blind  as  those  who  would  not 
see.  But  for  those  who  desired  to  come  to  the  light  in 
regard  to  the  fortification  at  Penobscot  bay,  they  would 
find  that  all  had  been  done  there  that  could  throw  any 
light  on  the  subject.  An  examination  in  detail  had  been 
made,  and  no  further  knowledge  could  be  acquired. 
They  had  all  the  necessary  information  before  them  now, 
in  relation  to  the  necessity,  importance,  and  expense  of 
the  work. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  said,  as  there  had  been  upwards  of 
a  million  of  dollars  of  the  appropriations  stricken  out  of 
the  bill  by  various  amendments,  which  changed  the  fea- 
tures of  it,  and  in  order  that  they  might  better  understand 
the  bill  as  amended,  he  would  move  to  lay  it  on  the  table, 
and  that  it  be  printed  in  its  amended  form. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  wished  to  see  the  bill  as  it 
then  stood,  and  hoped  the  motion  to  print  would  prevail. 

Mr.  BENTON  observed  that  it  was  wholly  unneces- 
aary  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table  for  the  purpose  of  print- 
ing it.  Any  gentleman  might  in  a  moment  see  it  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  then  stood,  by  getting  from  the  Sec- 
retary the  items  that  were  stricken  out,  and  drawing  his 
pen  through  them  on  the  bill  which  belonged  to  his  file. 

Mr.  EWING  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn:  lost- 
Ayes  17,  noes  21. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  then  withdrew  his  motion  to  lay  the 
bill  on  the  table,  and  moved  to  print  the  amendments. 

This  motion  was  also  lost:  Ayes  17,  noes  21. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING  of  Alabama,  the  Senate  then 
proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  executive  business; 
after  which, 

it  adjourned. 

TnunsDAT,  Mat  12. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 
The  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  purchase  of 
sites,  the  collection  of  materials,  and  for  the  construc- 
tion of  fortifications,  was  taken  up  as  the  special  order 
of  the  day;  the  question  being  on  Mr.  Bentoh's  mo- 
tion to  strike  out  the  appropriation  of  $101,000  for  forti- 
fications at  Penobscot  bay,  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
$75,000  to  be  applied  to  the  same  object  in  the  year 
1836,  and  $75,000  in  the  year  1837. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  was  not  disposed  to  depart  from  the 
usual  course  of  legislation  in  this  case.  Bills  for  fortifi- 
cations usually  originated  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 


and  the  Senate  could  add  to  or  reduce  the  amount  or 
appropriations  contained  in  them,  as  they  thought  pro- 
per. They  had  before  them  two  propositions:  to  com- 
plete old  and  to  erect  new  fortifications,  lie  thought 
they  ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  complete  the  old  forti. 
fications  before  new  ones  were  taken  up.  By  pursuin^^ 
the  course  indicated,  which  was  that  of  waiting  for  the 
action  of  the  other  House,  it  would  prevent  confusion, 
caused  by  the  Senate  sending  their  fortification  bill  to 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives sending  theirs  to  the  Senate;  while  both 
branches  would  be  acting  on  the  same  subject  in  dis- 
tinct bills.  Mr.  C.then  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  BENTON  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  thought  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  BsiTToir]  would  jeopardize  the  bill  by  taking  it  up 
now,  when  the  Senate  was  so  thin,  and  suggested 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  let  it  lie  over  until  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  Senator  from  Delaware  had 
shown  a  disposition  throughout  to  go  on  with  the  fortifi- 
cations, and  had  manifested  that  disposition  while  serv- 
ing with  him  on  the  committee;  and  there  was  no  one  to 
whose  suggestions  he  would  listen  with  more  respect 
than  his.  But,  under  the  circumsUnces,  he  was  not 
willing  to  postpone  it  any  longer. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  was  not  disptfsed  to  elude  the  ques- 
tion, but  wished  to  meet  it  fairly. 

Mr.  Calhoun's  motion  was  then  rejected— yeas  17, 
nays  22,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Davis 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tomlin- 
son.  White— 17. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Guthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hubbarcl, 
King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  McKean,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles, 
Rives,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wall, 
Wright— 22. 

Mr.  BENTON  observed  that  the  fairest  way  of  getting 
at  the  whole  matter  would  be  to  take  the  queation  sug- 
gested by  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yesterday;  that  was,  on  a  motion  to  strike  out  all  the 
new  works.  This  would  be  the  best  way  of  getting  at 
the  sense  of  the  Senate;  and  he  would  withdraw  his 
amendment,  in  order  to  give  the  gentleman  an  opportu- 
nity df  making  a  motion  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  WHITE  would  not  submit  any  motion  to  strike 
out;  and  if  any  of  the  fortifications  were  to  be  retained, 
he  was  inclined  to  think  there  was  as  much  merit  in  the 
fortifications  at  Penobscot  bay  as  any  other.  His  objec- 
tions were  to  appropriating  the  whole  sum  in  gross,  to 
be  expended  in  diflferent  years.  He  had  made  no  mo- 
tion,  and  would  not  make  any  now. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  the  report  of  the  SecreUry  of 
War  on  the  subject  of  fortifications  was  one  of  the  ablest 
state  papers  he  had  ever  read.  He  believed  it  had  met 
with  the  decided  approbation  of  every  member  of  the 
Senate.  The  views  of  the  Secretary  were  practical, 
and  commended  themselves  to  the  common  sense  of  all 
of  us,  whether  military  men  or  not.  The  principles  es- 
tablished by  that  report  were,  that  it  would  be  vain  and 
impracticable  for  ua  to  attempt  to  erect  fortifications 
along  our  coast  at  every  point  where  an  enemy  might 
eHTect  a  landing;  and  if  we  even  could  do  so,  it  would 
render  a  large  standing  army  necessary  to  provide  them 
all  with  garrisons,  and  would  thus  be  in  opposition  to 
the  genius  of  our  institutions.  That  fortifications  should 
only  be  erected  to  defend  our  commercial  cities  from 
the  attack  of  an  enemy;  and  these  ought  to  be  construct- 
ed merely  for  the  purpose  of  resisting  an  assault  by  sea; 
because  it  was  not  to  be  imagined  that  an  enemy  would 
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or  could  ever  sit  down  before  them  on  the  land  side, 
and  besiege  them  regularly,  according  to  the  European  ■ 
custom.  The  principles  of  this  report  would  not  only 
reduce  the  number  of  our  fortifications,  but  their  size, 
and  consequently  the  expense  of  their  construction. 
This,  with  him,  was  an  important  ohject,  aa  he  should 
never  be  willing  to  involve  the  country  in  unnecessary 
expenditures,  merely  because  we  had  a  large  surplus  in 
the  Treasury. 

What,  then,  did  the  present  bill,  as  it  had  been  amend- 
ed, propose }  Simply  to  appropriate  money  for  the  erec- 
tion of  those  fortifications  which  had  been  specially  rec- 
ommended by  the  Secretary  of  War  as  necessary  for  the 
defence  of  our  commercial  cities.  Was  there  a  single 
Senator  who  did  not  admit  that  it  wss  neceasarv  to  erect 
fortifications  at  the  proposed  points?  He  believed  we 
were  unanimous  upon  this  subject.  Then  what  was  the 
question?  It  was  one  merely  of  time.  Shall  we  appropri- 
ate the  money  this  year,  or  wait  until  the  next?  For  his 
part,  be  was  ready  and  willing  to  concur  in  what  he  un- 
derstood to  have  been  distinctly  recommended  by  the 
Secretary,  and  make  the  appropriations  at  once.  It  was 
true  that  he  had  also  suggested  the  propriety  of  estab- 
lishing a  board  of  engineers  for  the  purpose  of  making 
further  surveys  and  examinations  before  any  of  the  works 
ahould  be  commenced,  and  had  asked  an  appropriation 
for  this  purpose.  But  why  should  we  delay  making  the 
appropriations  for  the  construction  of  the  works  until 
this  was  done?  Several  of  these  fortifications  had  been 
already  surveyed;  and,  in  regard  to  these,  all  that  was 
necessary,  before  commencing  their  construction,  was 
to  reduce  their  dimensions  to  the  standard  of  the  report. 
As  soon  as  this  was  done,  they  might  be  commenced  im- 
mediately. At  an  early  period  of  the  session,  we  had 
resolved  unanimously  in  favor  of  making  all  necessary 
appropriations  for  the  defence  of  the  country.  The 
Treasury  was  now  full;  and  he  could  perceive  no  good 
reason  for  postponing  until  the  next  year  what  we  might 
as  well,  and  better,  do  at  the  present  session.  Let  us 
place  the  money  at  the  disposition  of  the  Department, 
and  let  the  fortifications  be  commenced  as  soon  a^  the 
preliminary  surveys  could  be  completed. 

Mr.  EWING  concurred  with  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania as  to  the  general  import  of  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  War;  and  also  concurred  with  him  in  the 
opinion  that  it  was  a  very  able  state  paper.  He  further 
agreed  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  that  the 
question  as  to  the  construction  of  these  fortifications  was 
the  proper  time  for  commencing  them.  Now,  from  all 
he  could  gather  from  the  report  of  the  Secretary,  it  ap- 
peared that  there  would  be  no  advantage  to  be  obtained 
by  commencing  these  works  at  this  time;  and  that  it 
would  be  a  departure  from  the  well.establishe<l  policy 
of  this  Government  to  go  on  with  them  before  making 
the  necessary  surveys  and  estimates,  ft  would  appear 
from  the  Secretary's  report  that  there  were  certain 
works  which  did  not  need  examination;  but,  on  turning 
to  another  page,  it  would  be  seen  that  the  Secretary 
says  that  a  re-examination  should  be  made  in  every  case, 
"In  order  to  apply  these  principles."  The  SecreUry 
told  them  that  the  whole  plan  was  originally  deficient, 
though  well  adapted  to  the  situation  of  the  country  at 
the  time;  but  that  it  was  now  ineflficient,  and  ought  to 
be  changed.  Mr.  E.  continued  his  objections  to  making 
appropriations  for  new  works  before  the  necessary  sur- 
veys and  estimates  were  made,  and  contended  that  they 
ought  to  wait  for  the  result  of  the  examinations  of  this 
board  of  officers  to  be  appointe<l  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  War.  If  this  bill  should  now 
be  passed,  it  would  take  some  time  to  get  it  through  the 
other  House.  The  bill  to  increase  the*^  corps  of  engi- 
neers must  also  be  passed  by  that  body;  and  it  would 
take  some  time  to  get  them  together  and  instruct  them; 


and,  therefore,  under  all  these  unavoidable  delays,  no 
use  could  be  made  of  the  appropriations  this  season.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  these  appropriations  at  this  time 
would  only  have  the  effect  of  changing  the  deposites  of 
the  public  moneys  in  the  deposite  banks  from  the  name 
of  the  United  States  to  the  names  of  the  disbursing  offi- 
cers. It  would  be  nothing  more;  for  the  money  must 
remain  in  these  banks  without  a  possibility  of  using  it. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  that  laborers  had  by  this  time 
probably  made  their  arrangements  for  employment  du- 
ring the  season,  and  no  doubt  great  inconvenience  would 
arise  in  procuring  them;  and  if  procured,  it  would  be  at 
an  increased  expense.  There  were  two  fortification 
bills:  one  emanating  from  the  Military  Committee,  desig- 
nating the  points  of  location;  and  the  other  from  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  making  the  necessary  appropria- 
tions. Heretofore  the  practice  had  been  for  the  other 
House  to  originate  these  bills;  and  the  fault  of  the  delay 
was  not  properly  the  fault  of  the  Senate,  but  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  The  Senate  now  went  into 
the  consideration  of  one  branch  of  this  subject,  while 
they  were  \eit  in  the  dark  in  regard  to  the  other.  The 
Military  Committee,  at  the  commencement  of  the  ses- 
sion, found  us  under  peculiar  circumstances.  We  were 
then  threatened  with  a  war,  and,  fearing  the  House 
might  not  get  a  bill  up  in  time  to  meet  the  emergency, 
had  brought  this  bill  forward;'  but  now  matters  were 
changed.  The  temper  and  judgment  which  character- 
ized the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War  was  such,  that 
he  was  much  disposed  to  acquiesce  in  its  recommenda- 
tions, and  he  very  much  distrusted  his  own  judgment 
when  differing  from  him  in  this  matter.  He  diflPered 
from  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Ewiiro]  in  regard  to 
the  construction  he  had  put  upon  the  report;  and  the 
President  concurred  in  opinion  with  the  Secretary  of 
War  against  the  opinion  of  the  engineers. 

There  were  certain  fortifications  which  had  been  ex- 
cepted by  the  Secretary  of  War  in  his  report,  who  had 
suggested  the  prosecution  of  them  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  with  which  they  were  identified,  and  had 
therefore  acquiesced  in  the  prosecution  of  some  of  the 
fortifications,  while  he  rejected  others.  He  could  not 
tell  how  hr  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  Secretary 
would  be  retained  in  the  provisions  of  this  bill;  but  he 
inferred  that  the  general  purpose  of  the  Secretary  was, 
that  Concfress  should  examine  this  matter  with  full  de« 
liberation;  and  the  general  conclusion  was,  that  the  prin- 
ciples laid  down  by  him  should  be  deliberately  applied 
to  all  these  works.  He  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Secretary  believed  those  works  which  he  had  des- 
ignated might  be  carried  on  under  the  direction  of  the 
Government  on  certain  contingencies,  and  that  future 
changes  might  be  made  which  would  require  a  corre- 
sponding change  of  plans  to  meet  them.  In  regard  to 
many  of  these  works,  plans  of  them  had  been  frequent- 
ly approved,  and  the  estimates  of  the  necessary  labor 
stood  a  matter  of  record  for  the  last  twelve  or  fifteen 
years.  Most  of  those  of  the  first  class  had  been  com- 
pleted; and  the  present  bill  proposed  to  carry  into  com- 
pletion those  of  the  second  class,  and  part  of  those  of 
the  third  class.  Penobscot  and  Kennebec  were  of  the 
third  class,  and  also  the  fortification  at  Provincetown,  at 
Cape  Cod.  He  believed  Provincetown  ought  to  have 
been  of  the  first  class,  as  it  was  of  primary  importance; 
but  the  Secretary  uf  War  had  diff*ered  from  this  classifi- 
cation; and  the  President,  looking  directly  to  the  ques- 
tion, had  decided  with  the  Department,  and  differed 
horn  the  bureau.  The  idea  of  defending  the  coast  by 
steam  was  not  new,  but  was  as  old  as  1816,  although  a 
new  and  more  powerful  application  of  it  had  been  in- 
vented. The  springing  up  of  new  towns  and  cities,  the 
development  of  new  energies,  and  the  rapid  improve- 
ment  of  the  country,  liad  already  produced  a  change  in 
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the  atate  of  things  difTerent  from  what  existed  when  the 
orifi^inal  plan  of  fortifications  was  adopted. 

Mr.  p.  went  into  an  inquiry  as  to  the  length  of  time 
that  would  be  required  to  put  up  these  building^s.  The 
Secretary  of  War,  he  said,  had  recommended  that  a 
general  appropriation  be  made,  so  that  as  soon  as  works 
were  found  to  be  necessary  at  any  given  point,  they 
should  be  commenced,  with  a  view  to  a  gradual  com- 
pletion; and  the  chairman  of  .the  Military  Committee 
[Mr.  Dbhton]  had  moved,  in  pursuance  of  those  recom- 
mendations, to  change  the  appropriations  to  Penobscot 
from  $101,000,  to  be  expended  in  one  year,  to  $150,000, 
to  be  expended  in  two  years,  and  the  appropriation  to 
be  divided  into  $75,000,  to  be  expended  in  each  year.  It 
was  proposed  to  commence  from  the  stump,  and  finish 
that  work  in  eighteen  months.  Heretofore,  it  had  been 
the  practice  of  Congress,  in  undertaking  a  series  of 
works,  to  adopt  the  mode  of  appropriating  a  yearly 
amount  at  every  session,  by  which  the  subject  annually 
passed  the  ordeal  of  examination  by  a  committee.  This 
pledge  to  make  these  appropriations  for  a  series  of 
years  was  different  from  an  appropriation  for  the  fiscal 
year;  and  he  would  prefer  that  so  much  for  1836,  and 
so  much  for  1837,  ahould  be  particularly  specified;  and 
when  they  had  acted  on  this  amendment,  he  would  ofl^r 
some  suggestions  in  relation  to  the  proposed  fortifica- 
tions at  Kennebec. 

Mr.  NAUDAIN  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
striking  out  the  $75,000  for  the  year  1837,  leaving  the 
$75,000  for  the  year  1836. 

Mr.  N.  then  observed  that  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced him  to  make  this  motion  were  drawn  from  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  which  recommended 
that  surveys  should  be  *made  before  commencing  any 
new  works.  He  believed,  also,  that  one  half  of  the  ap- 
propriation would  be  sufficient  to  keep  the  workmen  in 
employment  for  the  remainder  of  this  year,  and  until  the 
middle  of  the  next.  For  one,  he  was  opposed  to  making 
appropriations  for  so  long  a  time  in  advance. 

Mr.  SHRPLEY  showed  that  different  reports  and  ex- 
aminations had  been  made  in  regard  to  the  fortifications 
at  Penobscot  bay.  That  the  Department  could  never 
make  contracts  beyond  the  appropriation,  was  a  regula- 
tion well  understood.  It  was  judged  this  fortification 
would  cost  $150,000,  and  had  been  increased  to  that 
sum  from  $101,000.  He  went  into  a  calculation  of  the 
cost,  whether  it  should  be  constructed  of  brick  or  stone, 
to  show  the  disadvantage  and  want  of  economy  in  mak- 
ing limited  or  partial  contracts,  which  would  be  unavoid- 
able, in  case  the  appropriation  for  the  second  year 
should  be  cut  ofi^. 

Mr.  NILES  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  have  taken 
any  part  in  the  debate  on  this  bill  previous  to  the  discus- 
sion of  yesterday;  and  so  little  attention  had  he  given  to 
the  subject,  that  he  was  scarcely  aware  of  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  forts  authorized  to  be  constructed  was  to  be  in 
the  State  he  bad  the  honor  in  part  to  represent.  That  fact, 
with  some  other  considerations  not  necessary  to  be  dis- 
closed, had  induced  him  to  present  his  views  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  objection  we  had  just  heard  from  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhouk,]  that  the  appro- 
priations for  the  new  forts  were  in  a  separate  bill,  and 
that  the  entire  appropriations  for  fortifications  ought  to 
be  embraced  in  one  bill,  and  originate  in  the  House  of 
Kepresentatives,  he  thought  had  no  force  in  it;  for  it  ap- 
peared to  him  more  proper  that  the  new  fortifications 
should  be  presented  in  a  separate  bill,  and  be  subject 
to  a  distinct  consideration.  The  bill  in  the  House  is 
the  ordinary  appropriation  bill  for  fortifications,  and 
only  provides  for  continuing  the  works  now  under  con- 
struction; it  can  involve  no  new  principle,  and  no  ques- 
tion of  general  interest.  The  ordinary  annual  appropri- 
ations will  of  course  be  made,  and  he  supposed  the  sums 


would  be  enlarged  this  year  in  consequence  of  the  fail- 
ure of  the  fortification  bill  last  session,  and  there  having 
been  no  appropriations  for  completing  the  fortifications 
last  year. 

The  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  providing  for  the 
erection  of  new  forts,  presents  a  different  question, 
which  ought  not  to  be  blended  with  that  of  the  ordinary 
annual  appropriations  for  fortifications.  The  question  is, 
whether  Congress  will  enlarge  and  extend  the  system  of 
fortifications.  As  to  the  precise  extent  and  comprehen- 
siveness of  the  plan  which  it  may  be  advisable  to  adopt, 
or  which  the  security  of  the  country  requires,  that  is 
not  now  to  be  decided,  except  so  far  as  the  present  bill 
may  involve  that  inquiry.  This  bill  authorizes  the  erec- 
tion of  twelve  new  forts,  and  appropriates  one  million 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  the  purchase  of  sites 
and  the  construction  of  works  the  present  year.  For 
one  of  these  forts  there  is  an  appropriation  of  only 
twelve  thousand  dollars;  and  as  that  is  so  small  a  work, 
it  may  be  thrown  out  of  the  question,  and  the  number 
of  works  reduced  to  eleven.  These  are  all  at  important 
points,  for  the  security  of  towns  and  harborp,  which  will 
afford  safe  abetters  in  time  of  war  for  our  public  and 
private  vessels.  The  entire  expenditures  for  these  forts, 
be  believed,  would  be  something  like  three  millions. 
The  general  question  of  the  detence  of  our  maritime 
frontier,  and  the  extent  and  comprehensiveness  of  a  plan 
of  fortifications,  is,  in  many  points  of  view,  one  which 
only  scientific  and  professional  men  can  be  supposed  to 
b^  competent  to  decide.  Perhapv  there  are  few,  if  any 
members  in  this  body,  who  will  feel  themselves  very 
competent  to  decide  a  question  so  intimately  connected 
with  the  art  and  science  of  war.  We  must,  to  some 
extent,  follow  some  other  guide  than  our  own  judg- 
ments; we  must  look  to  those  whom  we  believe  to  be 
competent  to  direct  our  legislation — ^to  the  engineer  de- 
partment and  to  the  executive  officers,  acting  under  the 
high  responsibilities  of  their  stations. 

But  as  to  the  objects  to  be  attained  by  fortifications, 
and  how  far  it  is  safe  and  wise  to  rely  on  them  for  the 
security  of  the  country,  these  are  questions  of  which  we 
may  feel  qualified  to  Xovm  opinions,  and  to  act  from  our 
own  judgments.  We  are  not  now  called  upon  to  deter- 
mine these  questions,  unless  it  shall  be  thought  that  the 
fortifications  provided  for  in  this  bill  will  commit  the 
Government  ts  a  more  extensive  system  than  it  is  advi- 
sable to  adopt.  Few,  he  apprehended,  would  be  of  this 
opinion,  who  are  in  favor  of  any  enlarg^ement  of  the  for- 
tifications on  the  seaboard. 

The  main  question  presented  by  the  present  bill,  as 
he  had  already  stated,  was,  whether  there  should  be  any 
extension  of  the  system  of  fortifications  on  the  Atlantic 
border,  and  whether  it  shall  be  commenced  at  the  pres- 
ent time  ^ 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Buchahah]  has 
remarked  that  the  only  question  was  one  as  to  time;  but 
this  can  only  be  correct  by  reg^ardjng  the  preliminary 
question,  whether  we  shall  enlarj^  the  present  system 
of  fortifications,  as  conceded;  which,  I  take  it,  is  not  the 
fact.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Ewiiro]  seems  to 
suppose  that  this  bill  is  a  mere  humbug;  and  says  it  can 
have  no  other  operation  than  to  transnr  the  money  ap- 
propriated from  one  account  to  another,  because  no  part 
of  it  can  be  expended  the  present  year.  But  the  gen- 
tleman is  mistaken  in  his  conclusion,  even  if  his  prem- 
ises were  admitted.  Whether  the  money  can  or  will 
be  actually  expended  the  present  year,  is  not  very 
important.  The  main  question  i?,  whether  we  shall 
enlarge  the  system  of  fortifications,  and  whether  we 
shall  settle  the  question  at  this  time?  If  there  is  to  be 
any  extension  of  the  plan  of  fortifications,  now  is  the 
time  to  do  it.  Now  is  the  time  to  settle  \\\e  principle^  and 
to  decide  upon  the  new  works,  so  far  at  least  as  depends 
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on  our  legislation.  If  the  principle  is  once  establish- 
ed by  law  that  further  defences  are  to  be  prorided  for 
the  security  of  the  seaboard,  it  is  of  little  consequence 
whether  the  works  which  may  be  authorized  are  con- 
structed in  one  year  or  in  several  years.  The  principle 
being  settled,  the  necessary  appropriations  must  be  made 
as  there  is  occasion  for  them. 

It  has  been  contended  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri, 
[Mr.  BavToir,]  that  the  plan  for  fortifications  is  antago- 
nistical  to  the  bill  which  has  now' passed  the  Senate  for 
the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  among  the  States,  and  all  other  schemes  of  distri- 
bution. This,  I  apprehend,  is  correct,  so  far  as  the 
principle  of  this  measure  is  concerned,  as  it  is  incom- 
patible with  any  scheme  of  distribution  of  the  public 
funds  which  shall  withdraw  them  from  the  control  of 
this  Government;  for  although  It  may  be  true,  as  is  con- 
tended, that  very  little  can  be  expended  on  new  works 
this  year,  yet,  if  the  measure  is  sanctioned  by  law,  and 
its  execution  will  require  an  expenditure  equal  to  the 
surplus  there  may  be  in  the  Treasury,  after  providing 
for  the  ordinary  and  other  objects  of  extraordinary  ex- 
penditure, it  ought  to  be  regarded  as  a  different  objec- 
tion to  any  other  disposition  of  this  surplus. 

If  it  is  decided  to  extend  this  system  of  fortifications, 
we  roust  view  the  measure  in  connexion  with  the  pres- 
ent condition  of  the  finances,  and  what  they  will  be 
likely  to  be  for  some  years  to  come.  The  finances  of 
the  United  States,  for  several  years  at  least,  will  depend 
on  laws  and  circumstances  which  Congress  cannot  con- 
trol. The  swelling  flood  flowing  into  your  Treasury  the 
past  year  and  first  quarter  of  the  present,  has  arisen 
from  causes  which  cannot  be  permanent:  these  causes 
are  speculations  in  the  public  lands.  Of  the  present  sum 
in  the  Treasury,  more  than  twenty  millions  have  been 
received  from  the  sales  of  the  lands  the  last  year  and  a 
quarter.  I  am  aware  that  some  gentlemen  seem  to  sup- 
pose that  this  source  of  revenue  is  inexhaustible,  and  is 
to  continue  at  the  same  rate  for  all  time  to  come.  This 
is  a  great  delusion.  Should  the  present  rage  of  specu- 
lation continue,  in  a  few  years  the  most  valuable  portions 
of  the  public  lands  will  be  in  the  hands  of  speculators. 
This  source  of  revenue,  instead  of  being  inexhaustible, 
as  the  imaginations  of  some  gentlemen  represent  it  to 
be,  is  wasting  rapidly.  But,  were  the  fact  otherwise; 
were  the  public  domain  as  inexhaustible  as  the  fountains 
of  the  great  deep,  are  the  resources  of  the  people  also 
without  limit }  Is  it  supposed  that  twenty  millions  a  year 
can  continue  to  be  drawn  from  individuals,  to  be  invest- 
ed in  uncultivated  lands. ^  It  is  impossible.  Gentlemen, 
in  giving  scope  to  their  vivid  imagmations,  seem  to  over- 
look this  difficulty.  As  well  might  it  be  supposed  that 
an  unnatural  excitement  could  be  kept  up  in  the  human 
system  by  successive  and  continued  doses  of  opium.  In 
every  department  of  business,  a  reaction  must  follow 
overaction.  This  is  not  only  a  law  in  trade,  but  is  a  more 
general  law  in  all  human  affairs.  If  this  course  of  spec- 
ulation in  public  lands  could  continue,  it  would  absorb 
the  entire  capital  of  the  country,  and  would  paralyze  all 
its  great  interests.  But  it  cannot  continue,  and  the  sales 
must  soon  come  back  to  the  amount  required  for  the 
progress  of  settlements.  And,  so  far  as  the  Government 
IS  concerned,  they  will  soon  fall  below  this  sum,  as  the 
individual  landholders  who  have  purchased  on  specula- 
tion will  become  competitors  with  the  Government  in 
supplying  the  demand  required  for  actual  settlement. 
This  must  already  be  the  case  to  a  considerable  extent, 
as  large  portions  of  the  most  valuable  lands  are  in  the 
hands  of  capitalists,  and  are  thrown  into  market  by  them. 
It  is  but  a  few  year  sago  that  the  sales  of  the  public  lands 
were  but  from  one  to  two  millions  per  annum;  and  they 
will  soon  be  reduced  to  the  same  amount.  A  spirit  of 
monopoly  appears  to  be  the  besetting  sin  of  the  day;  it 


has  taken  a  strong  hold  of  our  population,  and  its  selfish 
influence  is  everywhere  seen  and  felt:  it  pervades  every 
department  of  business,  and  every  branch  of  industry. 
And,  instead  of  being  checked,  it  is  encouraged  by  legis- 
lation; as  it  has  found  its  way  into  the  legislative  assem- 
blies, and  exerts  its  pernicious  influence  there.  In  the 
graspings  of  this  spirit,  there  is,  perhaps,  no  worse  di- 
rection that  can  be  given  to  it  than  in  its  monopolizing 
the  public  lands. 

In  regard  to  the  revenues  from  customs,  they  depend 
on  law  that  Congress  cannot,  for  some  years  at  least, 
control.  By  the  operation  of  the  compromise  act  of 
1833,  the  revenue  from  this  source  is  diminishing,  and 
will  fall  down  to  its  minimum  in  1842.  At  that  period  it 
has  been  estimated  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wright]  that  it  will  not  exceed  ten  millions.  This  es- 
timate is  based  on  the  amount  of  importations  of  the  last 
year,  with  an  allowance  for  that  gradual  augmentation 
which  the  increase  of  population  and  consumption  of  the 
dutiable  articles  may  require.  This  estimate,  I  think, 
will  be  found  not  to  vary  far  from  the  truth;  and  this 
sum,  together  with  the  revenue  from  the  public  lands, 
which  at  that  period  can  hardly  be  supposed  to  exceed 
two  or  three  millions,  and  may  fall  short  of  that  amount, 
will  be  several  millions  less  than  the  ordinary  expendi- 
tures of  the  Government.  The  time  is  not  far  distant 
when,  instead  of  being  troubled  with  a  surplus,  there 
will  be  a  deficit  in  the  public  revenue,  which  will  have 
to  be  supplied  by  increasing  the  taxes  in  some  form. 

The  surplus  the  present  year,  and  a  small  one  of  a 
few  millions  the  two  following  years,  must  be  regarded 
as  the  entire  resources  of  the  Government,  to  be  applied 
to  any  extraordinary  objects,  either  to  complete  the  de- 
fences of  the  country,  or  of  any  other  description.  The 
surplus  the  present  year  will  not  probably  much  exceed 
fifteen  millions,  after  meeting  the  usual  demands  on  the 
Treasury  for  Indian  treaties,  the  Florida  war,  and  de- 
fence of  the  western  frontier. 

Whatever  it  may  be  advisable  to  do  in  extension  of 
the  permanent  de^nces  of  the  country,  now  is  the  time 
to  do  it,  or  at  least  to  settle  the  principle.  If  it  is  not 
determined  upon  now,  the  present  resources  of  the  Gov- 
ernment will  no  doubt  be  disposed  of  in  some  other  way. 
Some  of  the  numerous  schemes  for  the  distribution  of  the 
present  surplus  will  be  likely  to  prevail,  unless  some 
measure  shall  receive  the  sanction  of  Congress,  which 
will  be  inconsistent  with  any  plan  of  withdrawing  the 
present  revenue  from  the  control  of  this  Government. 

Mr.  N.  said  he  desired  not  to  be  misunderstood:  lie 
would  not  advocate  the  adoption  of  this  bill,  or  any  plan 
of  the  extension  of  our  fortifications,  merely  because  we 
now  have  an  excess  in  the  Treasury;  and  for  the  purpose 
of  disposing  of  such  surplus,  he  would  not  be  influenced 
in  any  degree  whatever  in  deciding  the  question,  whctli- 
er  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  enlarge  the  de- 
fensive means  of  the  country,  either  as  to  fortifications 
or  an  increase  of  the  navy,  in  consequence  of  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  Treasury.  That  question  should 
be  decided  upon  its  own  merits,  and  independent  of  all 
considerations  of  a  temporary  nature;  and  the  present 
ability  of  the  Treasury  having  arisen  from  temporary 
causes,  can  be  no  argument  in  favor  of  any  general  and 
permanent  system  of  expenditure,  not  demanded  for  the 
security  of  the  country. 

All  that  he  would  contend  was,  that  if  the  present 
fortifications  have  been  regarded  as  only  a  part  of  a  gen- 
eral plan  for  the  protection  of  the  seaboard,  or  if,  from 
the  extension  of  our  commerce,  and  the  growth  of  towns, 
further  defensive  means  are  necessary  to  afford  equal 
security  to  all  parts  of  the  country,  now  is  the  time  to 
commence  the  additional  works  which  are  to  form  a  part 
of  the  general  system.  On  the  mere  question  of  time, 
the  state  of  our  finances  now,  and  their  probable  condi* 
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lion  a  Tew  years  bence,  are  entitled  to  great  weight,  if 
not  wholly  decisive  of  the  point.  There  are,  however, 
other  considerations,  that  cannot  be  overlooked.  The 
country  has  been  brought  into  imminent  danger  of  war 
with  a  powerful  nation,  and  the  public  sensibility  has 
been  awakened  to  the  exposed  situation  of  our  commerce 
and  our  seaboard;  whilst  the  danger  was  supposed  to 
exist,  a  general  sentiment  prevailed  of  our  total  defi- 
ciency in  preparations  to  meet  such  a  contingency.  It  is 
only  occasions  of  danger  which  arrest  the  mercenary 
spirit  of  the  age,  and  awaken  attention  to  the  securities 
of  the  country  from  foreign  aggression.  The  history  of 
all  countries  proves  this,  and  none  more  than  our  own. 
It  has  only  been  in  times  of  danger,  that  the  national 
feeling  has  been  sufficiently  aroused*  to  give  an  impetus 
to  measures  for  the  security  of  the  country.  The  de- 
fenceless condition  of  the  seaports,  during  the  revolu- 
tionary war,  may  be  regarded  as  the  cause  which  indu- 
ced President  Washington  to  urge  on  Congress  the  im- 
portance of  providing  for  their  protection,  and  of  the 
early  measures  adopted  by  Congress  authorizing  the 
erection  of  fortifications.  The  difficulties  with  France, 
during  the  administration  of  Mr.  Adams,  gave  an  addi- 
tional impulse  to  these  measures  of  defence;  and  the 
evils  which  the  country  suffered  during  tlie  last  war, 
from  the  defenceless  condition  of  the  seaboard,  led  to 
the  energetic  measures,  and  the  system  of  fortifications, 
which  were  adopted  immediately  after  the  peace. 

That  this  system  was  in  some  respects  unwise,  that 
many  of  the  fortifications  were  on  a  scale  too  large  and 
expensive,  and  requiring  too  large  garrisons,  seems 
now  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  War;  and 
the  reasons  given  for  this  opinion  appear  to  be 
strong,  if  not  conclusive.  But  whether  that  was  a 
proper  time  to  commence  a  system  of  fortifications 
for  the  defence  of  the  coast,  is  altogether  a  distinct 
question  from  that  whether  the  system  adopted  was  a 
wise  one,  and  well  adapted  to  our  situation.  Was  it  a 
wise  policy  to  have  undertal^en  a  plan  of  fortifying  the 
coast  at  that  time?  If  this  policy  was  justifiable  at  that 
period,  if  the  measures  of  the  Government  were  not 
then  altogether  founded  in  error,  it  must  be  a  wise  and 
correct  policy  at  this  time  to  enter  upon  the  completion 
of  the  necessary  fortifications  for  the  security  of  the 
seaboard.  What  were  the  reasons  for  resuming  the 
system  of  fortifications  in  1817?  We  were  then  at  peace 
with  all  foreign  Powers,  and  had  as  little  reason  to  ex- 
pect war  as  we  have  now!  The  lessons  of  experience, 
which  the  war  then  jiut  terminated  had  afforded  of  the 
dangers  and  evils  ot  an  exposed  and  unprotected  sea- 
board, led  to  the  measures  then  adopted.  We  have  now 
been  exposed  to  a  war,  and  the  public  mind  awakened 
to  the  consequences  which  would  have  resulted  from  an 
unprotected  maritime  frontier. 

;  Then  the  country  was  oppressed  and  struggling  under 
the  weight  of  an  enormous  debt  of  one  hundred  and 
twenty-three  millions  of  dollars;  the  interest  of  which 
alone  amounted  to  between  six  and  seven  millions.  The 
revenue  for  those  first  two  years  after  the  war  was 
large,  but,  as  might  have  been  foreseen,  rapidly  fell  off, 
and  the  Government  was  obliged  to  have  recourse  to 
loans  to  meet  the  current  expenditures  and  pay  the 
interest  of  the  pubhc  debt.  Yet  so  strong  was  the  pub- 
lic sentiment  as  to  the  necessity  and  importance  of  put- 
ting the  country  in  a  state  of  security,  that,  with  such  a 
luad  pressing  upon  it.  Congress  made  large  appropria- 
tions for  a  regular  system  ot  fortifications.  In  1793  and 
1796,  ;ijvhen  the  system  was  first  commenced,  the  public 
debt  was  from  seventy-five  to  eighty  millions,  and  four 
millions  of  interest  annually  to  be  paid,  when  the  popula- 
tion and  resources  of  the  country  were  not  one  fourtli 
part  what  they  are  at  this  time. 

Now  we  are  out  of  debt,  and  have  an  overflowing 


Treasury,  and  a  large  surplus,  wbieh  we  know  not  what 
use  to  make  of,  which  is  already  giving  occasion  to 
numerous  extravagant  and  dangerous  projects  for  dis- 
posing of  it;  and  the  danger  of  a  rupture  with  France, 
from  which  we  have  just  escaped,  has  called  public 
attention  to  the  necessity  of  placing  the  country  in  an 
adequate  state  of  defence. 

If  there  ever  was  a  time  peculiarly  auspicious,  and 
when  Congress  was  by  the  highest  considerations  called 
upon  to  commence  a  system  for  the  more  perfect  ami 
complete  defence  of  the  entire  country,  that  time  is  the 
present.  To  suflfer  the  surplus  we  now  have  to  be  dis-< 
posed  of  by  any  of  the  schemes  of  distribution,  and 
neglect  the  defence  of  the  country,  would  be  an  un- 
warrantable dereliction  of  duty. 

In  regard  to  ihe  extensiveness  of  the  plan  of  fortifica<» 
tions,  the  views  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  contained  in 
his  late  report,  appear  to  be  generally  opposed;  and  the 
only  diversity  of  opinion  seems  to  be,  what  his  views 
are.  They  appear  to  me,  however,  to  be  sufficiently 
explicit,  and  1  cannot  think  that  there  are  any  grounds 
for  a  diflTerence  of  opinion  concerning  them;  and  I  will 
read  a  single  paragraph  from  the  report,  which  contains 
a  summary  of  the  Secretary's  plan:  « I  consider  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  afibrd  adequate  protection  to  the 
seacoast,  a  subject  of  paramount  obligation;  and  I  be- 
lieve we  are  called  upon  by  every  consideration  of  policy 
to  push  the  necessary  arrangements  as  rapidly  as  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  and  the  proper  executioit 
of  the  work  will  allow.  1  think  every  town  large 
enough  to  tempt  the  cupidity  of  an  enemy  sliould  be 
defended  by  works  fixed  or  floating,  suited  to  its  local 
positipn,  and  sufficiently  extensive  to  resist  such  attempts 
as  would  probably  be  made  against  it.  There  will,  of 
course,  afler  laying  down  such  general  rule,  be  much 
Utitude  in  its  application.  Upon  this  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject, I  would  give  to  the  opinion  of  the  engineer  officers 
great  and  almost  controlling  weight,  after  the  proper 
limitations  are  esUblished.  These  relate  principally  to 
the  magnitude  of  the  works;  and,  if  I  am  correct  in  the 
views  I  have  taken  of  this  branch  of  the  subject,  a  change 
in  the  system  proposed  is  necessary.  Works  should  not 
be  projected  upon  the  presumption  that  they  are  to  be 
exposed  to,  and  must  be  capable  of,  resisting  the  attacks 
of  a  European  army,  with  its  battering  train  and  all  Us 
preparation  for  a  regular  siege.  Neither  our  relative 
circumstances,  nor  those  of  any  nation  with  which  we 
shall  probably  be  brought  into  conflict,  can  justify  us  in 
such  an  anticipation.  All  the  defences  should  be  pro- 
jected on  a  scale  proportioned  to  the  importance  of  the 
place,  and  should  be  calculated  to  resist  any  naval  attack 
and  any  sudden  assault  that  a  body  of  land  troops  might 
make  upon  them.  But  further  than  this,  it  appears  to 
me,  we  ought  not  to  go.  The  results  at  Stonington,  at 
Mobile  point,  at  Fort  Jackson,  and  at  Baltimore,  dur- 
ing the  late  war,  show  that  formidable  armaments  may 
be  successfully  resisted  with  apparently  inferior  means. 
These,  indeed,  do  not  furnish  examples  to  be  followed 
as  to  the  scale  of  our  preparations;  but  they  show  what 
stationary  batteries  have  dune  in  our  country  against 
ships  of  war." 

The  system  of  the  Secretary  of  War  is  simply  this;  to 
rely  on  fortifications  only  for  the  defence  of  towns  or 
seaports,  and  not  of  the  seacoast;  he  does  not  reg^nd 
them  as  a  means  of  security  to  the  whole  maritime  frontier, 
and  of  excluding  an  enemy  from  the  c<iuntry.  And  at 
the  points  to  be  defended,  he  does  not  deem  large  and 
strong  fortifications  as  being  necessary;  be  only  recom- 
mends such  works  as  may  be  sufficient  to  resist  a  naval 
battei7,  and  to  withstand  a  sudden  assault  by  land;  but 
not  of  such  magnitude  and  strength  as  to  be  capable  of 
standing  a  siege  of  an  invading  army  with  the  usuai 
battering  traui.    Except  fur  the  defence  of  some  of  otir 
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larg^e  cities,  small  and  cheap  works  only  are  contempla- 
ted. Such  are  the  forts  provided  for  in  the  present  bill. 
The  great  error  of  the  system  adopted  in  1817,  was,  that 
the  fortifications  were  on  a  large  and  expensive  scale. 
Another  error  was,  that  they  were  designed  to  defend 
roadsteads  and  exclude  an  enemy  from  advantageous 

1>o8itions  in  our  waters.  The  plan  of  the  Secretary  is 
ess  comprehensive  and  more  economical.  All  the  forts 
in  this  bill  will  probably  cost  but  little  more  than  Fortress 
Monroe,  which  covers  63  acres  of  ground;  and  its  full 
armament  would  consist  of  412  pieces  of  cannon,  and, 
according  to  the  estimate  of  the  engineer  department, 
it  would  require  in  time  of  war  a  garrison  of  two  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  men.  The  works  at  Newport  cover 
23  aereeof  ground,  and  will  mount  468  guns,  and 
require  a  garrison  of  two  thousand  four  hundred  men. 
Nothing  could  have  been  more  unwise  than  works  upon 
a  scale  and  magnitude  like  these.  If  fortifications  on  such 
a  scale  were  to  be  erected  at  all  the  exposed  points  on 
our  seaboard,  it  would  require  an  army  to  garrison  them 
in  time  of  peace.  The  Secretarv  of  War,  whose  views 
are  concurred  in  by  the  President,  manifestly  disap- 
proves altogether  of  this  system  of  fortifications,  and  re- 
commended one  having  no  other  objects  than  the  de- 
fence of  seaports  and  navy  yards,  by  works  comparative- 
ly small  and  unimportant. 

I  can  go  as  far  as  the  Secretary  of  War  proposes}  but 
am  no  advocate  for  an  extensive  system  of  fortifications, 
or  large,  expensive  establishments,  which  will  foster  a 
perpetual,  burdensome  charge  on  the  country.  It  is  the 
true  policy  of  this  country  to  keep  down  the  expenses 
of  the  Government,  both  in  the  civil  and  military  depai't- 
ments.  A  people  cheaply  governed,  and  lightly  taxed, 
can  hardly  fail  to  be  prosperous.  Even  necessary  works 
for  defence  ought  not  to  be  erected  when  they  are  to 
throw  an  unreasonable  burden  on  the  country;  and  I  do 
not  think  that  Mr.  Jefferson  acted  unwisely  in  discontinu- 
ing the  fortifications,  as  at  that  time  the  public  debt  was 
a  heavy  burden  on  the  country,  and  had  been  Increasing 
since  the  establishment  of  the  Government;  he  acted 
wisely,  therefore,  to  arrest  this  accumulation  of  debt, 
even  at  the  sacrifice  of  some  desirable  interests,  and  to 
commence  the  great  work  of  its  extinction. 

In  addition  to  the  objections,  on  the  ground  of  ex- 
pense, to  a  large  and  comprehensive  system  of  fortifica- 
tions, it  does  not  appear  to  be  congenial  with  the  spirit 
of  our  institutions,  and  in  my  mind  is  associated,  in  no 
small  degree,  with  the  idea  uf  a  standing  army,  or  large 
military  establishment.  For  the  general  defence  and 
security  of  the  country,  we  must  rely  mainly  on  the 
militia. 

But  for  the  defence  of  commercial  towns  and  harbors, 
fortifications  are  necessary;  and  the  present  bill  goes  no 
further.  In  reference  to  the  bill  before  the  Senate,  the 
Secretary  says: 

**lt  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  fortifications  at  the  fol- 
lowing places,  enumerated  in  this  bill,  will  be  necessary: 

At  Penobscot  bay,  for  the  protection  of  Bangor,  &c. 

At  Kennebec  river. 

At  Portland. 

At  Portsmouth. 

At  Salem. 

At  New  Bedford. 

At  New  London. 

Upon  Staten  island. 

At  Seller's  fiats. 

A  redoubt  on  Federal  point. 

For  the  Barancas. 

For  Fort  St.  Philip. 

*'  These  proposed  works  all  command  the  approach 
to  places  sufficiently  important  to  justify  their  construc- 
tion under  aiw  circumstances  that  will  probably  exist. 
1  think,  therefore,  that  the  public  interest  would  be  pro- 
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moted  by  the  passage  of  the  necessary  appropriations  for 
them.  As  soon  as  these  are  made,  such  of  the  positions 
as  may  appear  to  require  it  can  be  examined,  and  the 
form  and  extent  of  the  works  adapted  to  the  existing 
circumstances,  if  any  change  be  desirable.  The  con- 
struction of  those  not  needing  examination  can  commence 
immediately,  and  that  of  the  others  as  soon  as  the  places 
are  determined  upon.  By  this  proceeding,  therefore,  a 
season  msy  be  saved  in  the  operations." 

So  far  as  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  is  to  be  reg^ard- 
ed  as  a  guide  for  our  action,  we  have  there  a  specific  re- 
commendation to  the  extent  of  the  forts  embraced  in  the 
bill  before  the  Senate.  The  objection  which  has  been 
urged  with  so  much  earnestness,  that  there  has  been  no 
survey  of  some  of  the  proposed  forts,  was  not  overlooked 
by  the  Secretary  in  the  specific  recommendation  to 
which  I  have  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  In 
those  cases  in  which  a  further  examination  may  be  re- 
quired, he  contemplates  that  it  will  be  done  before  the 
works  are  commenced.  That  the  survey  and  estimate 
should  precede  the  appropriation,  may  be  the  more 
usual,  and  perhaps  correct  course;  yet,  to  save  the  delay 
of  one  season,  he  proposes  that  the  appropriations  be 
made  at  once  for  the  twelve  forts  embraced  in  this  bill. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  much  weight  in  this  objection,  as 
the  main  question  for  Congress  to  decide  is,  whether  the 
places  are  of  sufficient  importance  to  render  the  fortifi- 
cations necessary. 

Mr.  President,  in  regard  to  the  proposed  fortification 
in  the  State  I  have  in  part  the  honor  to  represent,  there 
cannot,  I  believe,  be  any  doubt  of  the  position  being  one 
of  importance.  This,  although  classed  among  the  new 
forts,  is  an  old  site,  where  there  is  at  present  an  ancient 
work  called  Fort  Trumbull,  which  defends  the  cities  of 
New  London  and  Norwich,  places  of  considerable  popu- 
lation, and  extensive  commercial  and  manufacturing  inter- 
ests. The  plan  of  the  engineer  department  is  to  replace 
the  present  fort  by  new  works  more  substantial  and  bet* 
ter  adapted  to  the  purpose.  This  is,  in  many  respects, 
an  important  position,  and  of  some  celebrity  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  country.  On  the  opposite  side  of  the  river 
is  Fort  Griswold,  where  occurred  one  of  the  most  bloody 
tragedies  of  the  revolutionary  war;  it  having  been  storm- 
ed and  taken  by  the  infamous  Arnold  af\er  a  gallant  de- 
fence, and  the'  garrison,  consisting  of  the  patriotic  in- 
habitants of  the  town  and  vicinity,  with  their  brave  com- 
mander, Colonel  Ledyard,  were,  most  of  them,  bar- 
barously slaughtered.  Had  there  been  any  adequate 
fortifications  at  this  important  position,  the  lives 
of  these  valuable  men  might  have  been  spared  for  the 
service  of  their  country,  and  the  town  of  New  London 
saved  from  the  flames.  The  harbor  of  New  London  is 
one  of  the  safest  and  best  in  the  eastern  section  of  the 
Union.  It  is  easy  of  access,  with  preat  depth  of  water, 
and  rarely  obstructed  by  ice.  It  is  a  safe  and  conve- 
nient shelter  for  vessels  navigating  Long  Island  sound, 
or  those  bound  out  or  home,  that  might  have  occasion 
to  avoid  a  blockading  squadron  lying  off  Sandy  Hook. 
It  \h  also  an  excellent  station  for  the  navy;  and  during 
the  last  war  an  American  squadron  was  shut  up  there, 
by  Commodore  Hardy,  and  protected  by  the  small  fort 
which  defends  the  harbor. 

At  the  present  time  the  commerce  of  New  London  is 
important,  and  rapidly  increasing;  the  whale  fishery  is 
extensively  prosecuted,  and  with  much  enterprise.  In 
Stonington  and  Mystic,  ports  which  are  in  the  neigh- 
borhood, there  are  a  large  number  of  vessels  engaged 
in  the  whale  fishery;  and  Norwich  has  considerable  com- 
merce, and  extensive  manufacturing  interests.  In  the 
report  of  the  engineer  department  it  is  said  that  ••  New 
London  harbor  is  very  important  to  the  defence  of  Long 
Island  sound;  and,  as  a  port  of  easy  access,  having  great 
depth  of  water,  very  rarely  freezing,  and  being  easily 
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defended,  it  an  excellent  station  for  the  navy.  It  is  also 
valuable  as  a  shelter  for  vessels  bound  out  or  honne,  and 
desirous  of  avoiding  a  blockading  squadron  off  Sandy 
Hook.  In  the  plan  of  defence,  the  present  Forts  Trum- 
bull and  Griswold  give  place  to  more  efficient  works,  of 
which  the  expense  is  estimated  at  $314,515." 

The  port  of  New  London  has  probably  as  strong 
claims  as  anjr  other;  yet  I  feel  no  particular  solicitude 
concerning  it,  or  any  other  fortifications  for  my  own 
State,  as  the  events  of  the  late  wap  proved  that  the  in- 
trepidity of  our  citizens  is  some  security  against  attacks, 
even  without  fortifications.  ITie  inhabitants  of  Slon- 
ington,  with  a  single  gun  upon  the  beach,  successfully 
repelled  and  drove  off  the  enemy's  barges.  And  as  re- 
spects any  advantages  of  local  expenditures,  I  do  not 
regard  them  as  deserving  of  any  consideration;  the  num- 
ber of  persons  who  may  be  benefited  by  such  expendi- 
tures  is  too  small  to  be  of  any  general  advantage  to  the 
contiguous  population.  Neither  the  workmen  nor  mate- 
rials are  necessarily  to  be  procured  on  the  spot,  and  a 
small  portion  of  the  disbursements  only  may  in  any  way 
benefit  our  citizens. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  now  notice  some  of  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  urged  against  the  bill  before  the 
Senate.  It  is  contended  that  one  million  is  all  that  can 
be  expended  the  present  year;  and  that  this  ought  to  be 
applied  in  completing  ^the  present  forts.  It  is  believed 
that  a  much  larger  sum  may  be  advantageously  and 
economically  expended  the  present  year;  but  if  it  should 
not  be  disbursed,  the  appropriation  can  do  noi  harm.  As 
regards  confining  the  action  of  the  Government  to  the 
old  works,  and  neglecting  the  commencement  of  others 
for  the  defence  of  points  equally  exposed,  and  having 
equal  claims  on  us  for  protection,  that  would  be  very 
unjust,  and  a  very  partial  dispensation  of  the  blessings 
of  the  Government.  The  existing  forts  are,  most  of 
them,  already  in  a  condition  to  afford  protection  to  the 
places  they  are  intended  to  defend,  whilst  many  of  the 
places  designed  to  be  protected  by  the  new  forts  are 
wholly  defenceless.  Protection,  like  justice,  should,  as 
&r  as  practicable,  be  extended  to  all,  and  with  an  equal 
hand. 

Another  objection  which  has  been  urg^d  is,  that  such 
large  appropriations  for  public  works  would  derange 
the  business  of  the  country;  that  it  would  withdraw  from 
other  pursuits  so  large  a  number  of  persons  as  to  occa- 
sion serious  inconvenience,  if  not  actual  embarrassment. 
The  price  of  labor  is  said  now  to  be  unusually  high,  and 
it  is  contended  that  the  price  would  be  greatly  augment- 
ed by  the  demands  of  the  Government  on  the  labor  of 
the  country,  should  so  large  appropriations  be  expended 
on  fortifications;  and  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  enlarge 
this  branch  of  the  public  service  at  a  time  when  labor  is 
at  an  advanced  price.  Whatever  force  there  may  be  in 
these  arguments,  they  come  with  an  ill  grace  from  the 
advocates  of  a  measure  to  which  they  will  apply  with 
much  more  weight.  How  is  it  that  gentlemen  propose 
to  appiv  thirty-six  millions  the  current  year  to  works  of 
internal  improvement,  and  ^et  are  alarmed  at  appropri- 
ating three  millions  to  objects  of  defence?  If  there  are 
any  greunds  for  apprehension  that  our  legislation  in 
the  latter  case  should  make  too  large  a  drain  upon  the 
industry  of  the  country,  would  not  the  same  objection 
apply  with  much  more  force  to  the  distribution  schemes? 
if  the  expenditure  of  three  millions  on  fortifications  is 
to  derange  the  productive  industry  of  the  country,  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  sudden  application  of  more 
than  thirty  millions  to  works  of  internal  improvement? 

But  the  present  demand  for  labor,  and  the  high  prices 
consequent  on  that  demand,  can  hardly  be  expected  to 
continue.  This  has  been  the  result  of  the  overaction  in 
every  kind  of  business  the  past  year;  and  that  has  al- 
ready occasioned  a  reaction  and  a  pressure  for  money, 


which  cannot  fail  to  check  and  restrain  private  enter- 
prise, and  curtail  the  operations  of  every  kind  of  busi- 
ness. How  long  the  pressure  may  continue,  and  to 
what  extent  the  reaction  may  go,  no  one  can  determine; 
but  it  would  by  no  means  be  surprising  if  these  causes 
now  in  operation  should  so  diminish  the  demand  for 
labor,  as  to  occasion  a  surplus  of  this  most  useful  com- 
modity, and  occasion  distress  among  the  laboring  classes, 
for  want  of  employment.  When  the  embarrassments  of 
business  become  such  as  to  essentially  diminish  the  de- 
mand for  labor,  a  reduction  in  the  price  must  take  place, 
and  a  portion  of  the  working  class  must  be  throw^n  out 
of  employment,  and  of  course  will  be  deprived  of  the 
means  of^^subsistence.  Should  this  be  the  result  of  pre- 
sent causes,  which  there  is  some  reason  to  fear,  the 
usual  demand  which  the  Government  might  afford  for 
Ubor  would  be  extremely  fortunate,  by  supplying  the 
deficiency  which  might  be  occasioned  by  the  curtail- 
ments in  individual  enterprise.  It  can  be  no  object  for 
the  Government  to  desire  to  cheapen  labor,  or  diminish 
the  profits  of  industry.  It  is  the  policy  of  a  wise  and 
just  Government  to  increa^,  rather  than  to  weaken, 
the  stimulus  to  industry;  and  whether  we  pay  a  few 
thousand  dollars  more  or  less  for  that  portion  of  labor 
which  the  Government  may  have  occasion  to  employ,  is 
of  little  consequence.  So  far  as  the  measures  of  the 
Government  are  to  be  influenced  at  all  by  considerations 
of  this  kind,  it  should  rather  be  our  object  to  keep  the 
prices  of  labor  up  to  their  maximum,  than  to  reduce 
them  to  their  minimum  standard. 

Another  very  novel,  and,  as  it  appears  to  me,  strange 
argument,  was  urged  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
[Mr.  SouTHABD.]  It  was,  that  the  necessity  for  fortifica- 
tions was  not  so  great  now,  as  when  our  seaports  were 
small,  and  less  able  to  defend  themselves.  I  had  sup- 
posed that  the  reverse  was  the  case,  and  that  the  neces- 
sity of  fortifications  was  in  proportion  to  the  population, 
commerce,  and  wealth  of  our  cities,  which  might  atimu- 
late  the  cupidity  of  an  enemy. 

[Here  Mr.  SOUTHARD  explained,  and  said  he  had 
used  no  such  language,  and  no  argument  of  the  kind.] 

Mr.  N.  said  he  did  not  profess  to  give  the  gentleman's 
language,  but  thought  he  had  stated  the  substance  of 
his  argument  correctly;  it  struck  him  very  forcibly  at  the 
time,  as  he  thought  it  a  very  extraordinary  argument,  and 
he  noted  it  down.  But  if  the  Senator  saw  fit  to  disclaim 
it,  he  would  not  pursue  his  remarks  upon  it. 

He  would  advert  to  another  objection  urged  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey;  but  as  be  found  it  difficult 
to  state  the  gentleman's  arguments  in  a  manner  to  satisfy 
him,  he  desired  the  gentleman  to  say  whether  his  re- 
marks were  correctly  stated  in  this  instance.  The  ob- 
servation of  the  Senator  to  which  he  referred  was  this: 
that  the  development  of  the  powers  of  steam,  and  the 
improvements  in  its  application,  were  such,  that  it  might 
soon  change  the  system  of  defence,  and  fortifications  be 
superseded  by  steam  batteries. 

[Mr.  SOUTHARD  said  that  his  remarks  were  not 
stated  exactly  correct.] 

Mr.  N.  said  he  only  professed  to  give  the  substance 
of  the  gentleman's  argument,  which  be  thought  rather 
an  extraordinary  one,  and  he  did  not  understand  the 
Senator  to  deny  that  he  was  so  far  correct.  Are  we  to 
neglect  to  put  the  country  in  a  atate  of  defence,  and 
wait  to  see  if  the  progress  of  science  and  experiments 
may  not  develop  some  better  system?  If  we  bad  un- 
fortunately become  involved  in  a  war  with  France,  and  - 
any  of  our  defenceless  towns  had  been  destroyed,  would 
they  have  been  satisfied  with  this  reason  for  our  neglect- 
ing to  provide  the  means  of  their  defence?  How  will 
this  argument  hold,  when  applied  to  the  common  con- 
cerns of  life?  What  would  be  thought  of  the  husband- 
man who  should  neglect  to  cultivate  the  soil,  from  an 
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eipectatio'n  that  a  better  system  of  cultivation  might 
aAer  a  while  be  discovered,  which  would  entirely 
supersede  the  present?  Would  not  this  argument  ap- 
ply with  much  more  propriety  of  force  to  canals  and 
railroads,  which  are  comparatively  of  recent  oriein,  par- 
ticularly the  latter?  Fortifications  for  the  defence  of 
towns  are  almost  as  ancient,  and  their  utility  and  neces- 
sity as  well  established,  as  the  common  arts  of  life — as 
the  art  of  tilling  the  earth,  by  which  we  are  supplied 
with  food,  or  those  mechanical  arts  by  which  some  of  its 
products  are  wrought  into  fabrics  for  the'  clothing  of 
man.  In  the  progress  of  discovery  and  improvement, 
the  present  plan  of  fortifications  may  be  superseded, 
and  so  may  all  the  arts  of  life;  but  if  we  were  to  neg- 
lect to  avail  ourselves  of  those  now  known  and  in  use, 
from  an  expectation  that  they  might  be  superseded  by 
belter  systems,  we  should  not  be  acting  very  wisely,  or 
hardly  consistent  with  the  instinct  of  self-preservation. 
Mr.  President,  whence  comes  the  opposition  to  this 
bill?  I  have  witnessed  it  with  some  surprise,  after  what 
has  occurred  the  present  session.  How  many  times  are 
we  to  fight  our  battles  over?  An  English  author  gives 
the  character  of  an  old  veteran  soldier,  who  in  his  latter 
days  was  employed  in  fighting  over  the  battles  of  his 
youth;  but  our  battles  have  to  be  fought  over  again  and 
again,  and  then  remain  undecided.  Daring  the  early 
part  of  the  session,  five  or  six  weeks  were  spent  in  de- 
bating a  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Missou- 
ri, which  declared  that  the  public  revenue  oiig^t  to  be 
applied  to  the  defence  of  the  countrv.  As  the  resolu- 
tion was  introduced,  it  directed  that  the  surplus  revenue 
was  to  be  thus  applied;  but,  on  motion,  I  think,  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Wsb8tb&,]  the  word 
«*  surplus"  was  stricken  out,  and  the  Senate,  af\er  a 
protracted  and  elaborate  debate,  decided  by  a  unani- 
mous vote  that  the  entire  revenue  should  be  applied  for 
the  defence  of  the  country.  But  what  did  this  resolu- 
tion amount  to?  We  seem  now  to  have,  on  the  part  of 
some  gentlemen,  a  practical  construction  of  their  votes. 
It  seems  that  in  this  deliberate  decision,  made  after  so 
p  rotracted  a  debate,  that  to  appropriate  the  revenue  of 
tlie  country  to  its  defence,  meant  nothing  more  than  that 
they  were  willing  to  vote  the.  ordinary  annual  appro- 
priations for  fortifications.  Did  gentlemen  mean  this, 
and  this  only,  at  the  tiroef  or  has  any  thing  since  occur- 
red which  has  changed  their  views?  It  is  true  at  that 
time  there  was  some  apprehension  of  a  rupture  with  a 
powerful  nation;  but  it  is  not  the  less  true  that  the  mo- 
ver of  that  resolution  repeatedly  declared  that  it  was  not 
offered  in  consequence  of  the  impending  danger,  and 
that  if  he  had  the  bond  of  fate  fur  peace,  he  should  press 
its  adoption  with  the  same  earnestness.  It  was  advoca- 
ted as  a  settled  policy,  and  upon  general  considerations, 
and  not  as  a  measure  dictated  by  any  immediate  prospect 
of  war.  It  is  not  for  me  to  reconcile  the  votes  of  Senators 
for  that  resolution  with  their  determined  hostility  to  this 
bill,  which  appropriates  less  than  a  million  and  a  half  for 
new  fortifications;  neither  will  I  charge  them  with  incon- 
sistency; I  leave  it  for  the  gentlemen  themselves  to  rec- 
oncile their  speeches  and  votes  on  that  resolution,  with 
their  speeches  and  votes  on  this  bill.  When  another 
subject  was  under  discussion,  (the  bill  for  the  distri- 
bution of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,)  it  was  de- 
clared by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  that  it  was  a  measure 
in  direct  conflict  with  the  defence  bills;  which  was  de- 
nied by  the  Senators  to  whom  E  have  referred,  who  in- 
stilted  that,  after  appropriating  all  that  could  be  possibly 
disbursed  for  purposes  of  defence,  which  they  professed 
to  be  willing  to  do,  the  surplus  from  the  sales  of  the  pub- 
lic lands  would  remain  to  be  distributed.  Has  the  pas- 
sage of  that  bill  changed  the  sentiments  of  gentlemen? 
After  the  strong  declarations  to  the  contrary,  are  they 
now  alarmed  thM  the  surplus  will  be  diminished?    Is  the 


secret  of  the  opposition  to  this  measure  to  be  discovered 
in  the  apprehension  that  it  may  interfere  with  the  distri- 
bution schemes?  Sir,  I  fear  we  are  already  gathering 
the  first-fruits  of  that  dangerous  and  mischievous  meas- 
ure; a  scheme  which  comes  in  direct  conflict  with  our 
entire  legislation;  and,  by  arraying  the  interests  of  the 
States  against  tho^  of  the  Union,  its  corrupting  influ« 
ence  tends  to  embsirrass  all  our  deliberations,  and  to  de- 
feat the  wisest  measures  which  the  interest  and  safety  of 
the  country  may  demand. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  observed,  that  the  Senator  from 
Maine  put  these  large  appropriations  on  the  ground  that 
the  Secretary  wouM  make  the  contracts  to  run  tbrou|[h 
the  whole  time.  Now  he  had  had  some  little  experience  in 
these  matters,  and  well  knew  the  disadvantages  attend- 
ing the  making-long  contracts.  If  they  were  made  when 
prices  were  high,  the  profit  conseauent  on  the  fall  of 
prices  enured  to  the  contractor;  and  if  they  were  made 
when  prices  were  low,  the  contractor  was  sure  to  vio- 
late bis  contract,  when  he  found  himself  losing  by  the 
fall  of  prices;  so  that  in  either  case  the  Government  must 
be  a  great  loser.  One  great  objection  that  he  had  to 
the  large  appropriations  in  this  bill  was,  that  they  were 
calculated  to  empty  the  public  purse  and  fill  the  pock- 
ets of  the  contractors. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  that  labor  is 
now  falling.  Well,  what  would  be  the  result >  Why, 
the  fall  in  the  price  of  labor  would  put  thousands  into 
the  pockets  of  mdividuals,  for  no  earthly  benefit  to  the 
public.  There  never  was  a  time  better  fitted  to  make 
fortunes  for  contractors  than  the  present.  He  under- 
stood this  thing  very  well.  He  would  not  attribute  mo- 
tives to  any  gentleman;  but  it  had  been  almost  openly 
avowed  on  that  floor,  that  the  design  was  to  retain  the 
public  money  Where  %*is,  and  prevent  it  from  going 
back  to  the  people,  to  whom  it  rightfully  belonged. 
There  were  powerful  combinations  interested  in  this 
matter.  Millions  were  deposited  in  these  deposite  banks, 
who  paid  no  interest  on  it,  and  were,  therefore,  deeply 
interested  in  retaining  this  money;  a  vast  number  of  in- 
dividuals who  were  indebted  to  them,  were  equally  in- 
terested in  the  same  object;  and  this  powerful  combina- 
tion would  make  every  eflfort  to  prevent  the  withdrawal 
of  this  money.  If  this  bill  was  a  question  of  fortifications^ 
there  would  be  no  difficulty;  it  would  be  passed  at  once$ 
but  these  were  not  the  real  objects  in  view.  The  ques- 
tion now  was  not  fur  fortifications,  for  they  were  not 
even  dreamed  of;  but  how  to  prevent  this  immense 
amount  of  public  money  from  being  withdrawn  from  the 
deposite  banks.  With  respect  to  these  appropriations,  the 
passing  them  at  this  time,  and  in  the  absence  of  surveys 
and  sufficient  information,  would  be  a  departure  from 
the  long  settled  practice  of  the  Government,  for  which 
no  suflScient  reason  could  be  given.  Their  custom  had 
been,  to  wait  for  the  action  of  the  other  House,  and  to 
pass  such  fortification  bills  as  came  from  that  body. 
There  was  a  fortification  bill  now  in  progress  there,  and 
there  was  no  danger  of  its  not  being  sent  to  the  Senate 
in  time  to  be  acted  on.  It  was  not  expected  to  expend 
this  money  this  year,  for  the  Secretary  would  have  too 
much  discretion  to  make  contracts  at  this  time. 

There  never  was  a  time  when  there  was  so  little  use 
in  expending  money  on  new  fortifications  as  the  pre* 
sent.  ttThere  were  only  two  nations  in  the  world  against 
whose  attacks  they  would  be  wanted,  and  these  were 
France  and  Great  Britain.  Out  diflliculties  with  France 
were,  thanks  to  Providence,  happily  settled;  and  with 
Great  Britain  there  was  not  the  slightest  expectation  of 
our  coming  in  conflict.  Her  magnanimous  interference 
to  settle  our  foolish  and  wicked  quarrel  with  France, 
plainly  showed  her  friendly  intentions  towards  this  coun- 
try, and  her  strong  desire  to  maintain  her  friendly  rela- 
tions with  us.     Our  danger  (said  Mr.  C.)  lies  nut  on 
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the  seacoasi;  it  lies  in  another  way — in  the  southwest. 
Let  me  tell  you,  (said  Mr.  C.,)  that  every  dollar  of  our 
surplus  may  be  wanted,  and  that  soon.  They  knew  not 
even  what  the  nestt  mail  might  bring  them.  Wait  then 
(said  Mr.  C.)  a  few  days,  and  watch  the  progress  of 
events;  let  this  bill  lie,  and  rest  until  the  Senate  has  time 
to  consider  and  reflect  upon  it.  Th^  were  proceeding 
with  too  much  precipitation  on  idle  schemes  to  prevent 
the  surplus  money  from  going  back  to  the  people,  from 
whom  it  was  derived.  He  was  anxious  to  have  the  bill 
to  provide  for  the  safety  of  the  public  money  taken  up 
and  considered;  it  being,  in  his  opinion,  a  more  import- 
ant matter  than  any  that  could  be  brought  before  them; 
and  he  had  hoped  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wrioht]  would  have  called  it  up  before  this.  He  now 
gave  notice  that  he  would  himself  call  up  that  bill  on 
Saturday  next,  if  the  Senator  from  New  York  did  not 
call  it  up  before  that  dny. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  ezprsssed  a  wish  to  address  the  Senate 
on  the  subject;  but  it  being  late  in  the  day,  he  moved  an 
adjournment,  which  was  carried;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Fbioat,  Mat  13. 

There  appearing  to  be  no  quorum  present  at  the  usual 
hour  of  meeting* — 

Mr.  GRUNDY  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn— Ayes 
14,  noes  8. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Satubbat,  Mat  14. 
FLORIDA  BANKS. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  remarked,  4Mr  he  bad  that  morning 
received,  through  the  medium  of  one  of  the  public  jour- 
nals of  the  country,  information,  which  had  created  in 
his  mind  no  inconsiderable  degree  of  astonishment,  and 
which  information,  he  presumed,  would  produce  a  hke 
effect  upon  the  mind  of  eyery  individual  who  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  facts.  He  had  noticed  that 
the  Legislative  Council  of  Florida  had  recently  establish- 
ed <*  banking  institutions,"  the  maximum  of  whose  capi- 
tal amounted  to  at  least  twelve  millions  of  dollars.  This, 
said  he,  may  be  all  necessary  fur  the  **  fair  business 
transactions*'  of  the  Territory;  but  it  was,  however,  an 
amount  of  banking  capital  quadruple  the  amount  of 
banking  capital  employed  in  his  own  State,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  nearly  three  hundred  thousand  white  male  in- 
habitants, while  there  was  not  at  this  time  within  the 
Territory  a  sufficient  white  population  to  entitle  Florida 
to  a  place  among  the  States  of^  this  Union.  There  had 
been  established  a*' Life  Insurance  and  Trust  Com- 
pany,*' with  banking  powers,  to  be  located  at  St.  Augus- 
tine, its  maximum  capital  amounting  to  four  millions  of 
dollars.  The  charter  of  this  company  extends  for  the 
term  of  fifty  years,  and  it  possesses  the  power  of  estab- 
lishing branches  in  any  part  of  the  Territory.  Be- 
side this  Trust  Company,  *•  there  are  in  Florida,"  as  he 
learned,  **  several  olher  moneyed  institutions;  the  Union 
and  Central  Banks  at  Tallahassee — one  with  three,  the 
other  with  two  millions  of  capital;"  and  he  believed  that 
it  would  appear,  if  an  examination  should  take  place  into 
this  subject,  that  in  the  course  of  the  last  winter  thcrfTerri- 
torial  Government  of  Florida  had  established  **  banking 
companies"  at  Pensacola  and  at  St.  Joseph,  the  maximum 
capital  of  each  consisting  of  three  millions  of  dollars. 
From  what  he  had  stated,  it  would  result  that  moneyed 
institutions  had  been  recently  chartered  in  Florida,  whose 
maximum  capital  amounted  to  the  enormous  sum  of 
twelve  millions  of  dollars.  This  is,  however,  not  the 
whole  story. 

It  will  be  found,  upon  examination,  he  had  no  doubt. 


that  other  moneyed  institutions  had  been  previously  es- 
tablished at  Pensacola,  and  in  other  parts  of  the  Terri- 
tory. All  this  <as  he  had  remarked  before)  may  be 
right,  necessary,  and  proper;  the  condition,  the  state,  of 
the  commercial  business  may  demand  this  most  extraor- 
dinary, if  not  alarming,  increase  of  the  moneyed  institu- 
tions of  the  Territory.  But  it  may  be  wrong;  it  may 
proceed,  it  may  spring,  from  that  uncontrollable  spirit  for 
speculation  which  is  abroad  in  the  land.  He  would  not 
presume  to  pass  judgment  upon  these  transactions.  The 
account  given  had  made  a  strong  impression  upon  his 
mind,  and  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  bring  the  matter  to 
the  notice  of  the  Senate.  .  He  bad  prepared  a  resolution 
instructing  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  inquire 
into  the  character,  condition,  and  the  amount  of  capiul 
of  the  several  moneyed  institutions  exercising  banking 
powers,  which  have  been  chartered  within  the  last  three 
years  by  the  Territorial  Government  of  Florida,  and  to 
report  to  the  Senate  whether  in  their  opinion  any  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  or  any  legislation  on 
the  part  of  Congress,  is  necessary. 

He  could  not  doubt  but  that  Congress  possessed 
*•  supervisory  authority  over  Territorial  legislation;" 
that  Congress  possessed  the  power  to  disapprove  of 
and  to  annul  the  laws  which  might  be  enacted  by  the 
proper  authority  of  this  Territory.  This  was  his  impres- 
sion; and  he  believed  that  our  own  statutes  would  show 
that  we  had  *<  disapproved  and  declared  null  «nd  void** 
a  legislative  act  of  Florida,  years  af\er  the  act  had  been 
approved.  At  any  event,  he  believed  it  was  competent 
for  the  Senate  to  express  its  own  opinion,  its  own  views, 
upon  the  legislative  proceedings  of  Florida  to  which  he 
had  referred.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  leave  to  pre- 
sent the  resolution  he  had  prepared,  and  he  hoped  the 
Senate  would  adopt  it,  and  that  the  Committee  en  the 
Judiciary  would  investigate  this  whole  matter,  and  make 
report  whether  the  busmess  of  the  Territory  called  for 
this  increase  of  her  moneyed  institutions.  For  himself, 
he  most  conscientiously  believed  that  there  was  imminent 
danger  that  the  credulous,  the  thoughtless,  the  con- 
fiding portion  of  our  community,  may  be  overwhelmed 
in  this  deluge  of  speculation  which  is  now  spreading 
over  our  belored  country. 

Mr.  H.  then  submitted  the  following  resolution,  which 
lies  on  the  table  one  day : 

Besolvedt  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  character,  condition,  and  the 
amount  of  capital  of  the  several  **  banking  institutions*' 
which  have  been  chartered  within  the  last  three  years 
by  the  Territorial  Government  of  Florida;  and  that  they 
report  to  the  Senate  whether  in  their  opinion  any  legis- 
lation of  Congress  is  necessary  to  disaffirm  the  establish- 
ment of  said  charters. 

STOCKTON  AND  STOKES. 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Richard  C.  Stockton, 
William  B.  Stokes,  and  others. 

Mr-  C.  explained  the  object  of  this  bill,  uhich  was  to 
refer  the  Qase  of  those  gentfemen  to  the  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury,  who,  after  examining  all  the  evidence  on  the 
subject,  should  decide  according  to  the  principles  of 
equity  and  justice. 

The  committee  (Mr.  C.  said)  were  unanimous  in 
favor  of  this  bill,  believing  that  these  gentlemen  were 
justly  entitled  to  relief. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  advocated  the  bill  in  a  speech  of 
some  length,  ^observing  that  this  case  w<is,  early  in  the 
session,  submitted  to  the  committee,  and  there  was  not 
a  member  of  it  who  was  not  of  the  opinion  that  these 
persons  were  entitled  to  compensation  for  the  services 
they  had  rendered.  Mr.  B.  spoke  of  the  fidelity  with 
^hlch  the  contracts  had  been  performed;  and  ohstrved 
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that  be  had  had  no  communicaiion  on  this  subject  with 
these  gentlemen  at  all;  but  be  knew  them  to  be  highly 
meritorious  contractors,  who,  in  order  to  sustain  them- 
selves thus  far,  had  made  great  exertions,  and  had 
stretched  their  credit  to  the  utmost. 

After  being  amended,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading,  without  a  division. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama,  from  the  Committee  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  which  had  been  referred  the 
amendments  of  the  Mouse  of  Representatives  to  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  several  corporations  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  made  a  report  thereon,  recommending 
that  the  Senate  agree  to  the  first  amendment,  and  sub- 
mitting an  amendment  to  the  second. 

Mr.  K.  then  proceeded  to  ezplaine  the  bearing  of  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  upon  the 
bill  as  it  had  passed  the  Senate.  One  of  tlie  amendments 
o£  the  House  had 'reduced  the  appropriation  $600,000, 
in  which  he  supposed  the  Senate  would  concur.  The 
other  amendment  proposed  to  take  the  stock  in  the  canal 
absolutely  {  whereas  the  Senate  had  only  proposed  to 
take  it  as  a  security.  For  his  part,  he  was  opposed  to 
taking  the  stock  absolutely,  and  hoped  the  amendment 
of  the  House  authorizing  it  would  be  stricken  out;  and 
if  the  House  of  Representatives  should  not  concur  in  the 
amendment  to  strike  it  out,  perhaps  some  arrangement 
could  be  made  in  committee  of  conference  upon  the 
amendment,  which  would  meet  the  views  of  both  bran- 
ches. If,  however,  the  Senate  should  not  think  proper 
to  strike  it  out,  he  had  an  amendment  prepared  to  ofi'er, 
which  would  make  the  section  more  acceptable  to  him, 
and  he  thought  it  would  make  it  more  so  to  others.  He 
wished  the  Senate  to  understand  distinctly  the  principles 
on  which  they  were  voting.  If  they  struck  out  the  sec- 
ond section,  it  would  be  relinquishing  entirely  the  stock 
to  these  corporations,  and  making  the  appropriations  in 
the.  bill  without  taking  any  security  for  reimbursement; 
if  they  retained  this  second  section,  it  would  be  taking 
■  this  stock  as  the  absolute  property  of  the  Government, 
and  depriving  the  three  cities  of  the  resources  by  which 
they  might  relieve  themselves  from  their  great  ])ecuniary 
embarrassments.  He  had  insuperable  objections  to  the 
Government  owning  this  stock,  and  he  would  there* 
fore  be  glad  to  see  this  section  stricken  out. 

Mr.  WALKER  said,  that,  being  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee which  reported  this  bill,  it  seemed  necessary  that 
be  should  explain  his  reasons  for  agreeing  to  the  report. 
He  never  could  have  voted  for  the  bill  in  the  shape  that 
it  came  from  the  House,  as  it  proposed  to  make  tlie 
Government  the  purchasers  of  stock  in  this  canal  com- 
pany, in  the  same  manner  as  if  it  had  originally  subscrib- 
ed to  the  same  amount.  He  had  strong  objections  to 
the  Government  becoming  joint  stockholders  in  any  com- 
pany; and  he  should  therefore  vote  for  the  amendment 
to  strike  out  the  second  section;  believing  it  better  for 
the  United  States  to  have  no  security  at  all  for  the 
advances  they  were  to  mak,e,  than  to  be  secured  in  so 
objectionable  a  way. 

On  taking  the  question,  the  first  amendment  of  the 
House  was  concurred  in  without  a  division;  and  the 
amendment  to  the  second  amendment  reported  by  the 
committee,  striking  out  the  second  section,  which  pro- 
vides that  the  stock  held  by  the  three  corporations  shall 
be  relinquished  to  the  Government,  was  agreed  to—Ayes 
21,  noes  9. 

Mr.  LEIGH,  who  had  voted  with  the  majority,  moved, 
a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  striking  out  the  second 
section  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  corporate  cities  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  as  amended  by  the  House. 
This  vote,  he  said,  gave  to  these  cities  a  large  sum  of 
money,  without  taking  any  consideration  whatever  for 


the  repayment  of  the  money.  He  confessed  that  he  bad 
not  attended  sufficiently  to  this  amendment  to  under* 
stand  its  purport  when  he  gave  his  vote;  indeed,  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  question  then  taken  had  a 
different  import  from  the  one  it  really  had.  He  did  not 
consider  that  he  had  a  right  to  vote  to  give  this  money 
to  the  city  of  Washington,  or  to  any  body  else,  without 
security  for  reimbursement;  and  he  therefore  moved  for 
a  reconsideration  of  the  vote. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  thought  that  he  had  stated  the 
simple  question  before  the  Senate  as  plainly  as  language 
could  make  it.  If  they  struck  out  the  second  section,  they 
gave  up  the  stock  and  advanced  the  money  without  any 
pledge  whatever;  if  they  retained  the  section,  there 
would  be  a  transfer  of  this  stock  to  the  Government.  He 
did  not  mean  to  mislead  a  single  individual  in  the  expla- 
nation he  had  given.  He  wished  further  to  sUte,  that  if 
the  object  was  to  take  from  these  corporations  the  stock 
for  wiiich  they  had  paid  $650,000,  it  would  leave  them 
without  any  resources  to  rid  themselves  from  the  heavy 
embarrassments  under  which  they  were  laboring. 

Mr.  LEIGH  did  not  doubt  that  the  honorable  Senator 
[Mr.  KiHo  of  Alabama]  had  made  the  explanation  as 
stated,  and  he  confiessed  it  was  his  own  fault  for  not  un- 
derstanding it;  but  his  mind,  at  that  moment,  had  been 
abstracted  from  the  subject.  If  he  had  understood  the 
question,  he  should  have  voted  directly  contrary  to  the 
vote  he  gave.  He  agfreed  with  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Walkbh]  that  the  Government  had  no  right  to  be- 
come a  joint  stockholder,  but  would  not  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion oF  that  question  at  that  time.  He  would  prefer 
the  amendment  proposed  to  be  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kino,]  in  case  this  amendment  to 
strike  out  failed,  to  the  section  as  it  now  stood. 

The  reconsideration  was  then  ordered,  and  the  ques- 
tion recurred  on  striking  out  the  second  section.  • 
Mr.  GRUNDY  wished  to  know  from  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  whether,  if  this  amendment  were 
adopted,  these  corporations  would  remain  in  debt  to  the 
Government,  or  whether  the  appropriation  in  the  bill 
was  to  be  considered  as  a  free  gift. 

Mr.  KING  replied,  that  there  was  no  obligation  «  hat- 
ever  on  the  part  of  tliese  corporations  to  refund  this 
money.  The  object  (Mr.  K.  said)  was  to  relieve  these 
corporations  from  their  embarrassment,  and  to  get  rid 
of  the  whole  matter.  If  gentlemen  were  not  prepared 
to  go  this  far,  he  was;  for  he  believed  that  the  ex- 
penses incurred  by  one  of  these  corporations  had  greatly 
enhanced  the  value  of  the  Government's  property,  the 
taxes  on  which  alone  would  amount  to  the  sum  granted. 
He  hoped  this  bill  would  be  sent  to  the  other  House  un- 
embarrassed by  any  stock  transactions  whatever. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  could  not  see  any  difference  in  the 
principle  between  lending  these  corporations  money  on 
security,  and  giving  it  to  them  as  a  donation.  He  was 
here  when  the  loan  was  contracted,  and,  foreseeing  the 
difficulties  that  would  be  created  by  it,  had  remonstrated 
against  it;  and,  in  fact,  none  protested  more  loudly  against 
it  than  the  good  people  of  Washington  themselves.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  corporations  (the  city  of  Wash- 
ington in  particular)  pretended  to  have  claims  against 
the  Government,  on  account  of  expenditures,  which  had 
had  the  effect  of  raising  the  value  of  its  property.  This 
was  no  doubt  true,  to  some  extent;  and  he  thought  the 
money  granted  by  this  bill  would  be  a  very  liberal  way 
of  paying  all  claims  they  might  have  of  that  nature.  He 
was  willing  to  give  them  this  money,  and  to  have  the 
debt  considered  as  cancelled. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  [Mr.  Kiks  of  Alabama]  had 
avowed  this  appropriation  to  be  a  donation.  He  (Mr. 
C.)  doubted  the  propriety  and  also  the  constitutionality 
of  making  it.     He  would  much  rather  support  the  bill 
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M  lent  from  the  Senate.  He  beliered,  when  the  canal 
was  extended  to  the  mineral  regions,  the  stock  would 
pise  above  par.  He  would  much  rather  the  hill  would 
be  sent  back  to  the  House  of  Representatives  as  it  had 
originally  passed  the  Senate.  He  doubted  the  right  of 
Congress  to  vote  away  the  money  of  the  people,  without 
making  provision  to  have  it  returned  to  their  Treasury 
again. 

Mr.  NILES  said  it  was  a  very  ungracious  task  in  any 
one  to  oppose  this  bill,  containing  a  donation  to  these 
corporations,  which  a  high  sense  of  public  duty  required 
him  to  do.  Congress,  in  his  opinion,  had  no  right  to 
interfere  in  this  matter,  except  as  the  local  Legislature 
of  the  District  of  Columbia.  These  people  had  involved 
themselves  in  this  great  work,  and,  for  his  part,  he  could 
see  no  foundation  for  this  claim  either  in  law  or  equity. 
So  far  as  the  Government  had  stepped  in  as  an  endorser, 
they  ought  to  see  the  debt  paid.  If  they  paid  the  debt 
in  the  capacity  of  an  endorser,  they  ought,  as  an  endor- 
ser, to  secure  themselves  for  the  reimbursement  of  it. 
He  believed  conscientiously  that  to  relieve  these  people 
from  these  improvident  acts,  would  be  to  encourage  im- 
providence. The  value  of  this  stock  at  this  time  was 
not  worth  one-sixth  of  the  amount  of  the  debt,  and  the 
very  property  which  the  money  appropriated  by  Con- 
gress  had  purchased  might  not  be  worth  $10,000;  but 
whether  worth  much  or  little,  they  ought  to  take  security, 
not  as  a  hard  creditor  on  the  whole  property  of  the 
District,  but  on  this  canal  properly,  on  account  of  which 
the  debt  had  been  incurred. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said,  as  he  had  opposed  this  bill  origin- 
ally, he  owed  it  to  himself  to  explain  the  views  which 
would  govern  his  vote  upon  the  question  now  presented. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  simple,  and  to  rest  within  a  very 
narrow  compass.  The  Senate  passed  this  bill  assuming 
the  Holland  debt,  amounting,  as  he  understood,  to  one 
and  a  half  million  of  dollars,  and  also  appropriating 
from  the  public  Treasury  from  six  to  seven  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  to  p»y  to  the  several  cities  of  Washing- 
tofi,  Georgetown,  and  Alexandria,  the  interest  snd 
charges  they  had  respectively  paid  on  account  of  their 
respective  portions  of  the  loan  from  ilollsnd;  and,  as  a 
show  of  security  to  the  Government  for  those  payments, 
the  bill  provided  for  a  pledge  or  mortgage  to  the  United 
Slates  of  the  stock  held  by  each  city  respectively  in  the 
Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal  Company. 

The  bill  went  to  the  House  in  this  shape,  where  it 
was  amended  by  striking  out  the  appropriation  of  from 
six  to  seven  hundred  thou&and  dollars  for  interest  and 
expenses,  and  by  striking  out  also  the  provision  for  the 
pledge  or  mortgage  of  the  stock,  and  inserting,  in  lieu 
thereof,  a  provision  for  a  positive  transfer  of  the  stock  to 
the  United  States,  in  consideration  of  the  assumption 
by  the  Government  of  an  equal  amount  of  the  Holland 
debt. 

The  committee  of  the  Senate,  as  he  thought  most 
wisely,  had  disagreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  House 
providing  for  a  positive  transfer  of  the  stock,  because 
he  considered  that  provision  entirely  objectionable  in 
principle,  as  in  effect  making  the  United  States  a  pur- 
chaser of  this  amount  of  the  stock  of  the  canal  company 
at  par,  for  money  advanced,  or  for  an  equal  liability, 
less  advantageous  to  the  public  Treasury  than  an  advance 
of  money..  He  was  unable  to  discover  any  difference  in 
principle  between  this  proposition  and  a  proposition  to 
subscribe,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to  an  equal 
amount  of  the  stock  of  this  canal  company. 

The  committee  of  the  Senate  now  recommend  to  us 
to  concur  in  the  first  amendment  of  the  House  to  strike 
out  the  appropriation  for  interest  and  expenses,  amount- 
ing to  between  six  and  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars; 
and,  in  consideration  of  this,  to  give  up  to  the  cities  the 
pledge,  or  mortgage,  upon  the  canal  slock  proposed  to 


be  taken  by  the  bill,  as  it  originally  passed  the  Senate; 
and  to  strike  out  the  amendment  of  the  House  requiring 
the  transfer  of  the  stock  to  the  United  SUtes. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  should  vote  for  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  simply  because 
he  considered  the  bill  in  that  shape  much  more  favorable 
to  the  public  Treasury  than  in  the  shape  in  which  it  ori- 
ginally passed  the  Senate,  and  becfuse  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  the  principle  contained  in  the  amendment  of 
the  House,  requiring  a  positive  transfer  of  the  stock 
to  the  United  States.  He  did  not  consider  the  intrinsic 
value  of  the  stock  worth  the  six  or  seven  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  stricken  from  the  bill  as  the  consideration 
for  a  release  of  all  claim  upon  the  canal  stock.  He 
would  not  now  vote  for  an  appropriation  of  that  amount 
of  money  from  the  Treasury  for  the  purchase  of  the 
stock,  as  a  mere  financial  measure,  without  any  objection 
of  principle  to  such  a  use  of  the  public  money.  He 
therefore  thought  we  should  make  a  more  profitable 
bargain  for  the  public  Treasury  by  passing  the  bill  in 
this  shape,  than  m  the  shape  in  which  it  had  been  first 
put  by  the  Senate.  He  must  be  most  distinctly  under- 
stood as  entirely  opposed  to  the  whole  appropriation  in 
any  shape;  and  his  present  object  was,  havjng  seen  that 
a  msjority  of  the  Senate  were  favorable  to  the  bill  in 
some  shape,  to  make  the  best  bargain  for  the  Treasury 
in  his  power.  It  seemed  to  him  that  aome  gentlemen 
were  treating  rather  with  matters  of  form  than  matters  of 
substance.  They  were  insisting  upon  the  form  of  security 
for  the  entire  amount  of  liability  assumed  by  the  Govern- 
ment; while  no  man  did  contend,  and  he  was  sure  no 
man  would  contend,  that  the  real  value  of  tlie  security 
proposed  to  be  taken  was  not  equal  to  the  actual  pay- 
ment of  money  from  which  we  propose  to  relieve  the 
Treasury,  in  consideration  of  yielding  our  mortgage  upon 
the  stock,  which  is  all  the  securily  offered,  or  proposed 
to  be  taken. 

Mr.  W.  said,  entertaining  these  views,  he  should 
vote  for  the  amendment  recommended  by  the  committee, 
though  he  should  at  all  times,  and  in  any  shape,  while 
his  feelings  remained  as  they  now  were,  vote  against 
the  bill. 

.  Mr.  BLACK  had  always  voted  against  bills  similar  to 
this.  In  the  first  place,  he  was  opposed  to  the  cUim; 
and  in  the  second  place,  he  was  opposed  to  taking 
nominal  securily,  which  was,  in  fact,  no  security  at  all, 
and  which  he  was  opposed  to  having  any  thing  to  do 
with,  lie  concurred  in  opinion  with  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  [Mr.  Kino,]  that  it  was  better  to  give  it  as  a 
donation,  than  to  have  any  thing  to  do  with  the  stock. 
He  could  not  see  the  difference  in  the  power  of  Con- 
gress between  loaning  the  money  on  the  security  of  a 
transfer  of  the  stock,  and  giving  ii  as  a  donalion  without 
security. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  that  he  could  vote  to  grant  relief 
to  the  city  of  Washington,  because,  had  the  Government 
paid  taxes  on  its  property  in  the  same  manner  that  the 
citizens  had,  the  sum  would  have  amounted  to  more 
than  was  given  to  it  by  this  bill;  but  this  principle  did 
not  apply  to  the  towns  of  Georgetown  and  Alexandria, 
and  he  must  therefore  vote  sgainst  the  bill.  He  could 
vote  for  it,  if  it  applied  to  Washington  alone;  but  as  he 
could  not  vote  for  Washington  unconnected  with  the 
other  towns,  he  must  oppose  the  whole  bill. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  striking  out  the 
second  section,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  negative — Yeas 
13,  nays  26,  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Black,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Kent,  King 
of  Alabama,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Preston,  Southard,  Tall- 
madge.  Walker,  Wall,  Webster,  Wright— 13. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Clayton,  Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  ]Ewing  of  Ohio, 
Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh, 
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Moore,  Morris,  Niles,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Robbins,  Robin- 
son, Ruffgles,  Shepley,  Swift,  Tomlinson — 26. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  then  moved  to  amend  the 
amendment  of  the  House,  so  as  to  provide  that  the  stock 
in  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal,  held  by  the  corpora- 
tions of  Washington,  Georgetown,  and  Alexandria,  shall 
be  deposited  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who 
is  empowered  to  sell  the  same  at  any  time  within  ten 
years,  and  reimburse  the  money  advanced  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  felt  bound  to  inquire,  before 
we  should  consent  to  take  this  stock,  either  positively 
or  conditionally,  whether  it  was  subject  to  further  calls 
by  the  company;  whether,  by  taking  a  mortgage,  or  a 
transfer,  we  were  subjecting  the  Government  to  further 
payments,  before  we  should  attempt  to  protect  our 
interests  in  a  manner  which  would,  in  fact,  merely  incur 
further  indebtedness. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said  he  would  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  that,  according  to  his  understanding 
of  the  matter,  a  further  call  would  be  most  desirable  to 
the  Government,  in  case  we  were  to  take  the  stock. 
He  supposed  the  only  consequence  of  a  failure  to  pay, 
in  case  of  a  call,  would  be  a  forfeiture  of  the  stock;  and 
it  seemed  to  be  the  only  way  in  which  we  could  get  rid 
of  it.  He  believed  he  was  not  mistaken,  and  that  the 
privilege  of  forfeiture,  in  case  of  further  calls,  would  be 
left  to  us. 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  sitting  in  his  seat,  said,  I  hope  so. 

Mr.  Kivo's  amendment  was  then  agreed  to,  and  the 
bill,  as  amended,  was  sent  to  the  other  House  for  con- 
currence. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SHEPI.EY,  the  Senate  took  up  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Steenrod;  and,  after  a  debate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  it  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims. 

NAVAL  ACADEMY. 
Mr.  SOUTHARD,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs, reported  a  bill  to  establish  a  naval  academy;  which 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  a  second  reading.    The  report 
is  as  follows: 

The  Naval  Committee,  to  whom  were  referred  the  reso- 
lutions of  sundry  officers  of  the  navy,  in  relation  to  a 
naval  school,  report: 

The  subject  to  which  the  attention  of  the  committee 
has  been  directed  by  these  resolutions  is  not  new  to 
them.  In  the  discharge  of  the  duties  assigned  by  the 
Senate,  they  have  anxiously  deliberated  upon  it;  and 
before  the  reference  which  calls  for  this  report,  they 
bad  resolved  to  present  it  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Senate,  and  directed  their  chairman  to  report  a  bill  for 
the  establishment  of  a  naval  school. 

In  coming  to  this  decision,  the  committee  take  leave 
to  refer  to  the  course  of  others  who  have  preceded  them 
In  their  action  upon  this  interesting  subject.  Upon  the 
earnest  recommendation  of  the  Executive,  provision  was 
proposed  by  the  Senate  for  the  establishment  of  a  naval 
school  in  the  bill  for  the  gradual  improvement  of  the 
navy,  which,  was  approved  on  the  3d  of  March,  1827, 
but  was  lost  by  a  very  small  majority.  At  the  last  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate,  a  bill  was  introduced  for  this  object, 
and  subsequently  reported  by  th«  committee,  but  was 
not  finally  acted  upon.  In  again  presenting  it  to  the  Sen- 
ate, the  committee  are  influenced  by  a  strong  and  deci- 
ded conviction  of  its  indispensable  necessity  to  tlie  public 
interests,  and  to  the  honor,  usefulness,  and  efficiency  of 
the  navy. 

The  sense  entertained  and  expressed  by  the  officers 
whose  resolutions  were  referred,  of  the  value  of  educa- 
tion to  naval  officers,  and  the  impossibility  of  their 
obtaining  it  under  the  present  system,  meets  the  entire 
approbation  of  the  committee,  and  they  refer  the  Senate 
to  them,  as  expressing  sentiments  and  opinions  worthy 
of  respectful  regard. 


The  nature  and  situation  of  the  naval  service  exhibit 
strongly  the  necessity  for  the  proposed  measure. 

Our  navy  visits  every  land  and  every  ocean.  It  pro- 
tects a  commerce  at  this  moment  as  valuable  as  that  of 
any  other  nation,  though  less  than  one  other  in  amount 
of  men  and  tonnage,  scattered  over  the  whole  habitable 
globe,  and  exposed  to  dangers  of  every  possible  descrip- 
tion. In  the  protection  of  this  commerce,  our  naval 
officers  are  often  brought  in  contact  with  the  Govern- 
ments and  official  agents  of  every  civilized  nation,  and 
are  often  obliged  to  have  intercourse  with  them  upon 
subjects  which  can  only  be  properly  treated  by  well- 
educated  and  well-informed  men.  They  are,  indeed, 
our  national  representatives  in  all  other  countries,  and 
fro*m  them  much  of  the  estimate  of  us,  as  to  our  manners, 
intelligence,  and  character  as  a  nation,  must  be  drawn. 
It  is  not  possible  that  their  duties  can  be  performed  in 
the  manner  in  which  we  should  desire  them  to  be  per- 
formed, without  science,  intelligence,  and  knowledge. 
Besides,  we  are  a  growing  nation,  and  it  is  our  interest 
and  our  duty  to  draw  from  every  other  region  every 
species  of  knowledge  which  can  be  useful  to  us.  This 
can  be  more  effectually  and  usefully  accomplished  by 
this,  than  by  any  other  class  of  our  citizens.  Bot  how 
can  all  these  be  accomplished  by  them,  without  proper, 
practical,  and  useful  education?  And  when  are  they  to 
receive  this  education?  They  arc  appointed  wben  mere 
boys — generally  between  the  ages  of  fourteen  and  seven- 
teen—when it  is  not  possible  that  they  should  be  well 
informed  and  disciplined  scholars.  Their  situation  and 
duties  in  the  service  render  it  equally  impossible  that 
they  should  make  extensive  literary  and  scientific  ac- 
quirements, beyond  the  mere  practical  duties  of  the 
seaman.  They  have  not  pay  enough  at  that  period  of 
their  service  to  purchase  the  means  of  instruction,  nor 
time  enough  to  acquire  it.  Their  employments  are  too 
active  and  steady. 

The  only  mode  by  which  it  can  be  secured  is,  by  the 
establishment  of  a  school,  which  shall  combine  literary 
and  scientific  instruction  with  practical  performance  of 
a  portion  of  their  duties;  and  this  may  be  accomplished 
by  competent  teachers,  and  by  connecting  with  the 
school  one  or  more  small  vessels,  in  which  they  may  be 
compelled,  under  proper  guidance,  to  perform  in  turn 
all  the  services  of  the  common  sailor,  with  those  also 
which  belong  to  office  and  command. 

The  expense  of  such  an  establishment  need  not  be 
large.  With  it,  we  may  dispense  with  the  present  in- 
sufficient and  almost  useless  system  of  instruction  on 
board  of  our  cruising  vessels,  and  the  money  expended 
upon  it  would  go  far  towards  supplying  the  means  neces- 
sar>'  for  the  support  of  the  school. 

So  many  considerations  enter  into  the  selection  of  a 
place  for  a  naval  school,  and  it  is  so  properly  the  duty 
of  the  Executive,  that  the  committee  have  thought  it  pro- 
per to  leave  the  selection  to  the  Executive. 

They  report  a  bill. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  for 
the  relief  of  Daniel  Steenrod.  * 

Mr.  CLAYTON  moved  to  commit  the  bill  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims;  which  was,  after  much  discussion, 
agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


MoHDAT,  Mat  16. 

Mr.  SHEPLEY  presented  the  credentials  of  the  hon- 
orable JoHir  M.  NiLss,  elected  by  the  I^egislature  of  the 
State  of  Connecticut  a  Senator  from  that  State,  to  supply 
the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  death  of  the  honorable 
Nathak  Skith. 

The  oath  to  support  the  constitution  of  the  United 
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States  was  then  administered  to  Mr.  Niles  by  the  Vice 
President. 

RECOGNITION  OF  TEXAS. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  presented  the  petition  of  sundry  citi- 
zens of  Bristol,  Rhode  Island,  praying  for  the  erection 
of  a  custom-house t  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Commerce. 

Mr.  MANGUM  presented  a  series  of  resolutions  adopt- 
ed by  a  meeting  of  citizens  of  Burke  county.  North  Caro- 
lina, on  the  subject  of  the  affairs  of  Texas,  recommend- 
ing the  acknowledgment  by  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 
ted SUtes  of  the  independence  of  that  country. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  he  had  recently  bad  occasion  to 
express  his  hopes,  his  wishes,  and  his  feelings  in  regard  to 
the  affairs  in  Texas;  and  as  his  views  were  known  in  re- 
lation to  them,  he  was  not  disposed  to  trouble  the  Senate 
at  this  time  with  any  further  expression  of  them.  And 
yet  he  could  not  recognise  the  honor  conferred  on  him 
by  the  mention  of  his  name  in  the  resolutions  just  pre- 
sented, without  reiterating  the  sentiments  expressed  by 
him  before.  He  could  not  tell  why  the  honor  was  done 
him  in  this  case,  unless  it  were  on  account  of  his  devo- 
tion to  the  cause  of  civil  liberty  generally  throughout  the 
world.  He  adverted  to  the  coincidence  in  point  of  time 
between  the  receipt  of  those  resolutions  and  this  glorious 
intelligence  from  Texas  of  one  of  the  most  glorious  re- 
suits  ever  achieved.  It  was  a  gloomy  period  in  the  cause 
of  Texas  when  the  Mexican  Governor  had  advanced  to 
our  own  borders,  with  a  well  disciplined  army  flushed 
with  victory,  and  in  his  progress  had  marked  his  foot- 
steps with  blood,  when  he  (Mr.  P.)  gave  utterance  to 
the  impulse  of  his  feelings  the  other  day.  He  then 
used  epithets  which  were  prompted  by  the  natural  feel- 
ings ot  his  heart.  But  he  had  now  no  feeling  sgainst 
Santa  Anna,  for  he  was,  thank  God,  a  prisoner,  or  per- 
Jtiapsa  corpse;  and  he  was  ready  to  proclaim  •«  glory  to 
God  in  the  highest."  The  effects  of  that  victory  had  open- 
ed up  a  curtain  to  a  most  magnificent  scene.  This  in- 
vader had  come  on  at  the  head  of  bis  force,  urged  on  by 
no  ordinary  impulse — by  an  infuriate  fanaticism — by  a 
superstitious  Catholicism,  goaded  on  by  a  miserable 
priesthood,  against  that  invincible  Anglo-Saxon  race. 
It  was  »t  once  a  war  of  religion  and  liberty.  And  when 
that  noble  race  engaged  in  a  war,  victory  was  sure  to 
perch  upon  their  stHndard.  This  was  not  merely  the 
retribution  of  the  cruel  war  upon  the  Alamo,  but  that  tide 
which  was  swollen  by  this  extraordinary  victory  would 
roll  on,  and  roll  on,  and  roll  onj  and  it  was  not  in  the 
spirit  of  prophecy  to  tell  when  it  would  stop. 

He  adverted  to  a  period  when  these  halls  were  anima- 
ted in  a  controversy  between  Mexico  and  Spain,  in 
which,  although  too  youn^  to  participate  in  it,  yet  he 
remembered  his  heart  beat  high  on  that  occasion  for  the 
cause  of  freedom.  The  Anglo-Saxon  race  was  a  popu- 
lation to  which  liberty  belonged,  and  from  which  liberty 
could  not  be  eradicated.  Look,  said  he,  across  to  the  Gulf 
of  California,  and  one  Government  will  overspread  that 
whole  extent  of  country.  Mexico,  it  was  known, 
raised  her  army  with  difficulty,  for  it  was  well  known 
that  there  was  a  part  of  the  people  there  who  were  re- 
publican, and  that  Santa  Anna  had  brought  the  army  he 
fed  into  the  field  himself,  and  that  he  was  the  soul  of  it. 
He  was  now  cut  off,  and  the  impression  upon  the  pub- 
lic mind  would  be  such,  that  the  spirit  of  the  South  and 
Southwest  would  pour  thousands  of  volunteers  on  the 
scene  of  action  to  put  an  end  to  the  struggle;  and  when 
they  had  once  put  their  foot  upon  the  Alamo,  they  would 
not  look  back,  but  onward—onward  would  be  their 
march. 

The  Mexican  Government  had  now  no  foothold — San- 
ta Anna  was  now  no  more,  and  there  was  no  Mexican 
Government.     Texas  bad  achieved  her  liberty-i-she  had 


swept  her  foes  off  the  land  by  her  valiant  achievements. 
They  had  conquered,  in  her,  our  rights,  and  by  her  own 
arms,  while  he  had  stood  by  witnessing  the  struggle  for 
liberty. 

Texas  might  or  might  not  belone  to  us,  or  we  to  it; 
but  talking,  as  the  people  there  did,  the  same  language 
with  us,  and  having  the  same  feelings  with  us,  they  were 
too  homogeneous  not  to  belong  to  us — they  were  with  ua 
and  for  us,  and  we  were  with  and  for  them. 

Wishing  all  happiness,  success^  and  prosperity  to  Tex- 
as, he  declared  his  readiness  to  receive  her  the  moment 
her  achievements  had  scaled  her  independence.  He 
was  not  prepared  at  this  time  to  go  the  length  asked  of 
him  in  the  resolutions.  A  short  waiting  of  events  was 
necessary,  before  definitive  action  could  be  had.  But  the 
tidings  were  on  the  wing;  and  but  give  him  the  fact  that 
Texas  was  a  Government  de  fadOp  and  he  pled|^ed  "him- 
self,  for  one,  to  go  for  the  recognition  of  her  indepen- 
dence instanter. 

Mr.  p.  concluded  by  tendering  his  hearty  response  to 
the  sentiments  of  the  people  of  the  county  of  Burke,  ia 
North  Carolina,  and  his  acknowledgments  for  the  hon- 
or they  had  done  him  in  the  mention  of  his  nanne. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  he  had,  upon  the  22d  of  April 
last,  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  struggle  in 
Texas,  and  suggested  the  reservation  of  any  surplus  that 
might  remain  in  the  Treasury,  for  the  purpose  of  acqui- 
ring Texas  from  whatever  Government  might  remain 
the  Government  de  facto  of  that  country.  At  that  period 
(said  Mr.  W.)  no  allusion  had  been  made,  he  believed, 
by  any  one.  In  either  House  of  Congress  to  the  situation 
of  affairs  in  Texas.  And  now,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  upon  the 
very  day  that  he  had  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  this  subject,  it  appeared  that  Santa  Anna  had  been  cap- 
tured,  and  his  army  overthrown.  Mr.  W.  said  he  had 
never  doubted  this  result.  When,  on  the  22d  of  April 
last,  resolutions  were  introduced  before  the  Senate  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Mohbib,]  requesting  Con- 
gress to  recognise  the  independence  of  Texas,  he  (Mr. 
W. )  had  opposed  laying  these  resolutions  on  the  table,  and 
advocated  their  reference  to  a  committee  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  W.  said  he  had  addressed  the  Senate  then  under  very 
different  circumstances  from  those  which  now  existed. 
The  cries  of  the  expiring  prisoners  at  the  Alamo  were 
then  resounding  in  our  ears;  the  victorious  usurper  was 
advancing  onward  with  his  exterminating  warfare,  and, 
in  the  minds  of  many,  all  was  gloom  and  despondency; 
but  Mr.  W.  said  that  the  published  report  of  our  pro- 
ceedings demonstrated  that  he  did  not  for  a  moment  de- 
spond; that  his  confidence  in  the  rifle  of  the  West  was 
firm  and  unshaken;  and  that  he  had  then  declared  that 
the  suu  was  not  more  certain  to  set  in  the  western  hori- 
zon, than  that  Texas  would  maintain  her  indepen- 
dence; and  this  sentiment  he  had  taken  occasion  to  re- 
peat in  the  debate  on  this  subject  in  the  Senate  on  the 
9th  of  May  last.  Mr.  W.  said  that  what  was  Uien 
prediction  is  now  reality;  and  his  heart  beat  bigh» 
and  his  very  pulse  throbbed  with  delight,  in  con- 
templating this  triumph  of  liberty.  Sir,  (said  Mr.  W.,) 
the  people  of  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  never  coula 
have  permitted  Santa  Anna  and  his  myrmidons  to  retain 
the  dominion  of  Texas. 

Look  (said  Mr.W.)  at  the  maps,  and  observe  the  ex- 
traordinary corners  and  angles  of  our  present  boundary — 
that  boundary,  by  the  treaty  of  1819,  by  which  Texas 
was  sacrified;  by  which  the  valley  of  Mississippi  was  dis- 
membered; by  which  the  great  territories  of  the  Missis- 
sippi, the  Arkansas  for  hundreds  of  miles,  and  the  Red 
river  for  a  thousand  miles,  were  virtually  surrendered  to 
Spain;  by  which  the  right  to  navigate  the  Misnssippi 
was  in  fact  ceded  to  Spain,  and  a  foreign  power  placed 
on  Red  river,  within  three  days  of  New  Orleans;  a  treaty 
by  which  the  most  valuable  territory,  and  the  most  im« 
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portant  harbors  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  were  giren  up, 
an  enemy  placed  within  a  few  hours'  sail  of  New  Orleans, 
and  the  oomniand  of  the  Gulf  abandoned;  a  treaty  by 
which  fire  or  six  States  (in  the  prospectiTe)  were  torn 
from  the  banner  of  the  American  Union,  by  which  the 
balance  of  power  between  the  North  and  the  South  was 
broken;  a  balance,  by  establishing  which,  whilst  the 
North  msintained  its  numerical  preponderance  in  the 
lower  House,  the  South  would  mam  tain  a  majority  in  the 
Senate,  and'thus  each  section  be  prevented  from  oppress- 
ing the  other,  and  our  glorious  Union 4>e  rendered  per- 
petual. And,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  let  gentlemen  look  at  the 
nature  of  the  population  of  Mexico;  let  them  examine 
Malte  Brun,  and  they  will  find  that  the  valley  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi never  could  have  permitted  Santa  Anna  to  set- 
tle Texas  with  the  mixed  colored  races  of  Mexico.  He 
said  that,  by  a  reference  to  Malte  Drun,  it  appeared  that 
of  the  eight  millions  tliat  peopled  Mexico,  but  one 
seventh  were  of  the  white  race;  and  that  since  that  pe- 
riod the  expulsion  of  the  European  Spaniards  had  still 
further  diminished  their  number.  The  rest  were  Afri- 
cans, Indians,  Mettizos,  Mulattoes,  and  Kambos,  speaking 
twenty  different  languages,  and  constituting  the  most 
poisonous  compound  that  could  be  amalgamated;  united 
in  but  one  thing — their  subjection  to  a  tyrannical  priest- 
hood, and  their  total  ignorance  of  the  first  principles  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty.  And  could  this  miscalled  re- 
public be  permitted  to  dismember  the  great  valley  of 
the  West,  to  establish  a  Government  of  Zambos  and  Met- 
tizos, of  Africans  and  Mulattoes,  upon  the  borders  of 
Louisiana  and  Arkansas,  in  the  very  heart  of  the  country, 
commanding  the  great  tributaries  of  the  Father  of  Wa- 
ters, constituting  an  asylum  for  fugitive  slaves  from  the 
West;  a  people  prepared  to  join  at  any  moment  in  pred- 
atory incursions  upon  the  frontiers;  prepared  to  unite 
with  and  instigate  the  people  of  their  own  colored  race 
within  our  limits  to  deeds  of  bloodshed  and  massacre? 
No,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  this  never  could,  it  never  ought,  it 
never  would  have  been  permitted  by  the  people  of  the 
West;  and  Mr.  W.  rejoiced  that  the  conflict  was  over. 

The  resolutions  were  then  ordered  to  be  printed. 

After  transacting  some  other  business, 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  opposed  by  Mr.  CALHOUN  and  Mr. 
GOLDSBOKOUGH,  but  was  carried  in  the  affirmative: 
Yeas  126. 

I'he  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

After  sitting  some  time  with  closed  doors. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TuKSDAT,  Mat  17. 
ALPHONSO  WETMORE. 

Mr.  NAUDAIN  moved  that  the  Committee  of  Claims 
be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  pe- 
tition of  Alphonso  Wetmore.  To  account  for  the  mo- 
tion, he  read  a  sentence  from  the  memorial,  in  which 
the  petitioner,  in  reference  to  a  former  application,  ex- 
pressed the  presumption  that  his  honor  would  not  again 
be  assailed,  declaring  his  determination  to  punish  an  in- 
sult, were' it  even  in  the  court  of  Heaven!! 

Mr.  WEBSTER  asked  how  it  had  happened  that  such 
a  petition  had  been  presented? 

Mr.  LINN  said  he  could  answer  that  question.  He 
had  hastily  glanced  over  its  contents,  and  the  offensive 
words  had  escaped  his  notice.  But,  had  he  seen  them, 
he  would  not  say  that  he  should  not  have  presented  the 
petition.  He  had  no  objection  to  having  a  dozen  such 
referred  to  him.  He  could  let  them  pass  for  Just  so 
much  as  they  were  worth,  and  not  bring  them  into  im- 
portance by  any  specific  reference  to  them. 
Vol.  XIL— 92 


Mr.  WEBSTER  reminded  the  Senator  that  there 
was  a  rule  of  the  Senate  which  required  that  every- 
Senator  should  be  responsible  for  the  respectful  terms 
in  which  the  petitioner  addressed  Congress. 

[Mr.  Livn's  reply  was  not  heard.  He  was  understood 
to  say  that  had  he  seen  the  language,  the  recollection  of 
the  rule  would  have  induced  him  to  refrain  from  pre« 
senting  it.] 

The  committee  were  then  discharged  from  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  petition. 

ALABAMA  AND  MISSISSIPPI   FIVE  PER  CENT. 
FDND. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WALKER,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  to  carry  into  effect,  in  the  States  of 
Alabama  and  Mississippi,  the  existing  compacts  with 
those  States  in  re^rd  to  the  five  per  cent,  fund,  and 
the  school  reservations. 

The  object  of  this  bill  is  to  reserve  the  one  thirty-sixth 
part  of  the  lands  ceded  by  the  Chickasaws  in  the  above- 
named  States,  for  the  use  of  schools,  and  also  the  five 
per  cent,  fund  to  be  allowed  under  the  compact. 

The  only  alteration  proposed  was  an  amendment 
moved  by  Mr.  WALKER,  providing  that  the  selections 
of  the  lands  should  be  made  "out  of  any  public  lands  re- 
maining unsold  that  shall  have  been  offered  at  public 
sale,"  instead  of  «  out  of  any  public  lands  remaining 
unsold  that  have  been  heretofore  offered,"  &c. 

The  amendment  being  agreed  to,  the  bill  was  order- 
ed to  be  engrossed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business;  after  which. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WxDVzsDAT,  Mat  18. 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  observed,  that  they  had  re- 
ceived information  that  morning  of  a  character  which 
rendered  it  necessary  that  they  should  proceed,  without 
delay,  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  providing  for  rais- 
ing an  additional  force  for  the  protection  of  the  frontiers. 
They  had  undoubted  information  that  the  Creek  Indians, 
who  had,  for  some  time,  been  in  communication  with  the 
Seminoles,  had  manifested  a  hostile  spirit.  In  this  state 
of  things  he  deemed  it  unnecessary  to  say  any  thing  more 
than  to  ask  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  bill  from  the  House 
authorizing  the  President  to  accept  the  service  of  vol- 
unteers, and  he  hoped  that  the  amendments  made  to  it 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  PassTON] 
would  obviate  all  objections  to  it,  and  that  it  would  be 
passed  and  sent  back  to  the  House  immediately.  If  they 
wished  to  avoid  the  scenes  of  horror  that  had  been  wit* 
nessed  in  Florida,  it  was  necessary  for  them  to  act  at 
once. 

The  bill  was  then  taken  up,  and,  after  the  amendmenta 
had  been  explained  by  Mr.  PRESTON,  they  were  agreed 
to,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  for  a  third  reading.  ^ 

INDIAN  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  cur- 
rent expenses  of  the  Indian  department,  for  Indian  an- 
nuities, and  other  similar  objects,  for  the  year  1836. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  stated  that,  since  the  bill  had  been 
reported,  various  communications  had  been  made  from 
the  department,  which  had  induced  the  Committee  on 
Finance  to  offer  sundry  amendments. 

The  first  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Wsbstxb  was, 
after  the  clauses  making  appropriations  for  the  Florida    * 
Ind'ums,  to  insert  a  proviso  that  no  part  of  the  sum  thus 
appropriated  should  be  paid  to  such  Indians  as  have  been 
or  are  actually  engaged  in  hostilities  against  the  United 
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States,  unless,  by  any  change  of  circumstances,  the  Pre- 
sident shall  be  induced  to  cause  the  same  to  be  paid  to 
them. 

This  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  second  amendment,  increasing  the  appropriation 
for  the  expenses  attending  the  execution  of  the  treaty 
with  the  Creeks,  of  March  24,  1832,  from  $7,000  to 
$17,000,  was  agreed  to. 

The  third  amendment,  increasing  the  appropriation 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Choctaw  treaty,  from  $6,000  to 
$8,900,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WBBSTER  then  submitted  several  communica- 
tions from  the  War  Department,  showing  that  a  consider- 
able addition  would  be  required  to  the  appropriations 
for  removing  Indians. 

After  these  communications  had  been  read, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  so  as  to 
conform  to  the  estimates  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  which 
were  founded  on  the  supposed  fact  that  12,000  of  the 
Creek  Indians  would  be  prepared  to  remove  this  summer. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LINN  offered  an  amendment  providing  for  the 
salary  of  a  clerk  for  the  superintendent  of  Indian  affairs 
for  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  ($1,200;)  which  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  offered  an  amendment  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  invest,  in  some  safe  public  stocks, 
the  sum  of  $33,000,  the  balance  remaining  from  the 
sales  of  the  lands  acquired  under  the  treaty  with  the 
Beneca  and  Sandusky  Indians;  which  amendment  was 
also  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHITE  submitted  an  amendment  providing  that 
the  appropriation  of  $40,000  for  removing  the  Indians 
of  Wisconsin  to  the  neutral  ground  on  the  borders  of 
Missouri,  shall  not  be  used,  unless  said  Indians  will  agree 
to  emigrate  to  the  country  on  the  south  side  of  the  Mis- 
souri river. 

Mr.  W.  explained  the  objects  of  the  amendment,  and 
strongly  urged  its  propriety.  If  these  Indians,  he  said, 
were  troublesome  neighbors  now  to  the  whites,  they 
would  be  equally  so  in  the  country  to  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  remove  them.  Indeed,  they  might  as  well  re- 
main where  they  are,  as  to  be  sent  to  the  very  borders  of 
Missouri,  and  close  upon  the  white  settlements,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  amendment  would  be  adopted;  so  that  if 
they  were  removed  at  all,  they  would  be  sent  where  they 
were  not  likely  to  give  future  trouble.  Mr.  W.  spoke 
of  the  delays  in  the  emigration  of  the  Indians;  he  did  not 
censure  the  Secretary  of  War,  who  had  done  every  thing 
in  bis  power  to  hasten  the  emigration;  but  there  was 
blame  somewhere,  and  it  must  be  in  the  incompetence 
or  unfaithfulness  of  some  of  the  agents  that  had  been 
employed. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  said,  the  interest  of  speculating 
white  men  had  greatly  retarded  the  removal  of  the 
Indians.  Tlie  last  agent  appointed,  he  believed,  was 
faithful,  but  had  found  his  energies  counteracted  by 
these  interested  whites.  The  Secretary  of  War  had 
facilitated  their  removal,  by  taking  measures  to  prevent 
their  being  daily  forced  to  travel  unreasonable  distances, 
and  also  to  prevent  their  being  exposed  to  inclement 
weather.  But  notwithstanding  every  precaution  used 
by  the  Government  to  prevent  it,  he  believed  frauds  had 
been  committed  which  caused  the  difficulty  with  the 
Indians;  and  he  therefore  hoped  the  amendment  con- 
taining the  appropriation  might  prevail. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  hoped^  that  some  gentleman  who 
understood  the  subject  would  explain  the  uses  for  which 
this  appropriation  was  intended,  and  the  prospect  there 
was  of  its  being  applied  so  as  to  accomplish  the  obiect 
in  view.  For  his  part,  he  feared  that  it  would,  like 
other  appropriations  of  the  kind,  be  productive  only  of 
the  greatest  frauds.    He  had  long  anticipated  things  of 


this  kind.  He  had  long  believed  that  this  Indian  de. 
partment  was  one  of  the  branches  of  the  Ck>vernmen 
under  which  the  greatest  frauds  would  be  perpetrated — 
that,  and  the  public  lands,  and  the  banking  system.  He 
only  regretted  that  the  speculators  in  Indian  binds  were 
not  the  persons  to  suffer,  instead  of  the  frontier  inhabit- 
ants. It  made  his  heart  bleed  to  think  of  the  sulferinga 
of  the  innocent  frontier  settlers.  All  these  eviU,  he 
said,  had  been  the  result  of  mismanagement.  The 
persons  appointed  had  been  generally  incapable  or  un- 
faithful. The  Government  ought  to  have  appointed 
men  ofinteliigence,  of  firmness,  and  of  honor,  who  would 
have  faithfully  fulfilled  their  obligations  to  tlie  United 
States  and  to  the  Indians.  Instead  of  that,  men  were  sent 
out  to  make  fortunes  for  themselves,  and  to  oppress  the 
Indians.  He  believed  that  the  two  Indian  wars  they 
had  had  were  the  result  of  mismanagement,  and  that  the 
one  that  was  announced  that  morning  might  be  traced 
to  the  same  cause.  All  this  resulted  from  want  of 
capacity  or  honesty  in  the  agents  sent  out  by  the  Gov- 
ernment. Did  he  not  see,  on  one  band,  large  fortunes 
built  up,  and,  on  the  other,  the  most  degrading  subser- 
viency to  those  in  power? 

The  prominent  cause  of  these  Indian  disturbances  bad 
been  the  reservations,  which  he  had  invariably  opposed 
from  the  first,  predicting  that  they  wookl  be  followed 
by  speculations,  the  grossest  frauds,  and  by  the  greatest 
hijustice  to  the  Indians  themselves.  He  recollected  that 
when  the  first  Indian  treaty,  containing  reservations, 
was  brought  in  the  Senate,  it  was  strenuously  opposed  by 
a  distinguished  Senator  from  New  York,  (Rufus  King,) 
who  demonstrated  the  evils  that  these  reservations  would 
lead  to.  That  treaty  was  confirmed;  and  since  that 
time  the  system  had  been  kept  up,  always  accompanied 
by  the  same  abuses.  There  was  no  remedy  for  this 
'state  of  things,  but  in  the  appointment  of  honest,  capa- 
ble men,  who  would  consult  the  interest  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  welfare  of  the  Indians,  rather  than  their 
own  selfish  purposes.  Let  gentlemen  think  of  the 
course  of  this  administration,  and  the  consequences  of 
its  mismanagement  of  public  affairs.  First,  there  was  a 
French  war  threatened;  then  a  Seminole  war;  next  the 
probability  of  a  war  with  Mexico;  and  now  a  Creek  war. 
AH  this  was  the  consequence  of  converting  this  Govern- 
ment into  a  political  electioneering  machine,  instead  of 
properly  administering  the  high  trusts  that  had  been 
confided  by  the  people.  He  hoped  that  some  gentle 
man  who  understood  this  matter  would  explain  the 
necessity  of  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  WHITE  said  these  were  Indians  who  inhabited 
the  other  side  of  the  Wisconsin  river,  and  to  whom  we 
had  agreed  to  give  a  particular  sum  for  their  lands. 
They  had  remained  in  the  place  to  which  they  had  re- 
moved, until  they  bad  expended  all  their  money,  and 
then  returned  back  again  to  their  old  place  of  habitation, 
and  were  there  now,  to  the  great  annoyance  of  ttie 
people.  The  nation  had  an  annuity  of  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars. The  object  of  this  provision  was,  (although  we 
were  now  under  no  obligation  to  advance  them  one  dol- 
lar,) that  the  money  should  be  withheld,  unless  they 
would  go  beyond  the  Missouri  river,  and'  remain  there. 
The  white  people  were  settled  close  by  them;  and  un- 
less they  were  removed  while  in  our  power,  they  would 
be  on  the  whites,  and  serious  difficulties  would  arise. 
It  was  a  matter  of  regret  that  the  Indian  agent  there, 
who  was  an  intelligent  man,  and  had  the  subject  much 
at  heart,  had  recently  died. 

Mr.  PORTER  observed,  that  if  the  object  was  to  place 
these  Indians  on  the  immediate  borders  of  Missouri,  the 
honorable  Senators  who  so  ably  represented  that  State 
could  better  judge  than  himself  whether  they  would  be 
agreeable  neighbors.  For  his  part,  he  was  opposed  to 
the  removing  any  more  Indiana  to  the  borders  of  Mis* 
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souri»  Ark&nsai^  and  Louisiana,  although  there  might 
have  been  some  good  reasons  for  removing  them  from 
the  interior  of  a  State;  yet  when  they  came  to  the  re- 
moving them  from  the  Territories,  it  would  be  well  to 
consider  whether  they  were  not  doing  more  harm  than 
good  by  the  measure.  This  was  the  first  step,  Mr.  P. 
said,  in  the  removal  of  Indians  from  the  northwest,  to 
place  them  on  the  borders  of  the  southwestern  States. 
He  had  much  rather  that  the  people  of  the  northern 
part  of  Missouri  should  submit  to  the  inconvenience  of 
having  such  neighbors,  than  that  they  should  be  added 
to  the  number  of  Indians  already  on  the  borders  of 
Louisiana.  Let  the  Indians  on  the  north  of  Missouri, 
said  Mr.  P.,  remain  there;  th$  people  of  the  north- 
western States  were  not  anxious  for  their  removal;  it 
was  only  the  speculators,  who  were  anxious  to  get  the 
Indian  titles  to  their  lands  extinguished.  This  con- 
tinually extinguishing  Indian  titles,  while  they  had  such 
large  quantities  of  lands  of  the  best  quality  yet  unsold, 
benefited  no  one  but  the  speculator,  who  believed  that 
be  could  more  readily  get  purchasers  for  the  new  lands, 
and  that  greater  fortunes  could  be  nuMJe  bv  them. 

Mr.  LINN  exhibited  to  the  Senate  a  statistical  account 
of  the  number  and  location  of  the  different  Indian  tribes, 
and  said  that  the  State  of  Missouri  had  objected  to  the 
policy  of  locating  them  in  her  vicinity,  but  eventually 
submitted  to  it;  and  he  would  not  now  object  to  that 
system  of  policy  being  carried  out.  He  would  rather 
see  them  located  on  one  frontier  border  than  on  two,  as 
it  was  easier  to  establish  an  efficient  line  of  posts  for  the 
protection  of  one,  than  it  would  be  for  the  protection  of 
two  frontiers.  He  agreed  with  the  views  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Whitx.]  It  was  too  late  to  in- 
quire now  into  the  fact  as  to  whether  they  had  been 
cheated,  which  had  been  admitted  from  the  beginning. 
The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  {Mr.  Calhovv]  was 
mistaken  as  to  the  Black  Hawk  war.  In  that  case,  the 
Indiana  were  bought  oflT  by  salt  and  corn,  and  came  back 
again  expecting  to  be  bought  off  again,  and,  being  disap- 
pointed m  not  -being  bought  oflT,  commenced  hostilities. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  regretted  much  that  the  Senator 
from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Tirroir,]  who  knew  more  about  the 
origin  of  Black  Hawk's  war  than  any  body  else,  was  not 
in  bis  place.  That  gentleman  rose  in  his  place,  and 
declarwl  that  that  war  broke  out  in  consequence  of  the 
mismanagement  of  the  officers  of  the  Government.  Let 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  recollect  that  this  acknowledg- 
ment came  from  one  of  the  warmest  friends  of  the 
administration. 

He  acknowledged,  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri, 
that  the  Indians  had  been  treated  wrong  from  beginning 
to  end;  which,  unfortunately,  would  ever  be  the  case, 
when  savage  and  civilized  man  came  in  conflict;  but  this 
was  no  reason  why  they  should  suffer  their  agents  to 
practise  frauds  both  against  the  Indians  and  the  Govern- 
ment. They  ought  to  have  honest,  intelligent,  and 
active  men  to  manage  their  Indian  affairs,  or  there  never 
would  be  an  end  to  these  abuses.  There  were  no  peo- 
ple on  earth  so  easy  to  deal  with  as  our  half-civilized 
Indians.  It  only  required  ordinary  justice,  a  mild  but 
firm  course  of  conduct,  with  a  strict  adherence  to  truth 
in  all  transactions  with  them;  and  it  was  the  easiest  thing 
in  the  world  to  keep  them  quiet.  The  Senator  spoke 
of  the  cordons  of  Indians  around  the  frontier;  but  let 
him  look  to  the  heavy  annuities  paid  them,  which  made 
it  their  interest  to  keep  at  peace.  With  proper  manage- 
ment, they  were  the  best  allies  we  could  have  to  keep 
off  the  wild  Indiana  at  a  distance.  He  saw,  he  said,  very 
plainly,  the  progress  of  events.  These  Indian  disturb- 
ances were  to  furnish  the  pretext  for  a  large  increase  of 
the  standing  army.  This  was  the  consequence  of  carry- 
ing out  the  principles  of  the  spoils  party,  enriching  men 
with  large  jobs  and  contracts,  and  the  system  to  be 


kept  up  by  a  large  military  force.  He  repeated  that 
there  never  was  a  time  when  it  was  so  easy  to  keep  the 
Indians  at  peace.  Their  frontier  posts  were  greatly 
extended,  and  the  Indians  were  driven  back  into  the 
prairies;  and,  though  they  were  formidable  in  the  woods, 
being  the  best  light  troops  in  the  world,  they  were 
entirely  helpless  in  the  open  plain.  If  they  would  ap- 
point honest,  faithful,  intelligent  men,  to  transact  their 
business  with  the  Indians,  instead  of  broken  down  politi- 
cians, men  sent  out  to  be  rewarded  for  party  services, 
these  Indian  disturbances  would  soon  cease;  but  unless 
that  was  done,  it  was  apparent  that  there  would  be  con- 
tinual disturbances,  creating  causes  for  wars,  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  a  larg^  increase  of  the  standing  army.  He 
should  not  oppose  the  appropriation  af\er  the  explana- 
Uon  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  but  he  feared  that 
it  would  be  used  to  give  jobs  to  reward  some  political 
partisans. 

Mr.  LINN  said  he  did  not  rise  to  prolong  this  discus- 
sion, but  merely  to  do  justice  to  the  character  of  an 
individual  now  no  more.  Injustice  had  been  done  the 
agent  of  the  Sacs  and  Foxes,  in  saying  that  the  Black 
Hawk  war  was  caused  either  by  want  of  character  or 
competency.  He  had  the  pleasure  of  an  intimate  ac- 
quaintance with  Mr.  St.  Vrain,  the  ap^ent,  and  knew 
him  to  be  a  man  of  sterling  virtue,  active,  and  of  busi- 
ness habits,  and  very  intelligent.  He  had  done  all  that 
mortal  man  could  do  to  prevent  the  war  with  Black 
Hawk,  and  was  cut  off  in  the  prime  of  life  by  a  band  of 
the  Winnebagoes,  who  were  on  their  way  to  join  the 
forces  of  Black  Hawk.  He  fell  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duty  to  the  Indians  and  to  his  country.  The  appoint- 
ment of  agent  was  not  given  to  him  from  political  consi- 
derations, as  he  was  known  to  be  what  was  then  called 
a  Clay  man. 

Mr.  WHITE  repeated,  that  if  these  Indians  were  not 
removed  southwest  of  the  Missouri,  difficulties  and 
schisms  would  take  place  between  them  and  the  whites. 
But,  by  removing  them  southwest  of  the  Missouri,  we 
would  have  a  natural  boundary  between  them  and  our 
people.  And  if  he  belonged  to  Missouri,  he  would  pre- 
fer having  them  removed  across  the  river;  for  althougli 
they  might  be  nearer,  they  could  not  be  so  annoying 
to  the  whites  as  if  on  two  borders,  and  not  bounded  by 
any  natural  boundary.  The  plan  was,  if  they  were 
removed  there,  to  have  laws  adapted  to  them  enacted 
for  their  Government.  But  if  removed  to  where  they 
now  own  the  lands,  no  practical  benefit  would  result 
from  it.  Take  them  from  among  the  settlements  in 
Wisconsin,  under  the  direction  of  a  faithful  agent,  and» 
instead  of  endangering,  they  would  add  to  the  sa^ty  of 
the  States  near  whose  borders  they  were  to  be  removed 
to;  and  so  far  from  being  apprehensive  of  any  injury 
from  them,  their  attachment  was  so  strong  to  the  United 
States,  that  he  would  repeat  what  he  had  said  before, 
that  if  the  country  was  in  need  of  volunteers,  there  was 
no  part  of  our  white  population  that  would  make  more 
faithful  soldiers  than  they.  If  they  were  to  remain  to 
annoy  our  whites,  they  might  as  well  remain  where  they 
were,  as  to  remove  them  back  to  the  place  proposed  in 
the  bill. 

Mr.  WALKER  did  not  rise  to  continue  this  discussion, 
but  to  notice  some  observations  that  had  fallen  from  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  [Mr.  PonTia.]  The  Senator 
supposed  that  the  removal  of  the  Indians  from  Mississippi 
and  Alabama  to  the  borders  of  Louisiana,  bad  operated 
unfavorably  towards  that  State.  Now  he  took  it  upon 
himself  to  say  that  it  was  a  measure  the  most  favorable 
to  her  interests;  the  Choctaws,  the  Indians  thus  remov- 
ed, having  been  uniformly  the  friends  and  allies  of  the 
United  States,  from  the  time  of  the  revolution  to  this 
dsy.  These  Choctaws  had  invariably  been  our  warmest 
friends;  they  had  fought  by  the  side  of  our  riflemen. 
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both  in  the  reTolution  and  in  the  last  war.  And  as  the 
Senator  fVom  Tennessee  well  observed,  he  would  rely 
on  no  volunteers  sooner  than  they  for  faithful  and  effi- 
cient service.  If  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  would  in- 
quire at  the  War  Department,  he  would  find  that  these 
Choctaws  had  offered  to  raise  a  thousand  volunteers  to 
act  against  the  Seminoles.  So  far  from  the  removal  of 
these  Indians  having  been  a  disadvantage  to  Louisiana, 
the  putting  them  on  her  frontiers  rendered  her  more 
secure. 

Mr.  PORTER  said,  if  the  people  of  the  States  of 
Mississippi  and  Alabama  loved  these  Indians  so,  they 
ought  not  to  permit  them  to  pass  beyond  the  lines  of 
their  States.  He  apprehended  there  would  be  nothing 
but  *' weeping,  wailing,  and  gnashing  of  teeth,"  on  ac- 
count of  the  dear  Choctaws  being  removed  away  be- 
yond the  Missouri  river;  but  he  contended,  however, 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  state  of  their  feelings  now 
towards  the  whites,  there  was  no  certainty  as  to  what 
it  might  be  in  the  coming  generation  or  a  hundred  years 
hence. 

Mr.  WALKER  replied  that  the  people  of  Mississippi 
and  Alabama  never  intimated  that  these  Choctaws  were 
troublesome  or  dang^erous  neighbors;  it  was  only  be- 
cause they  occupied  a  valuable  territory  in  these  States, 
keeping  the  States  dismembered,  that  they  wanted  them 
removed. 

Mr.  Whitx's  amendment  was  then  agreed  to. 

After  being  further  amefided,  the  bill  was  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

PAYMASTERS. 

A  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  appoint  three  ad- 
ditional paymasters,  was  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  requested  that  the  bill  should  lie 
until  to-morrow.  He  had  received  a  long  letter  from  a 
friend,  in  whose  judgment  he  had  much  confidence, 
against  the  whole  system  of  paymasters. 

Mr.  PRESTON,  although  willing  to  accommodate, 
stated  that  be  felt  himself,  in  this  instance,  acting  under 
restraint.  He  referred  to  the  state  of  the  country,  and 
the  absolute  necessity  which  existed  for  these  additional 
paymasters. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  reiterated  bis  request,  and  said,  if 
the  bill  were  laid  over  one  day,  he  should  not  be  inclin- 
ed to  oppose  it.  If  not,  he  should  be  obliged  to  put 
bis  information  in  the  bands  of  a  member  of  the  House. 

The  bill  was  then  passed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  execu- 
tive business;  af\er  which,  the  Senate  adjourned.       ' 

Thubshat,  Mat  19. 
VOLUNTEERS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  RING  of  Alabama, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  dis- 
agreement of  the  House  to  the  Senate's  amendment  to 
the  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  accept  the  services 
of  volunteers  for  the  defence  of  the  frontiers;  when, 

Mr.  RING  of  Alabama  moved  that  the  Senate  insist  on 
its  amendment.  He  looked  on  this  amendment  of  the 
Senate  as  a  very  important  one,  and  that  without  it  the 
corps  to  be  raised  would  not  be  an  efficient  one.  The 
difficulties  with  the  Executives  of  the  States,  with  regard 
to  the  appointment  of  (he  general  and  field  officers, 
would  effectually  prevent  this  corps  from  being  so  or- 
ganized as  to  be  efficient  and  useful.  He  hoped  that 
the  Senate  would  insist  on  its  amendment,  and  that  a 
message  would  be  sent  to  the  House  without  delay, 
ao  as  to  expedite  the  passage  of  this  bill  as  much  as. 
possible. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  understood  that  the  effect  of  this 


disagreement  of  the  House  was  to  change  the  eharacter 
of  this  volunteer  force  from  regular  soldiers  to  volun- 
teer militia.  The  bill,  in  this  particuUr,  as  it  came  from 
the  House,  might  have  been  informally  worded;  but  he 
thought  the  intention  of  that  body  waa  sufficiently  ex- 
pressed that  this  should  be  a  volunteer  militia,  and  not 
a  regular  force.  He  hoped  that  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama would,  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation,  agree  to  add  to 
his  motion  a  request  for  a  conference.  Mr.  C.  then 
moved  to  amend  the  motion  of  Mr.  Riiro,  by  adding  the 
words,  ««and  ask  for  a  conference." 

Mr.  RING  of  Alabama  asked  for  a  division  of  the 
question  as  it  stood;  and  after  a  discussion,  as  to  (he 
points  of  order,  between  Messrs.  CALHOUN  and  RING 
of  Alabama, 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  the  proper  question  would  • 
be,  "  Shall  the  question  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  be  first  put?" 
This  question  having  been  decided  in  the  negative, 
Mr.  CALHOUN  withdrew  his  motion. 
The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.   Riiro's  motion 
that  the  Senate  insist  on  its  amendment,  and  decided  in 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  thought  that  it  would  expedite  the 
passsge  of  the  bill  through  both  Houses  to  have  a  con- 
ference with  a  committee  of  the  other  House. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  renewed  his  motion  to  ask  for  a 
conference;  which  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  com- 
mittee, with  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  Senate,  was 
appointed  by  the  Chair,  consisting  of  Messrs.  Cal* 
Houv,  RiRO  of  Alabama,  and  BvcHiiiAir. 

TRANSFERS   OF  PUBLIC  MONET. 
The  following  resolution,  submitted  on  I'uesday  by 
Mr.  EwiKo  of  Ohio,  came  up  for  consideration: 

Reaolwid^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  inform  the  Senate  what  amount  of  transfiers  of 
the  public  money  has  been  made  by  his  direction,  since 
the  30th  of  June  last,  from  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Cin- 
cinnati, and  also  from  the  Clinton  Bank  of  Columbus, 
to  banks  east  of  the  Alleghany  mountains;  giving  tlie 
date  and  amount  of  all  such  transfers,  and  the  banks 
from  and  to  which  they  were  made.  And,  also,  that 
he  inform  the  Senate  what  transfers  are  ordered  from 
each  of  the  abovenamed  banks,  and  when  and  to  what 
banks  they  are  to  be  made;  that  he  also  inform  the 
Senate  what  amount  of  transfers  waa  made  to  ^each 
one  of  the  said  banks  in  Ohio,  since  30th  of  June  last, 
and  what  amount,  if  any,  is  now  ordered  to  each. 

Mr.  HUBBARU  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
inserting  '<  and  the  Franklin  Bank  of  Ohio,"  which 
was  also  a  deposite  bank  in  that  State,  and  which  was 
omitted  in  the  resolution  in  its  original  form. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  explained  his  object  in  moving 
the  resolution.  He  said  that,  about  the  middle  of  last 
month,  a  resolution  had  been  adopted  by  the  Senate, 
inquiring  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
had  given  to  the  deposite  banks  power  to  direct  what 
currency  should,  and  what  should  not,  be  received  for 
the  public  Isnds;  and  also  what  amount  of  the  public 
moneys  had  been,  since  the  30th  of  June,  1835,  trans- 
ferred, by  his  directions,  from  the  four  northwestern 
States  and  the  Michigan  Territory  to  the  Eastern 
cities,  and  whether  further  transfers  were  ordered. 
This  resolution,  (said  Mr.  E.,}  after  long  delay,  drew 
forth  two  answers,  in  all  occupying  between  twenty  and 
thirty  printed  pages-«-«  mass  of  matter,  intricate,  ill-di- 
gested, and  involved,  so  that  few  persons  can  have  the 
patience  to  read  it;  and  most  of  those  who  do,  will  rise 
from  the  perusal  without  deriving  any  certain  or  definite 
notion  of  the  meaning  of  the  Secretary,  and  with  few 
facts  distinctly  impressed  upon  the  mind.  This,  howev- 
er, is,  I  presume,  rather  the  misfortune  than  the  fault  of 
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the  Secretary;  tt  ii  very  much  in  character  with  all 
hii  state  papers.  He  explains  upon  the  plainest  prop- 
ositions in  the  world,  until  he  obscures  them.  £ven 
his  figures,  in  his  financial  tables,  are  repeated  and  in- 
volved, uniil  they  become  nearly  unintelligible. 

1  have  examined  these  reports  with  great  care,  and 
I  am  still  at  a  loss  to  say  whether  the  direct  inquiries  put 
to  him  by  the  Senate  have,  in  one  part  or  another  of  his 
report,  or  in  all  together,  received  an  answer.  If  they 
have,  those  answers  are  to  be  sought  after  and  sifted  from 
among  so  much  trash,  that  it  costs  more  than  they  are 
worth  to  find  them.  It  is  as  if  he  had  owed  an  ounce  of 
gold,  and  should  pay  it  by  delivering  a  wagon-load  of 
sand,  containing  the  ounce  of  gold  distributed  through  it 
In  dust. 

But  I  have  ((one  through  the  labor  (from  which  God 
preserve  my  friends!)  of  reading  and  examining  this  re- 
port; and  I  find  that  its  tendency,  in  one  most  important 
particular^  is  to  produce  a  false  impression,  and  I,  on  a 
cursory  reading,  was  in  fact  deceived  by  it.  Ilence 
this  resolution  which  I  have  offered,  to  get,  if  possible, 
something  in  plain  and  direct  language,  such  as  sums 
and  dates,  which  will  set  the  matter  right. 

It  will  be  recollected  that  a  circular  of  the  Clinton 
Bank  of  Columbus,  one  of  the  deposite  banks  in  Ohio, 
gave  rise  to  the  former  resolution  of  inquiry.  That  cir- 
cular informed  the  other  banks  in  Ohio  that  none  of 
their  notes  would  be  received  in  payment  for  public 
land,  except  such  as  would  agree  to  redeem  them  by 
drafts  on  some  of  the  Atlantic  cities,  at  thirty  days'  date; 
and  giving  as  a  reason  for  such  a  harsh  requisition,  that 
nearly  all  the  public  money  which  they  received  had  ne- 
cessarily to  be  transmitted  there.  This  reason  for  the 
inquiry  was  fully  developed  in  the  remarks  which  I  made 
on  presenting  it.  It  was  to  ascertain  from  the  Secretary 
whether  this  constant  drain  of  our  western  funds  was  in 
fact  going  on;  whether  the  public  money  was,  as  fast  as 
it  was  paid  in  for  lands,  transmitted  by  order  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  the  eastern  cities.  The  resolution  further  directs 
him  to  state  to  and  from  what  banks  such  transfers  have 
been  made. 

In  answer  to  this,  the  Secretary  says,  in  his  second  re- 
port, pages  1  and  3: 

•«  All  the  transfers  of  public  money,  from  the  30th 
June,  1835,  to  the  23d  of  April,  1836,  derived  from 
every  source,  and  made  from  the  western  States  speci- 
fied; to  any  cities  east  of  the  Alleghany  mountains,  have 
been  as  follows:  From  Ohio,  deducting  the  amount  sent 
there  within  the  period  named,  by  previous  transfers 
from  Indiana  and  the  agency  in  Missouri,  only  $45,000; 
(there  having  been  transferred  to  Ohio  $1,570,000,  and 
from  there  but  $1,615,000.)  From  Indiana,  except 
those  to  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Cincinnati  and  its 
agency  at  St.  Louis,  and  thence  to  eastern  cities,  f  00. 
From  Illinois,  except  the  deposites  from  that  State 
made  in  St.  Louis,  Indiana,  and  Michigan,  and  includ- 
ed in  theirs,  $00.  From  Missouri,  except  through 
the  agency  of  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Cincinnati,  $00. 
'*  But,  from  Illinois,  Missouri,  and  Indiana,  through 
deposites  in  the  agency  of  the  Commercial  Bank,  and 
transfers  thence  directly  to  the  eastern  cities,  $200,000; 
and  circuitously  from  those  three  States  to  Ohio,  and 
thence  east,  about  $1,015,000  more,  (viz.  in  all,  from 
Indiana  about  $470,000;  from  Missouri  about  $500,000; 
and  from  Illinois  about  $845,000. 

**  From  Michigan,  of  all  deposited  there,  from  all  quar- 
ters, the  sum  of  $2,050,000. 

**  These  sums,  amounting  to  $3,865,000,  constit^ite 
the  aggregate  of  all  the  transfers  from  all  the  western 
and  northwestern  State?,  and  the  Territory  named  in  the 
resolution,  to  any  part  of  the  East,  whether  consisting 
of  money  received  there  for  lands,  customs,  debts  due, 
miscellaneous  sources,  or  money  which  had,  before  the 


30th  June,  183»5,  been  transferred  from  eastern  cities 
to  the  West  and  Northwest,  for  public  expenditure,  but 
was  still  remaining  on  hand." 
And  again<  in  page  3,  he  says: 
«•  The  probability  therefore  is,  that,  from  June,  1835, 
to  the  23d  of  April,  1836,  the  whole  amount  of  transfers 
of  money  collected  for  sales  of  land  alone,  and  made 
from  Ohio  to  the  ea.*it  of  the  Alleghany  mountains, 
deducting  the  amount  brought  there  by  transfers  from 
elsewhere,  has  been  little  or  nothing;  as  the  amount  of 
transfers  thence  of  money  received  firam  all  sources,  and 
beyond  what  has  been  transferred  to  Ohio  during  the 
same  period,  was  only  $45,000.  This  equals  about 
l-253d  part  of  the  amount  which,  during  that  period, 
has  been  received  from  the  sales  of  land  in  Ohio,  and 
still  leaves  in  that  State  over  one  million  of  dollars  of 
public  deposites;  and  in  her  banks,  including  the  sgen- 
cy,  about  two  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars  of  those  de- 
posites." 

Apd  in  page  11  he  gives  the  banks  from  and  to 
which  the  transfers  have  been  made,  without  specifying 
amounts.     Thus: 

"From  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Cincinnati,  and  its 
agency  at  St.  Louis; 
Clinton  Bank,  at  Columbus; 
Bank  of  Michigan,  and  Farmers  and  Mechanics' 
Bank,  at  Detroit: 
And  to  the  Union  and  Franklin  Banks,  at  Baltimore; 

Girard  Bank,  and  Moyamensing  Bank,  at  Phila- 
delphia; 
Bank  of  America,  "^ 
ManhatUn  Bank,  and  S.  at  New  York." 
Mechanics'  Bank,  3 
Now,  sir,  I  ask  you  what  you  would  understand  from 
this?'  Would  you  understand  that  nearly  the  whole 
amount  paid  into  the  Clinton  Bank  at  Columbus,  which 
was  the  principal  subject  of  inquiry,  had  been  transmit- 
ted, or  was  under  order  of  transmission,  to  the  favored 
banks  in  the  eastern  cities^  Would  any  one  believe  if, 
who  for  a  moment  supposed  that  a  fair,  full,  and  true 
answer  was  intended  to  be  given  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  call  of  the  Senate?  Sir,  I  believe  the 
answer  to  be  true,  not  only  in  the  letter,  but  the  spirit. 
When  matters  which  occurred  in  the  Post  Office  some 
time  since  are  not  fresh  in  my  mind,  I  am  in  the  habit 
of  thinking  that  our  high  public  officers  are  above  this 
very,  pitiful  evasion,  and  even  statements  calculated  to 
deceive.  I  supposed  the  report  of  the  Secretary  con- 
tained the  whole  truth;  and,  thinking  so,  I,  on  its  coming 
in,  felt  bound  to  do  him  what  I  supposed  to  be  justice, 
and  to  cast  the  blame  elsewhere,  of  a  part,  at  least,  of 
the  mischiefs  which  were  brought  upon  the  public. 
But  a  day  or  two  ago  I  received  information  which  led 
me  to  believe  that  I  had  been  deceived  by  the  report  of 
the  Secretary.  In  order  to  settle  that  matter,  I  offered 
this  resolution,  which  is  so  framed  that  I  think  he  cannot 
evade  or  slur  it  over.  This  morning,  my  resolution 
being  on  your  table,  I  find  in  the  Globe  the  following, 
which,  from  its  professed  exactness,  I  presume  has  its 
origin  in  or  near  the  Treasury: 

**  TasCLiirTOK  Baitk. — Some  of  the  opposition  mem- 
bers in  both  Houses  of  Congress,  from  Ohio,  have  most 
shamefully  assailed  this  institution  of  their  own  State, 
because  it  is  one  of  the  deposite  banks. 

•«  Mr.  Ewing  represented  that  only  45,000  dollars  of 
the  public  money  had  been  transferred  by  this  bank 
during  the  past  year.  This  had  been  already  shown  to 
be  altogether  fallacious.  But,  in  justice  to  the  Clinton 
Bank,  we  state,  that  we  are  informed  this  bank  trans- 
ferred, in  less  than  one  yesr,  495,000  dollars,  and  that 
by  the  30th  of  next  month  it  will  have  transferred 
200,000  dollars  more;  and  all  without  the  smallest  ex- 
pense to  the  Government." 
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So  much  for  giving^  too  easy  credence  to  official 
Btatements,  and  to  the  candor  and  fairness  of  executive 
officers. 

There  are  a  few  other  matters  set  forth  in  this  report, 
which  I  think  it  proper  to  notice.  The  Secretary,  after 
stating  the  amount  of  transfers  from  the  West  to  the 
£ast,  says  (page  7)  that  <•  this  small  amount  of 
13,500,000  has  been  transferred  from  banks  and  States 
where  the  excesses  had  become  unprecedented ty  great, 
to  banks  and  States  where  there  is  still  a  deficiency 
for  all  probably  just  and  useful  fiscal  objects  during  the 
current  year."  And  in  another  part  of  the  report  he 
«ys  that  the  amount  of  these  iransfers  from  these 
northwestern  States  have  been  but  about  one  million 
greater  than  the  transfers  from  one  single  city  (mean- 
ing, \  suppose.  New  York)  to  other  parts  of  the  Union. 

Now,  if  there  have  been  in  fact,  as  is  stated  in  the 
Globe,  (and  I  suppose  the  statement  is  by  authority,) 
these  large  transfers  made  and  still  making  from  the 
Clinton  Bank,  is  it  true  that  it  was  because  there  was 
an  excess  of  the  public  money  in  that  bank,  and  in  that 
district  of  country?  The  Clinton  Bank  is  the  only  one 
having  deposites  which  can  use  them  in  any  manner  to 
the  advantage  of  the  northern  and  eastern  half  of  the 
State  of  Ohio,  and  that  bank  1  believe  has  not  had  more 
at  any  one  time  than  about  $400,000.  The  banks  to 
which  the  transfers  have  been  made,  within  the  distance 
of  about  two  hundred  miles  on  the  seacoast,  have  about 
$20,000,000,  and  are  in  the  receipt  of  nearly  all  the  cus- 
toms. They,  it  seems,  are  to  hold  on  to  all  they  have 
got  and  all  they  receive,  and  the  transfers  to  them  from 
the  West  are  to  meet  and  balance  the  transfers  from  them 
to  other  parts  of  the  Union.  How  stands  the  alleged 
deficiency  of  the  money  in  these  city  banks  for  ordinary 
expenditures?  They  have  now  about  twenty  millions, 
and  they  will  probably  receive  from  customs,  within  the 
year,  twelve  millions  more.  How  is  this  to  be  expend- 
ed^ and  where  the  necessity  of  these  further  transfers, 
this  perpetual  drain  on  the  West,,  of  all  the  money  that 
is  in  it,  or  that  is  brought  to  it? 

But  as  a  further  excuse  for  these  heavy  transfers,  of 
which  he  himself  evidently  feels  the  injustice,  the  Sec- 
retary says,  in  pages  9  and  10  of  his  report : 

'*  It  is  proper  to  add,  further,  that  the  prospect  of  an 
interruption  of  trade,  if  not  a  war  with  France,  existed 
when  many  of  these  transfers  were  ordered,  and  when 
it  was  anticipated  that  great  and  unusual  expenditures 
would,  at  an  early  day,  be  authorized  on  the  seaboard; 
and  that,  since  the  prospect  of  those  difficulties  has  dis- 
appeared, and  the  protraction  and  expenditures  inciden- 
tal to  the  Indian  war  in  the  South,  as  well  as  the  indi- 
cations of  trouble  on  the  Mexican  frontier,  have  in- 
creased, the  new  transfers,  become  proper  by  new  ac- 
cumulations, have  been  mostly  turned  in  a  different  di- 
rection, towards  the  southern  quarter  of  the  country, 
and  rendered  more  easy,  by  following  the  course  of 
much  of  the  heavy  trade  down  the  Mississippi.  For  like 
reasons,  the  surplus  at  the  South  and  Southwest  has  re- 
cently been  allowed  to  augment  more,  and  considerable 
transfers  have  been  made  thither  from  New  York,  as  well 
as  the  West,  and  several  large  payments  made  by  war- 
rants on  the  New  York  banks  in  favor  of  the  disbursing 
officers  in  the  South.*' 

Now,  if  the  prospect  of  a  French  war  was  indeed  the 
cause  of  any  ot  these  transfers,  as  is  intimated,  why  is  it 
that,  since  the  prospect  of  war  has  ceased,  those  trans- 
fers still  continue  to  be  ordered?  And  why  is  it  th»t, 
while  transfers  are  made  from  Ohio  to  New  York,  trans- 
fers are  also  ordered  from  New  York  to  the  Southwest, 
instead  of  permitting  them  to  take  the  easy  current  of 
trade  down  the  Mississippi,  where  the  produce  of  the 
West  finds  its  earliest  spring  market?  I  know  not 
who  may  profit  by  these  circuitous  transfers,  but  1  do 


know  that  their  effect  is  to  distress  and  embarrass  the 
people.  But  we  have  a  clew  to  much  of  this  matter 
m  another  part  of  the  report.  I  have  frequently  assert- 
ed upon  this  floor  my  conviction  that  the  public  deposites 
were  made  the  fund  with  which  companies  of  specu- 
lators, with  enormous  capita],  purchase  in  the  choicest 
parcels  of  the  public  land.  Now,  sir,  bear  in  mind  what 
is  said  in  the  above  paragraph  respecting  transfers  of  the 
public  money  from  the  Northwest  to  the  Atlantic  cities, 
and  from  those  cities  to  the  Southwest;  bear  in  mind 
this  suggestion,  and  then  examine  with  me  the  actual 
condition  of  things,  and  you  will,  I  think,  perceive  its 
solution. 

First,  then,  it  will  be  perceived  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  either  by  himself  or  his  agenta,  the  de- 
posite  banks,  requires  that  eastern  funds  only  shall 
be  paid  for  western  lands;  for,  if  the  notes  of  banks  be 
taken,  who  agree  to  redeem  their  notes  In  eastern  funds, 
it  is  in  effect  the  payment  of  eastern  funds  for  the 
lands.  They  alone  answer  the  purpose;  and  where  they  - 
are  not  to  be  had,  no  purchases  can  be  made.  The  peo- 
ple in  the  western  States  cannot  get  those  eastern  funds^ 
nor  can  they  get  specie  to  any  extent,  for  it  is  not  in 
the  country,  except  what  is  in  the  vaults  of  the  banks; 
and  they  dare  not  loan  in  such  manner  as  to  draw  it 
from  them.  The  public  lands,  then,  can  be  purchased 
only  by  those  who  have  the  confidence  of  the  eastern 
deposite  banks;  that  is  to  say,  the  companies  of  specula- 
tors who  are  formed  in  the  eastern  cities,  and  who  are 
buying  up  the  whole  western  country.  The  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  intimates,  (p.  6,}— what  is  no 
doubt  the  fact-~that  nearly  all  the  money  paid  for  landa 
comes  from  the  eastern  cities;  and  he  is  pursuing  the 
course  which  will  make  it  continue  to  be  so.  He  is  ma- 
king  the  ftmd  in  the  deposite  banks  in  those  cities  inex- 
haustible, by  returning  the  public  money  to  them  as  fast 
as  it  is  paid  in  for  lands  in  the  West;  so  that  it  has  only 
to  take  its  round,  and  be  paid  and  repaid  for  lands,  at 
the  pleasure  of  those  who  manage  it.  For  example: 
the  Manhattan  Bank  lends  a  million  of  dollars  to  a  com- 
pany of  land  speculators,  who  choose  to  purchase  up 
and  monopolize  all  the  fine  land  in  the  northwestern 
part  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  or  in  the  adjacent  parts  of  In- 
diana and  Michigan.  The  notes  of  this  bank,  being  re- 
ceivable for  public  lands,  are  given  to  the  company  on 
their  loan,  and  by  them  paid  into  the  land  offices;  they 
are  paid  over  by  the  receiver  to  one  of  the  Detroit  banks 
or  to  the  Clinton  Bank  of  Columbus,  and  by  them  trana-  , 
mitted,  under  an  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
back  to  the  Manhattan  Bank;  that  bank,  then,  can  lend 
these  same  notes  out  again  to  the  same  company,  and 
they  will  do  to  buy  land  again  three  or  four  times  in  the 
course  of  the  summer.  If  they  happen  to  get  worn  out 
in  the  service,  it  is  very  easy  to  supply  new  ones;  for 
these  companies,  which  make  large  entries,  use  large 
bank  notes.  Those  of  $500  or  $1,000  suit  their  purpose 
very  well,  and  it  will  be  no  hardship  to  them  if  small 
notes  are  no  longer  receivable  for  public  lands. 

You  see,  Mr.  President,  how  this  thing  works.  No 
one  can  be  blind  to  it.  The  rage  of  speculation  is  thui 
carried  to  its  height,  and  the  means  of  speculation  is* 
by  the  custody  of  the  public  funds,  made  mfinite;  there 
is  no  conceivable  bound  or  limit  to  them,  when  the 
speculators  can  secure  the  confidence  of  the  deposite 
banks,  and  the  favor  of  the  agents  of  the  Treasury  i 
And  what  does  the  public  get  for  these  lands?  Nothing 
at  all.  You  pretend  to  make  cash  sales — sales  for 
funds  better  than  specie;  but  they  are  in  effect  sates  on 
credit.  You  trust  the  deposite  bank — the  deposite  bank 
trusts  the  purchaser-^not  a  dollar  of  specie  or  any  thing 
available  is  paid  into  the  Treasury;  in  the  mean  time 
you  part  with  your  most  valuable  lands,  and  they  go  in- 
to the  hands  of  those  who  will  sell  them  out  at  five 
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times  their  cost  to  the  farmer,  when  he  wants  to  pur- 
chase,  and  can  get  the  means.  But  this  is  not  all.  The 
citizen  of  Ohio  or  Indiana,  who  wishes  to  purchase  a 
few  quarter  sections,  either  for  his  own  use,  or  to  settle 
his  sons  when  they  shall  grow  to  manhood,  csnnot  enjoy 
any  share  of  this  credit  system;  for  the  money  paid  for 
the  land  goes  to  the  eastern  cities,  and  is  in  the  power 
of  none  but  eastern  borrowers.  No  man  in  moderate 
circumstances  anywhere  can  share  in  it.  It  is  your  men 
worth  a  million  that  take  advantage  of  it.  The  western 
farmer  and  mechanic  are  driven  out  of  the  market;  for 
the  notes  of  the  western  banks  will  not  be  received  for 
land,  (so  says  the  Secretary  and  bis  agents;)  and  those 
western  banks  dare  not,  and  cannot,  lend  out  their  spe- 
cie, or  lend  to  those  who  will  draw  specie  at  once  from 
their  vaults.  Thus  this  Treasury  arrangement  has  had 
the  effect  of  driving  small  purchasers  of  public  land  out 
of  the  6eld.  They  can  get  no  funds  to  buy  with.  It 
drives  all  western  men  out  of  the  field;  for  no  funds  that 
they  can  command  will  buy  of  the  Government  the  land 
adjacent  to  their  farms.  But  the  agent  of  the  New 
York,  or  Boston,  or  some  other  land  company,  can  come 
in  and  purchase  up  whole  counties,  and  g^ve  in  pay- 
ment— what?  Not  gold  or  silver.  No,  sir,  notes ~ large 
handsome  notes,  on  the  Manhattan  Bank,  the  Girard 
Bank,  or  some  other  bank  that  has  about  one  dollar  in 
cash  in  its  vaults  to  every  ten  dollars  that  it  owes.  This 
is  the  game,  sir,  that  is  playing;  whether  it  be  wicked, 
or  merely  weak,  in  those  who  manage  it,  I  am  not  called 
upon  to  decide.  But  this  is  our  improved  currency — 
thus  it  is  that  you  destroy  monopolies.  These  are  your 
arrangements  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  man.  Never 
was  a  public  Treasury  or  the  finances  of  a  country 
more  shamefully  mismanaged. 

The  Secretary  further  aays,  in  page  13  of  his  report : 

*'  Many  predict,  contrary  to  my  own  anticipations, 
that  the  ease  in  the  market,  and  abundance  of  money 
throughout  the  country  generally,  will  continue  so 
great  and  unusual,  that  many  more  millions  of  active 
capital,  ranging  from  twenty  to  thirty  millions,  will  be 
parted  with  in  a  similar  way 'in  the  course  of  the  present 
year." 

Was  there  ever  a  more  flagrant  insult  upon  the  know- 
ledge and  understandingof  an  intelligent  people?  Ma- 
ny predict  that  the  ease  in  the  market,  and  the  abun- 
dance of  money,  will  continue  so  great  and  unusual! 
That  is  to  say,  the  abundance  of  money  is  now  great  and 
unusual;  the  market  is  now  easy  in  all  parts  of  the  coun- 
try; and  many  predict  it  will  continue  so.  This  is  the 
meaning  of  the  paragraph,  if  it  were  penned  in  sober 
truth.  If  it  be  a  sneer  at  the  mischiefs  which  have  been 
brought  upon  the  country,  it  is  subject  to  another  and  a 
different  construction.  But,  sir,  who  feels  that  the  mar- 
ket is  easy  and  money  abundant  in  all  parts  of  the  coun- 
try? None — none  except  the  deposite  banks  and  those 
who  have  credit  with  them.  To  them  it  is  easy;  to  these 
land  companies  it  is  easy;  for  they  pay  nothing  but  pa- 
per, which  can  be  manufactured  cheap,  for  the  finest 
lands  that  the  sun  ever  shone  on.  But  to  the  farmer, 
the  mechanic,  the  merchant,  the  money  market  is  not 
easy,  but  the  reverse. 

I  am  one  of  those  who,  early  in  the  present  session, 
predicted  something  about  the  sales  of  the  public  lands 
for  the  present  and  future  years;  and  what  I  did  predict 
wa9,  that,  if  the  present  deposite  system  continued,  and 
if  money  were  permitted  to  accumulate  in  the  Treasury, 
it  would  continue  to  pa^  into  the  hands  of  specula- 
tors, and  that  there  would  be  nut  less  than  $30,000,000 
borrowed  out  and  paid  in  for  public  lands  by  the  favor- 
ites of  those  banks  and  of  the  Treasury,  while  men  en- 
gaged in  the  ordinary  and  useful  avocations  of  life  would 
find  embarrassment  and  difficulty  in  their  pursuits,  and 
while  the  Government  would  accumulate  a  mass  of  un- 


sound and  unavailable  bank  credits  in  exchange  for  its 
lands.  The  first  quarter  of  the  year  has  gone  beyond 
the  prediction;  nearly  six  millions  have  been  received 
from  public  lands,  and  it  is  all  bank  paper  or  bank  cred- 
it.    So  it  goes. 

The  Secretary  says  he  is  anxious  to  get  clear  of  the 
responsibility  of  managing  these  funds.  And  it  is  time 
he  should  do  so,  for  he  must  now  feel  his  utter  incapacity 
to  mansge  them;  and  we  talk  now  of  regulating  the 
deposites  by  law,  and  investing  the  surplus  money  in 
some  way  so  that  it  will  be  safe  and  useful  to  the  coun- 
try. But  no  such  thing  will  be  done.  Nevertheless, 
I  doubt  not  that  a  large  majority  of  the  Senate,  and  of  the 
House"  also,  individually  think  that  it  ought  to  be,  and 
wish  that  it  may  be,  effected.  But  the  party — that 
invisible  power  which  rules  over  our  deliberations,  asab- 
solute  in  its  decrees  as  destiny  itself,  does  not  will  it, 
and  it  cannot  be  done.  But  your  public  money  must 
remain  where  it  is,  and  continue  to  be  applied  as  it 
is,  until  certain  political  objects  shall  have  been  effected, 
and  certain  favored  individuals  shall  have  amassed  for- 
tunes as  large  as  they  may  desire.  When  those  political 
objects  are  accomplished,  and  those  fortunes  made — 
when  ambition  is  gratified,  and  avarice  satiated  until  it 
cries  enough — perhaps  when  all  this  is  done,  but  no  soon- 
er, the  public  funds  will  be  once  more  placed  under  the 
protection  of  the  law.  But  those  are  idle  dreamers  who 
believe  that  we  shall  be  allowed  to  effect  any  thing  this 
year — the  party  will  not  permit  it,  and  "it  cannot  be 
done. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  hoped  (he  gentleman 
from  Ohio  was  mistaken;  that  the  matter  of  regulating 
the  deposite  banks  would  not  be  postponed  or  neglect- 
ed. He  hoped  all  information,  necessary  for  the  delib- 
eration of  Congress,  would  be  obtained,  without  unne- 
cessary delay;  and  that  this  great  question,  respecting 
the  state  of  the  public  moneys  in  the  deposite  banks, 
might  be  considered  and  acted  on.  It  seems  to  me 
(said  Mr  W. )  that  the  delay,  in  bringing  on  this  discussion 
and  in  adopting  the  appropriate  legal  measures,  is  most 
exceedingly  to  be  regretted.  Gentlemen  do  not  appear 
to  me  to  be  at  all  sensible  of  the  great  public  injury  which 
arises  from  the  unsettled  and  uncertain  state  of  this 
question.  It  is  impossible  that  commercial  affairs 
can  return  to  their  accustomed  course,  until  Con- 
gress shall  have  acted  upon  the  subject,  or  shall  ad- 
journ, and  thereby  have  shown  (hat  it  will  not  act  at 
all.  I  think  every  day  of  (he  session  is,  in  this  respect 
and  this  aspect,  a  positive  injury  to  the  commercial 
community;  and  yet  we  are  past  the  middle  of  the  sixth 
month  of  the  session,  and  no  real  progress  has  been 
made  with  this  great  and  important  subject.  I  think  it 
indispensable  that  the  public  mind  should  be  quieted; 
that  men  of  business  should  know  what  they  have  to  ex- 
pect; and  that  the  deposite  banks  themselves  may  be 
able  so  to  conduct  their  business  as  may  be  most  useful 
to  the  public.  Even  with  the  best  dispositions,  and  the 
wisest  administration,  these  banks  cannot  act  in  the  man- 
ner most  useful  to  the  public,  while  the  present  condi- 
tion of  doubt  and  embarrassment  remains. 

If  the  land  bill  is  not  to  pass,  and  if  no  distribution  is 
to  be  made  of  the  surplus  revenue,  (hen  a(  least  there 
ought  to  be  just  regfulations  adopted  for  the  government 
of  (he  deposite  banks;  such  regulations  as  may  give  securi- 
ty to  the  public,  and  shall  also  enable  (he  banks  to  meet, 
to  a  just  extent,  the  commercial  wants  and  exigencies  of 
the  people.  If  we  are  to  depend  on  these  banks  for  the 
custody  of  the  public  moneys,  for  the  means  of  exchange, 
and  for  (he  accommodation  of  the  public,  then  their 
duties  ought  to  be  described  and  defined;  they  ought  to 
know  what  they  may  rely  on,  and  to  have  no  just  ground 
for  arousing  public  complaint,  by  referring  to  the  un- 
settled and  uncertain  policy  ol  Congress.     Every  man 
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must  see  that,  with  this  surest  amount  of  money  in  the 
Treasury*  the  banks  in  which  it  is  deposited*  and  which 
wffl  be  expected  to  use  it  for  purposes  of  discount,  have 
Tery  high  and  important  duties  to  perform  towardsjhe 
community,  as  well  as  towards  the  Government.  They 
have  now  some  reason  to  say  that  the  uncertainty  as  to 
what  may  be  done  by  Congress  hampers  their  discre- 
tion, controls  their  judgment,  and  deprives  them  of  the 
faculty  of  beneficial  action.  1  repeat,  sir,  that  all  unne* 
cessary  delay  ought  to  be  avoided.  We  are  on  the 
verge  of  summer.  We  have  nearly  reached  the  day  on 
which  the  Senate  thought  Congress  might  adjourn. 
The  session  cannot  be  much  farther  prolonged,  without 
great  inconvenience;  and  next  to  measures  intended  to 
defend  the  frontier  against  invasion,  there  is  nothing 
more  important  or  more  urgent  than  this  subject.  I 
entreat  gentlemen  to  act  upon  it  at  once,  and  to  act 
decisively. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  remarked  that  he  could  not  perceive 
the  propriety  of  the  course  which  bad  been  pursued  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio.     He  could  not  tell  why  that 
Senator  bad  thought  it  necessary,  upon  the  offer  of  the 
present  resolution  before  the  Senate,  to  go  into  a  full 
consideration  of  the  reports  which  had  been  communica- 
ted by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  answer  to  a 
resolution  which  hacl  been  previoiisly  presented  to  the 
Senate  by  the  Senator  himself.    It  seemed  to  him  alto- 
gether more  appropriate  that  the  character  of  those 
reports  should  have  been  discussed  when  they  were  first 
transmitted  to  the  Senate.     But  the  Senator  had  seen 
fii  to  take  a  diff*erent  courser-one  more  consonant,  un- 
doubtedly, to  his  own  feelings,  and  more  in  accordance 
with  his  sense  of  propriety,  although,  from  the  begin- 
ning, he  could  not  well  understand  the  object  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  in  moving  these  resolutions.    He 
could  not  see  how,  or  in  what  way,  the  answers  could, 
by  any  possibility,  aid  the  Senate  in  its  legislative  action. 
He  could  not  well  perceive  in  what  manner  those  resolu- 
tions were  to  accomplish  any  valuable  object.     But  he 
did  not  oppose  the  adoption  of  the  first,  nor  did  he  in- 
tend to  throw  any  thing  in  the  way  of  the  adoption  of 
the  present  resolution.    He  did  on  a  former  occasion 
suppose,  and  he  could  not  now  but  believe,  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  felt  himself  called  upon,  in  the  fiiith- 
ful  discharge  of  his  duty  here,  to  elicit  the  information 
sought  for  by  his  resolutions;  he  would  not,  however, 
on  this  particular  occasion,  follow  the  example  of  the 
Senator.     He  couUI  not  feel  himself  at  liberty,  upon  the 
question  now  before  the  Senate,  to  discuss  the  merits 
or  the  demerits  of  the  reports  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  made  days  ago,  in  answer  to  a   resolution 
previously  offered  and  previously  adopted.     He  would 
not  obtrude  his  own  opinion  of  these  reports  upon  the 
Senate.     He  should  pass  no  judgment  upon  these  com- 
munications of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.     He 
would,  for  himself,  merely  say  that  he  entirely  differed 
In  opinion  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio.     He  considered 
the  document  in  question  a  full  and  satisfactory  answer 
to  the  inquiries  contained  in  the  first  resolution.    He 
could  not  but  regard  those  communications  as  among 
the  able  arguments  of  that  officer,  clearly  and  conclu- 
sively showing  the  reasons  which  have  induced  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Department  in  relation  to  its  management  of 
the  public  moneys.     He  was  willing,  therefore,  to  leave 
this  whole  matter  to  the  people  themselves.    They  were 
entirely  competent  to  form  a  correct  judgment — they 
would  do  so.     They  would  tuke  the  resolution  of^  the 
Senator  from  Ohio;  they  would  take  the  answer  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  that  resolution;  and  they 
would  determine  for  themselves,  and  in  that  determina- 
tion he  thought  the  Secretary  might  safely  rely.     He 
greatly  misconceived  if  the  Senator  found  himself  sustain- 
ed by  popular  sentiment  in  the  judgment  which  he,  in 


the  course  of  his  remarks,  bad  seen  fit  to  declare  with 
reference  to  these  reports.  Let  that  matter  pass.  He 
had  risen  not  to  discuss  these  reports,  but  to  reply  to 
some  general  suggestions  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 
That  gentleman  had  said  that,  by  his  first  resolution,  he 
sought  for  the  same  information  which  is  called  for  by 
the  present  resolution;  that  he  expected  to  obtain  the 
information  now  required  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  under  bis  first  resolution;  and  of  consequence 
the  Senator  from  Ohio,  he  presumed,  is  prepared  to 
charge  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  an  omission  of 
duty  in  this  particular.  Now,  there  is  nothing  clearer, 
more  evident,  than  that  the  first  resolution  offered  by 
that  Senator  was  materially  different  in  its  terms  from 
the  resolution  which  is  now  before  the  Senate;  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  could  not,  under  that  resolu- 
tion, without  having  committed  the  greatest  violence 
upon  language,  have  given  to  it  a  different  considera- 
tion—a different  construction  from  what  he  did  give. 

It  would  have  been  passing  strange  if  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  had,  under  the  first  resolution,  communi- 
cated the  facts— the  information  required  by  the  resolu 
tion  now  before  the  Senate.  If  tl^e  Secretary  had  done 
this,  he  would  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  tbut 
his  report  would  have  been  an  argument  without  autho- 
rity*-an  answer  to  an  inquiry  never  made.  En  such  a 
case  the  Secretary  would  have  been  clearly  obnoxious  to 
the  charge  of  making  an  officious,  uncalled-for  commu- 
nication. But  he  hazarded  nothing  in  saying  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  communicating  to  the 
Senate  his  answer  to  the  first  resolution,  had  done  all  he 
was  authorized  to  do,  and  had  done  nothing  more  than 
he  was  authorized  to  do.  What  was  required  by  the 
first  resolution,  and  what  were  its  provisions?  And  what  is 
required,  and  what  are  the  provisions  of  the  present 
resolution?  He  would  subjoin  a  literal  copy  of  each  re- 
solution; and  a  bare  reading  of  them  would  show  that  no 
two  papers  were  more  essentially  variant  in  their  terms 
and  requirements.  There  can  be  no  mistake,  no  misap- 
prehension about  this  matter: 

**Jie3oloed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected  to  inform  the  Senate  what  amount  of  moneys  of 
the  United  States,  received  for  public  lands  in  the 
States  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Missouri,  and 
the  Michigan  Territory,  has  been,  in  pursuance  of  his 
instructions,  transferred  to  banks  in  the  eastern  cities 
since  the  30th  June,  1835;  and  that  he  designate 
the  banks  from  and  to  which  such  transfers  have  been 
made;  that  he  .also  inform  the  Senate  whether  any  such 
transfers  are  now  ordered,  and  whether  any  of  the  de- 
posite  banks  in  the  above-named  States  or  Territory 
have  authority  to  direct  what  money  shall  be  received 
for  public  lands  in  the  districts  for  which  Uiey  are  the 
depositories." 

This  was  the  first  resolution;  the  following  is  an  exact 
copy  of  the  present  resolution: 

•*  Beaolved^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be 
directed  to  inform  the  Senate  what  amount  of  transfers 
of  the  public  money  has  been,  by  his  direction,  since  the 
30th  of  June  last,  transferred  from  the  Commercial  Bank, 
and  also  from  the  Franklin  Bank  of  Cincinnati,  and  also 
from  the  Clinton  Bank  of  Columbus,  to  banks  east  of  the 
Alleghany  mounUins;  giving  the  date  and  amount  of  all 
such  transfers,  and  the  banks  from  and  to  which  they 
were  made.  And,  also,  that  he  inform  the  Senate  what 
transfers  are  ordered  from  each  of  the  above-named 
banks,  and  when  and  to  what  banks  they  are  to  be  made. 
That  he  also  inform  the  Senate  what  amount  of  trans- 
fers was  made  to  each  one  of  the  said  banks  in  Oiiio 
since  the  SOtb  of  June  last,  and  what  amount,  if  any, 
is  now  ordered  to  each." 

The  first  resolution  asked  what  amount  of  moneys  re- 
ceived for  public  lands  in  the  States  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  lU 
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Unois,  and  MisBOuri,  and  the  Michi^n  Territory,  has 
been  transferred  to  banks  in  the  eastern  cities  since  30th 
June,  1835,  and  the  answer  was  promptly  and  truly 
ICiven.  The  report  stated  what  <*  amount  of  money" 
had  been  transferred  from  Ohio,"  &c.  This  was  the  in- 
quiry, and  this  inquiry  was  answered.  But  the  present 
resolution  asks  what  amount  has  been  transferred  from 
particular  banks  each  in  Ohio,  including  all  the  de- 
posite  banks  in  Ohio,  and  in  Ohio  alone..  Would  it 
have  been  possible  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  have  inferred  that  this  was  the  purpose  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio,  under  his  first  resolution  f  When 
he  asked  what  amount  of  money  had  been  transferred 
from  the  **  States  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Missouri, 
and  from  the  Michigpan  Territory,"  that  all  the  Sena- 
tor intended  was,  to  be  informed  of  the  amounts  which 
had  been  transferred  from  <«  particular  banks  in  Ohio," 
this  could  not  have  been  presumed.  The  Senator  was 
probably  dissatisfied  by  the  answer  given  to  his  first  re- 
solution { but  it  was  given — truly  and  promptly  given { and 
he  would  assure  the  Senator  that  he  would  as  truly  and 
as  promptly  receive  an  answer  to  the  present,  as  he  did 
to  his  first  resolution.  Again:  the  first  resolution  did 
not  ask  the  amount  or  date  of  each  transfer,  but  only 
the  whole  amount  since  30th  June,  1835,  and  the  names 
of  the  banks  to  and  from  which  made.  The  answer 
was  given.  But  how  is  this  resolution?  U  asks  for  the 
date  and  amount  of  each  transfer,  and  the  banks  from 
and  to  which  it  was  made.  The  known  industry  of  the 
head  of  the  Treasury  Department  will,  without  delay, 
furnish  an  answer  to  this  inquiry.  No  information,  he 
was  sure,  would  be  withheld  by  that  officer  from  the 
Senate,  or  from  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  which  they  or 
he  might  think  proper  to  ask  for;  but  certainly  the  Sec- 
retary had  a  right  to  expect  that  the  wished-for  informa- 
tion should  be  asked  in  language  which  reason  and  in- 
telligence might  comprehend  I 

Again.  The  first  resolution  asked  whether  any  more 
transfers  were  ordered,  and  only  that;  and  in  reply  it 
was  stated  there  were,  and  the  reply  covered  the  wholc^ 
inquiry.  But  this  resolution  asks  the  amount  of  each 
transfer  ordered,  and  when  to  take  effect,  and  the  banks 
to  and  from  which  they  are  made.  He  would  assure 
the  Senator  that  an  answer  to  this  last  inquiry  would  be 
at  once  given. 

Again.  The  first  resolution  asked  nothing  about  the 
transfers  to  Ohio  or  its  banksf  and  hence  they  were 
•Utcd  only  in  tlie  gross,  in  llhistration  of  the  transfers 
therein.  But  the  present  resolution  asks  for  the  amount 
of  transfers  to  each  of  the  saiil  banks  in  Ohio  during 
said  time.  In  truth,  it  would  be  difficult  to  conceive  of 
two  rewlutions  having  more  clearly  distinct  and  differ- 
ent objects  in  view,  and  more  plainly  and  intelligibly  ex- 
pressing those  objects.  If,  then,  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  was  disappointed  in  the  answer  to  his  first  resolu- 
tion, if  he  was  disturbed  by  that  answer,  he  must  find  the 
cause  of  that  disappointment  at  his  own  d  >or.  He  has 
no  right  to  impute  it  to  any  misunderstanding,  to  any 
misconception,  to  any  omission  of  duty,  on  the  part 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

From  the  course  of  the  Senator's  remarks,  one  would 
infer  that  great  wrong  had  been  practised  upon  Ohio} 
that  great  injustice  had  been  dune  to  her  interests  by  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  re- 
lation to  the  transfers  of  the  public  money  from  Ohio  to 
other  parts  of  the  Union.  But  this  will  not  turn  out  to 
be  the  cafee.  It  will  be  seen  that,  at  the  last  bank  re- 
turns from  that  State,  there  were  millions  more  of  the 
public  money  then  in  deposite  within  that  State  than 
there  was  on  the  30th  June,  1835.  Does  this  look  like 
oppression— like  partiality?  It  will  be  found  that  much 
more  was  in  deposite  at  the  last  returns  than  can  be 
wanted  for  public  expenditure  within  that  State  daring 
Voi:.  XII.— 93 


the  whole  course  of  the  current  year;  that  there  was 
much  more  at  the  last  returns  in  that  State  than  there 
was  in  all  the  New  England  States,  with  the  exception 
of  Massachusetts.  Does  all  this  savor  of  oppression? 
Does  t^iis  look  like  a  settled  determination  on  the  part 
of  the  Secretary  to  pursue  a  severe  course  with  refer- 
ence to  Ohio? — a  course  calculated  to  bring  embarrass- 
ment upon  her  interests,  and  ruin  upon  her  citizens? 
Let  it  be  remembered  that  no  blame  can  be  imputed  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  relation  to  the  kind  of 
money  receivable  for  the  sale'  of  the  public  lands.  He 
has  no  power  over  that  matter;  and,  if  he  had,  he  would 
be  the  last  man  in  the  community  to  exercise  it  improp- 
erly. The  legpslation  of  Congress  fias  settled  that  ques- 
tion; they  have  declared  what  money  shall  be  receiva- 
ble for  the  sales  of  the  public  lands.  That  cannot,  there- 
fore, be  a  regulation  of  the  Treasury  Department  The 
deposite  banks  will  receive  whatever  money  the  laws  of 
Congress  require;  if  they  go  beyond  this,  it  is  matter  of 
regulation  between  themselves  and  the  banking  institu- 
tions of  the  country,  with  which  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment has  nothing  to  do,  and  should  have  nothing  to  do. 

l*he  revenue  of  the  country  is  collected  principally 
from  imposts  and  from  the  sale  of  the  public  lands.  The 
revenue  is  collected  for  the  use  and  the  purposes  of  the 
Government.  It  would  be  preposterous  to  suppose  that 
it  must  remain  fur  public  expenditure  at  the  various 
points  where  it  may  be  received.  This  cannot  be  done. 
And  wherever  the  public  necessity  or  the  public  conve- 
nience requires  public  expenditure,  there  must  the  pub- 
lic money  be  concentrated.  And  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  would-be  a  most  unfaithful  public  officer  if  be 
should  omit  to  be  seasonably  and  sufficiently  prepared  at 
all  points  to  meet  the  public  wants.  This  he  has,  thus 
far,  done;  and  this  he  has,  thus  far,  well  done:  and  this 
seemed  to  him  to  be  the  head  and  front  of  his  offence. 

From  what  has  been  already  said,  it  is  not  at  all  dif« 
ficult  to  show  why  transfers  have  been  from  time  to  time 
made  of  the  public  money  from  one  point  to  another 
point  of  the  confederacy.  Much  more  of  the  public 
money  is  collected  at  certain  points  than  is  necessarily 
wanted  at  those  points  for  public  use.  This  is  the  case 
witli  respect  to  Oliio.  From  the  sales  of  the  public  lands, 
more  money,  within  the  last  few  years,  has  been  receiv- 
ed in  that  State,  than  was  necessarily  required  there  for 
public  expenditure.  What  was  to  be  done?  Most  clear- 
ly it  became  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  cause  portions  of  the  public  treasure  to  be 
transferred  to  those  points  where  it  would  be  wanted. 
But  two  considerations  alone,  he  presumed,  had  ever 
controlled  the  Secretary*  in  such  proceedings.  Where- 
ver the  public  convenience  would  be  subserved,  where- 
ver the  better  security  of  the  public  money  would  be 
promoted,  there  the  Secretary  has  caused  the  transfers 
to  be  made.  But  on  no  one  occasion  has  that  officer,  in 
the  performance  of  this  high  and  responsible  duty,  been 
governed  by  any  personal  or  political  considerations. 
This  he  believed  to  be  the  true  state  of  the  case;  and 
until  an  instance  can  be  shown  where  the  Secretary  has 
been  under  the  influence  of  selfish  views,  he  will  pre- 
sume that  he  has  been  solely  governed  by  pure  and  pro- 
per considerations. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  has  been  pleased  to  say,  in 
the  course  of  his  remarks,  *'  that  there  never  has  been 
a  subject  more  shamefully  mismanaged  than  the  public 
moneys  have,  since  they  have  been  under  the  direction 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury."  This  may  be  so;  but 
he  should  require  some  better  evidence  oC  the  fact  than 
the  declaration  of  that  Senator.  For  one,  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  declare,  as  his  deliberate  opinion,  in  the  most 
unqualified  terms,  that  the  public  mniie)  s  had  been  man- 
aged, by  the  present  head  of  the  department,  with 
safety  and  with  economy. 
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He  Tnuat  differ  in  opinion,  therefore,  with  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  in  this  particular.  For  himself,  he  most  con- 
scientiously believed,  instead  of  there  having^  been  any 
mismanagement  of  the  public  moneys  under  the  charge 
«nd  supervision  of  the  present  head  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  they  had  been  on  all  occasions,  and  at  all 
times,  managed  with  a  strict  regard  to  the  existing  laws 
of  Congress,  as  far  as  those  laws  could  have  any  possible 
bearing  upon  the  subject;  and  whenleflto  the  discretion 
bf  the  Secretary,  the  public  money  had  beeo  managed 
with  a  steady  adherence  to  public  convenience,  and  to 
ttie  security  of  the  public  treasure.  This  had  been  the 
policy  and  the  manifest  course  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury;  and  although  such  broad  and  general  denun* 
GJations  of  that  officer  have  of  late  become  freauent  on 
this  floor,  yet  he  thought  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  the 
Senator  from  Ohio,  or  for  any  other  gentleman,  here  or 
elsewhere,  to  put  his  finger  upon  one  single  official  act  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury^  in  relation  to  his  manage- 
ment of  the  public  money,  showing  any  dereliction  of 
public  duty,  or  evincing  either  malfeasance  or  misfeasance 
m  office.  Where  is  the  evidence  of  his  mismanagement^ 
it  exists  only  in  imagination;  it  has  no  foundation  in  fact. 
Have  not  all  the  public  moneys  been  safely  preserved? 
Have  thfy  not  been  transmitted  from  one  point  of  the 
Union  to  another,  as  the  public  convenience  demanded, 
and  without  any  charge  to  the  public?  Has  not  the  rate 
of  exchange  between  the  most  remote  commercial  cities 
of  the  Union  been  as  low  as  it  ever  was  in  the  best  days 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes>  All  this  is  true;  and, 
notwithstanding  the  speculations  which  we  have  fo  fre- 
quently heard  upon  this  floor,  there  is  no  good  reason  to 
doubt  or  the  entire  and  perfect  safety  of  the  public  mo- 
ney now  in  deposite.  He  should  want  no  easier  task 
than  to  demonstrate  this  fact,  upon  the  showing  of  the 
banks  themselves,  upon  the  ordinary  principles  of  busi- 
ness transactions.  Yet  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
anxious,  and  most  anxious,  to  get  rid  of  this  charge. 
He  is  particularly  solicitous — a  solicitude  which  he  has 
expressed  time  and  again  to  his  friends  in  this  and  in  the 
«ther  House — to  hhve  this  whole  subject  regulated  by  an 
•ct  of  Congress;  and  that  his  duty,  should  any  duty  de- 
volve upon  him  under  the  act,  may  be  exclusively  of  a 
ministerial  character.  He  could  not  well  see  how  the 
Secretary  could  desire  any  thing  different.  He  has  no 
•inister  views  to  accomplish.  He  has  no  speculation  or 
purposes  to  aid,  through  the  power  and  influence  of  the 
public  treasure.  He  must  therefore  on  this  point  be  per- 
mitted to  differ  with  the  gentleman  from  Ohio.  There 
«as  not  a  particle  of  doubt  that  the  Secretary  was  hon- 
estly and  most  sincerely  desirous  to  be  relieved  from 
this  responsibility.  But  so  long  as  the  responsibility 
aliall  rest  upon  liim^so  long  as  the  duly  of  taking  the 
care  and  charge  of  the  public  money  shall  devolve  upon 
him,  he  will  not  shrink  from  that  responsibility,  or  fail 
to  perform  that  duty. 

Mr.  H.  (in  reply  to  some  remarks  of  Mr.  Webstkk) 
said  he  presumed  that  he  was  not  understood,  when 
up  before,  to  have  said  he  should  make  any  opposition 
to  any  legislative  measure  having  for  its  object  the 
proper  regulation  of  the  public  money  now  in  the  de- 
posite banks.  He  was  ss  decidedly  in  favor  of  such  a 
measure  as  any  Senator  on  this  floor;  and,  with  the  Sen* 
»tor  from  Massachusetts,  he  hoped  that  the  subject 
would  "not  be  postponed  or  nerlected,"  but  that  it 
would  be,  '*  without  unnecessary  delay,  considered  and 
acted  on"  by  Congress.  He  believed  that  the  best  in- 
terests of  the.banks  which  had  tlte  public  money  in  de- 
posite called  for  such  a  measure.  He  could  not  doubt 
that  the  interests  of  the  commercial  community  most 
|)ressingly,  most  imperiously,  demanded  the  prompt  ac- 
tion of  Congress  upon  this  subject.  He  believed  that  a 
proper  regulation  of  this  whole  matter  would  add  to  the 


security  of  the  public  treasure,  by  inspiring  pnblic  con- 
fidence in  those  institutions  which  should  have  the 
public  money  in  charge.  He  was  prepared  to  go 
with  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  for  the  adoption 
of  just  regulations  for  the  government  of  the  deposite 
banks.  The  sooner  this  was  accomplished,  the  better 
it  would  be  for  those  institutions;  the  better  it  would  be 
for  the  commercial  community.  The  sooner  this  was 
accomplished,  the  sooner  would  the  head  of  the  Treasu- 
ry Department  be  relieved  from  the  reiterated,  but 
groundless — ^he  would  not  say  malicious— attacks  which 
are  daily  poured  forth  against  him  in  relation  to  this 
subject.  There  was  every  consideration  which  should 
induce  the  earliest  possible  attention  of  Congress  to  this 
matter. 

The  present  state  of  the  money  market  in  the  princi- 
pal cities  in  the  eastern  States  demands  this  measure  at 
our  hands.  No  man  could  be  blind  to  the  causes  which 
produced  the  present  pressure  in  our  commercial  cities. 
The  most  astonishing  fact  is,  that,  amidst  all  the  calami- 
ty, all  the  pressure  which  has  pervaded  some  sections, 
the  raercaniUe  community  have  t>een  able  to  stand 
erect— to  maintain  their  high  credit  against  all  the  disas- 
ters and  discouragements  which  have  arisen  within  the 
last  few  months.  They  have  done  so;  and  this  circum- 
stance alone  cannot  fail  to  inspire  a  high  confidence  in 
the  integrity,,  resource  and  character  of  our  commer- 
cial community.  There  is  no  scarcity  of  money;  there 
is  an  abundance  of  means.  1  here  never  has  been  a  time 
when  the  farmer,  the  mechanic,  the  manufacturer^  were 
commanding  higher  and  better  prices  for  the  produc- 
tions of  their  labor.  The  present  pressure  proceeds 
from  the  great  uncertainty  and  doubt  which  hangs  over 
the  action  of  Congress  upon  the  subject  of  the  public 
money.  And  the  great  amount  of  the  public  money  in 
the  charge  of  particular  banks  throughout  the  whole 
country  increases,  under  existing  circumstances,  rather 
than  diminishes,  that  pressure.  Chir  superabundance  will 
continue  to  be  an  evil,  rather  than  a  blessing,  so  long  as 
Ihe  deposite  banks  and  the  public  money  &alt  not  be 
subj  ect  to  *  *  j  ust  regulations. " 

Let  Congress,  then,  act  upon  this  subject;  let  proper 
and  just  regulations  be  adopted;  let  the  deposite  banks 
be  fairly  protected;  let  them  at  least  understand  on  what 
the^  may  rely;  let  them  be  told  that  a  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity shall  be  given  to  them  to  pay  over  to  the  Gov- 
ernment the  public  money  whenever  it  shall  exceed  a 
given  amount;  let  them  well  understand  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  and  all  will  be  well.  'I*he  commercial 
community  will  no  longer  experience  the  effects  of  the 
money  pressure;  business  will  resume  its  accustomed 
channels;  activity  and  enterprise  again  will  characterize 
the  operations  of  the  merchant  and  the  manufacturer; 
success  and  prosperity  will,  as  usual,  flow  from  their  ef- 
forts and  from  their  energies. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said  he  did  not  rise  to  deUin  the  Sen- 
ate, or  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  resolution  of  the 
honorable  Senator,  [Mr.  Ewiho.]  It  was  not  his  habit 
to  oppose  calls  for  information  of  any  character,  although 
he  must  say,  if  he  were  to  be  asked  what  public  pur- 
pose was  to  be  answered— what  measure  of  legislation 
was  to  be  affected  by  this,  and  the  former  call  of  the 
Senator  connected  with  this,  he  should  be  unable  to  an- 
swer the  inquiry.  The  calls  seemed  to  htm  to  be  purely 
local,  and,  to  some  extent,  personal;  to  have  in  view  no 
public  object,  but  the  personal  information  and  gratifi- 
cation of  the  mover  of  the  resolutions.  Thus  viewed, 
he  thought  the  Senator's  remarks  showed  that  he  had 
been  very  unfortunate.  He  had  made  repeated  calls 
upon  the  same  Department,  during  the  present  session, 
and  his  complaint  had  almost  uniformly  been,  not  that 
he  did  not  receive  answers,  not  that  the  answers  were  not 
promptly  and  fully  returned,  but  that  he  obtained  more 
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informatioii  than  he  desirerl;  that  the  Secretary  gave 
not  only  the  particular  facts  called  for,  btit  other  and 
more  facts  connected  with  the  subject  of  the  calls;  and 
that,  unasked,  he  had  sometimes  fi^iven  reasons  as  well 
as  facts.  So,  in  the  present  case,  the  Secretary  is  charpr. 
cd  with  havinfc  made  a  long  and  full  answer,  where  he 
should  have  made  a  short  one;  and  being  required  to 
at  ate  his  official  acts  in  relation  to  a  given  matter,  he  has 
not  only  stated  the  acts,  but  the  grounds  upon  which, 
and  the  reasons  why,  those  acts  were  performed.  For 
this  he  is  censured,  and  another  call  is  framed,  with  an 
effort  to  exclude  a  part  of  the  f^cts,  and  all  the  reasons 
contained  in  his  former  answer.  The  resolution,  how- 
ever, upon  the  suggestion  of  tite  honorable  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire,  [Mr.  Hcbbabd,]  has  been  so  mod- 
ifietl,  by  the  consent  of  the  mover,  as  to  be  unexception- 
able in  form,  by  embracing  all,  and  not  a  selected  num- 
ber only,  of  the  deposite  b^nks  in  the  State  of  Ohio;  and 
in  that  shape  he  was  willing  that  it  should  go  to  the 
Secretary.  He  could  promise  the  Senator,  with  entire 
con6dence,  that  he  would  continue  to  receive  facts  and 
reasons  in  answer  to  his  calls,  which  he  would  find  it  far 
mote  difficult  to  contradict  or  subvert,  than  it  would  be 
for  him  to  surmise  that  other  fects  were  behind  which 
might  be  of  more  use  to  him. 

The  honorable  Senator,  as  was  somewhat  the  case 
with  several  members  of  this  body  at  thie  present  time, 
seemed  to  have  his  jealousies  greatly  aroused  against  the 
city  of  New  York,  and  had  apparently  convinced  him- 
self that  great  favoritism  was  extended  towards  that  city 
in  the  management,  and  especially  in  the  transfers,  of 
the  public  money.  If  the  fact  were  so,  Mr.  W.  s&td  he 
hoped  the  Senator  would  discover  and  expose  it.  He 
ahould  have  all  his  aid  in  any  proper  efforts  to  learn  the 
truth,  and,  should  partiality  or  favoritism  be  discovered, 
he  would  go  as  far  as  the  Senator  himself  to  condemn 
and  to  prevent  it ;  but  so  fully  conscious  was  he  that 
these  abuses  h^d  no  existence,  except  in  the  imagina- 
tions of  prejudiced  minds,  that  he  must  warn  the  Sena- 
tor to  prepare  himself  for  continued  and  increased  dis-^ 
appointments  in  the  prosecution  of  his  enterprise. 
l*he  facts  and  reasons  returned  by  the  Secretary,  in 
reference  to  transfers  of  money  to  the  city  of  New 
Turk,  would  be,  as  they  had  been  in  so  many  former 
answers  to  calls  made  by  that  Senator,  [\fr.  Ewiire,]  too 
-  full,  too  plain,  too  clear,  and  would  too  strongly  sustain 
the  acts  of  the  Treasury  Department,  to  meet  with  hts 
approbation. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  had  listened  to  the  Senator  with  at- 
tention, and  in  bis  protracted  speech  he  had  been  able 
to  discover  but  one  ground  of  difficulty  or  complaint; 
and  that  one,  from  his  own  showing,  most  palpably  rest- 
ed with  himself,  and  not  with  the  Secretary.  The  Sec- 
retary, in  speaking  of  the  transfers  as  relating  to  the 
State  of  Ohio,  haci  given  the  amounts  transferred  from 
that  State,  and  the  amounts  transferred  to  it;  and,  by  de- 
ducting the  latter  from  the  former,  had  found  that  the 
balance  was  some  forty-five  thousand  dollars;  thus  show- 
ing that  the  amount  of  moneys  in  deposite  to  the  credit 
of  the  Treasury  transferred  from  the  Slate  of  Ohio,  with- 
in the  period  covered  by  the  call  of  the  Senator,  was 
larger  than  the  amount  of  moneys  transferred  to  that 
State  within  the  same  period  by  forty-five  thousand  dol- 
lars only.  This  balance  the  Senator  bad  used  as  the 
whole  amount  of  transfers  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  and 
his  complaint  seemed  to  be  that  his  error  had  been  cor- 
rected in  the  public  papers.  Surely  this  furnishes  no 
foundation  on  his  part  for  complaint  against  the  Secre- 
tary, or  for  a  charge  of  ambiguity  in  his  answer  to  the 
Senator's  former  call.  The  very  portion  of  the  report 
which  he  read  to  the  Senate,  in  the  course  of  his  argu- 
ment, states  this  forty-five  thousand  dollars  as  a  balance 
iscertained  by  the  deduction  of  the  amount  of  traqsfen 


from  the  State,  and  not  as  tlie  ammint  of  transfers  either 
to  or  from  it.  The  error,  therefore,  is  an  error  of  the 
Senator,  and  not  of  the  Secretary;  and  the  Secretary,  and 
not  the  Senator,  is  the  party  which  has  cauite  of  complaint. 
The  Senator  (Mr.  W.  s:iid)  had  sought  this  occasion 
to  refer  to  some  proposition  which  he  had  had  the  hon- 
or to  offer  as  amendments  to  the  bill  to  regulate  the  pub- 
lic deposites.  The  proposition  related  to  the  disposi- 
tion of  any  surplus  moneys  which  might,  at  any  time, 
be  fi>und  in  the  depns>te  banks,  and  proposed  to  invest 
such  moneys  temporarily,  and  until  the  wants  of  the 
Government  should  call  for  them,  in  stocks  issued  upon 
the  faith  and  credit  of  the  States.  -Such  a  disposition 
of  these  moneys  the  Senator  had  chosen  to  character! z« 
by  the  appcllati(m  of  *<  stock -jobbing,  going  among  the 
bulls  and  bears  of  the  stock-market,  to  regulate,  raise, 
depress,  and  govern  the  p>'ice  of  stocks."  Mr.  W.  said 
he  merely  referred  to  this  portion  of  the  Senator*s  re- 
marks to  say  that  he  should  not,  in  this  incidental  way, 
debate  the  deposite  bill.  He  preferred  to  debate  the 
question  before  the  Senate,  and  not,  upon  any  proposi- 
tion which  might  be  before  it,  to  debate  every  prop- 
osition which  might  thereafter  come  before  it.  He  was 
most  happy  to  hear  the  declaration  of  the  Senator  that 
he  would  vote  for  his  propositions,  if  he  could  get  no 
better,  although  he  considered  them  most  objectionable; 
and,  in  reply  to  this  generous  advance  on  the  part  of  the 
honorable  gentleman,  he  would  tell  him  that,  at  a  prop- 
er time,  and  when  those  propositions  should  com^  up  for 
consideration,  he  would  discuss  them  with  him  with  per- 
fect fairness;  and,  should  better  be  offered  by  that  hon^ 
orable  Senator,  or  any  other  member  of  that  bf)dy,  they 
should  receive  his  most  cheerful  support.  He  had  no 
pride  of  authorship  in  the  propositions  he  had  offered. 
They  were  not  his,  but  the  propositions  of  the  Secreta- 
ry of  the  Treasury,  recommended  to  Congress  in  his 
annual  report.  -  He  had  made  himself  the  organ  of  their 
formal  presentation  to  the  Senate,  because  he  had  found 
none  which  seemed  to  him  as  acceptable.  He  was  as  anx- 
ious as  any  other  member  of  the  Senate  that  something 
should  be  done  as  to  the  regulation  of  the  deposites  of 
the  public  moneys  in  the  banks,  and  as  to  the  disposition 
of  any  surplus  which  might  be  found  to  exist. 
«  Injustice  to  himself,  it  was  proper  that  he  should  here 
call  to  the  recollection  of  the  Senate  the  state  of 
facts  in  relation  to  this  bill.  Upon  some  of^  the  first 
days  of  our  present  session,  a  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhovh]  had  introduced  a  bill  to 
regulate  the  public  deposites.  Mr.  W.  said  he  turned 
his  attention  to  the  bill,  and  prepared  such  amendments 
as  he  proposed  to  offer  to  it;  and,  having  done  so,  waited 
for  the  time  when  the  mover  of  the  bill  should  call  it  up. 
A  delay  of  some  six  weeks  or  two  months  took  place, 
and  the  bill  was  not  called.  At  the  expiration  of 
that  time  the  honorable  Senator  announced  to  the  Sen- 
ate that  he  should  not  call  ,up  the  bill  at  all,  but  should 
abandon  it  to  the  care  of  the  friends  of  the  administra- 
tion. He  (Mr.  W.)  then,  at  the  earliest  convenient  pe- 
riod, called  up  the  bill,  and  offered  his  amendments, 
which  were  ordered  to  be  printed.  Since  that  time  the 
mover  of  the  bill,  and  others  of  the  opposition  members, 
had  expressed  renewed  anxiety  that  it  should  be  called 
up  and  acted  upon.  In  the  mean  time,  other  public  bills 
of  the  first  importance  had  obtained  a  preference;  and 
as  bethought  much  time  was  lost  in  changing  our  debates 
from  subject  to  subject,  without  completing  any  thing, 
he  could  not  consent  to  attempt  to  interpose  the  depos* 
ite  bill  at  this  time;  but  as  soon  as  the  fortification  bill, 
and  one  or  two  other  bills  which  had  been  much  con- 
sidered, and  he  hoped  would  be  speedily  and  definitive- 
ly acted  upon,  should  be  disposed  of,  he  would  go  with 
gentlemen  upon  all  sides  of  the  House  for  the  earliest 
filial  action  upon  that  bill. 
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Mr.  EWlNGy  of  Ohio,  nid  he  h»d  not  mistalcen  or 
inisunderstoitd  the  report  of  the  Secretary.  That  re- 
port states  that  no  more  than  $45,(X)0  had  been  transfer- 
red from  the  State  of  Oiiio,  over  and  above  what  had  been 
transferred  to  it.  I'he  inquiry  to  whicli  that  report  was 
tn  answer,  was,  what  amount  of  money  received  for  lands 
had  been  transferred?  That  answer,  therefore,  very  un- 
fairly conveys  the  idea  that  no  more  than  this  small  sum, 
of  all  that  was  so  received  in  Ohio,  has  been  transferred; 
ft  statement  in  direct  opposition  to  that  contained  in  the 
Globe,  which  appears  to  be  from  the  lYeaatuyf  or  author- 
ized by  it. 

Without  further  debate,  the  resolution  was  then 
agreed  to.  * 

FOttTIFrCATlON  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bin  making  appropriations  for  the  purchase  of  sites,  the 
collection  of  materials,  and  for  the  construction  of  forti- 
fications{  when  • 

'  Mr.  WRIGHT  said,  when  the  subject  was  last  before 
the  Senate  be  had  moved  an  adjournment,  with  the  in- 
tention more  particularly  of  making  a  reply  to  some 
of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Calbovh]  who  had  then  just  addressed  the  body  ft|pinst 
the  bill.  So  much  time,  however,  had  elapsed,  that  the  re- 
ply intended  had  been  principally  abandoned;  and  as  be 
did  not  see  that  Senator  in  his  seat,  and  understood  he  was 
ftbsent  upon  official  duty,  he  should  only  notice  such  of 
his  observations  as  were  material  to  the  views  be  pro- 
posed to  present  upon  the  merits  of  the  bill. 

On  the  18th  day  of  February  last,  the  Senate  cftme  to 
ft  final  vote  upon  a  resolution  offered,  at  an  early  day  of 
the  session,  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr. 
BsHTOF,]  upon  tliesub|(ct  of  appropriations  for  the  pub- 
lic defence.  All  would  recollect  the  declaration  of  the 
mover  of  the  resolution,  made  at  the  time  of  its  introduc- 
tion, that  he  considered  it  as  antagonist  to  the  two  prop- 
ositions then  before  the  Senate  for  the  distribution 
•mong  the  States  of  the  public, moneys  in  the  Treasury! 
tlie  first,  the  land  bill;  and  the  second,  the  proposition 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Caldovs]  so 
to  amend  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  as  to  au- 
tborise  an  entire  distribution,  for  a  series  of  years,  of  the 
surplus  revenues,  from  whatever  source  derived.  None 
could  have  forgotten  the  protracted  debate  upon  that 
resolution,  or  the  views  entertained  and  expressed 
by  those  who  took  part  in  the  debate.  Upon  the 
one  side,  the  decUrations  of  the  honorable  mover  were 
sustained  and  enforced;  and  upon  the  other  side,  the 
policy  of  a  system  of  fortifications  was  resisted  by  some, 
while  others  admitted  and  advocated  the  policy  and  ex- 
pediency of  such  a  system,  but  denied  that  the  land  bill 
was  antagonist  to  the  proposed  appropriations.  The 
subject  occupied  the  principal  attention  of  the  Senate 
for  some  four  weeks,  and  a  very  slight  modification  only 
was  adopted. 

The  palpable  and  declared  object  of  the  resolution 
was  to  present  to  the  Senate  the  great  and  vital  ques- 
tion, whether  the  surplus  revenues  in  the  national  Treas- 
ury should  be  given  away,  as  gratuities  to  the  States, 
before  the  public  defences  were  provided  for,  or  wheth- 
er those  defences  should  first  command  the  attention 
ftnd  favor  of  the  national  Legislature.  The  resolution, 
fts  drawn  and  offered,  related  to  the  surplus,  and  neces- 
sarily presented  this  question.  The  modification  mere- 
ly removed  the  application  of  the  resolution  from  the 
surplus  revenue  to  the  whole  revenues  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  made  the  pledge  more  broad  than  the 
mover  of  the  original  resolution  had  proposed.  In  its 
ftmended  shape,  it  stood  in  the  following  words: 

Hesoltfcdt  That  so  much  of  the  revenue  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  dividends  of  stock  receivable  from  the 


Bank  of  the  United  States,  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
purpose,  ought  to  be  set  apart  and  applied  to  the  gen- 
eral defence  and  permanent  security  of  the  country." 

In  this  shape  it  was  voted  upon  by  the  Senate;  and  upon 
a  call  of  the  yea^  and  nays,  every  Senator  then  in  his 
seat,  to  the  number  of  forty-two,  out  of  the  forty-eight 
members  of  the  body,  recorded  his  n%me  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  thought  he  had  a  right  to  ask  wheth- 
er  this  vote  ought  not  to  have  been  considered  a  pledge 
to  the  country,  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  that  all  neces- 
sary appropriations  for  the  public  defence  should  be  first 
made  out  of  the  public  moneys  in  the  Treasury,  before 
any  other  disposition  should  be  attempted  to  be  made  of 
those  moneys?  He  thought  the  inquiry  could  not  be 
considered  impeKinent,  or  improper;  and  he  called  the 
attention  of  those  Senators  who  had  voted  for  that  reso- 
lution to  its  fair  implication,  and  to  the  measure  now  un- 
der [discunion.  This  was  the  first  measure  for  general 
public  defence,  which  bad  been  presented  for  the  action 
of  the  body,  since  the  passage  of  the  resolution.  Were 
the  defences  it  proposed  necessary,  so  as  to  bring  it 
within  the  pledge  contained  in  the  resolution? 

To  answer  this  inqiiir)',  it  would  be  proper  to  look 
further  into  the  resolution  itself,  and  into  the  informa- 
tion it  had  elicited.  In  addition  to  the  general  pledge 
before  quoted,  it  contained  a  call  upon  the  President,  and, 
through  him,  upon  the  proper  Departments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, as  to  the  appropriations  necessary  and  prop- 
er to  be  made  for  the  various  branches  of  the  public  de- 
fence, naval  and  military.  An  answer  to  that  call,  most 
fall  and  salibfactory,  had  been  given,  and,  for  his  pres- 
ent purpose,  it  was  only  necessary  to  refer  to  the  clear 
and  strong  letter  from  the  SecreUry  of  War,  to  whose 
Department  that  branch  of  the  public  defences  provi- 
ded for  by  this  bill  particularly  pert»ined.  The  Secre- 
tary speaks  with  especial  reference  to  the  bill  under  dis- 
cussion,  and  therefore  his  remarks  are  susceptible  of  the 
most  clear  and  unquestionable  application.  The  bill  was 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  rec- 
ommending appropriations  for  the  commencement  of 
new  fortifications  at  nineteen  new  points  upon  the  sea- 
coast.  The  Secretary  had  adopted  twelve,  and,  for  the 
present,  rejected  the  remaining  seven  appropriations.  He 
had  recommended  delay  and  further  examination  merely 
as  to  the  latter  cUss;  while  he  had,  in  the  most  clear  and 
une(|tiivocal  language,  urged  action— prompt,  full  and 
efficient  action— as  to  the  former  class. 

Mr.  W.  said,  as  attempts  had  been  made  to  cast  doubt 
and  obscurity  over  the  opinions  of  the  Secretary  in  this 
matter,  he  should  speak  for  himself.  He  would  read 
from  the  19th  and  20th  pages  of  the  report,  and  the 
language  was  as  follows: 

•<  It  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  fortifications  at  the  fol- 
lowing places,  enumerated  in  this  bill,  will  be  necessary: 

At  Penobscot  bay,  for  the  protection  of  Bangor,  h.c. 

At  Kennebec  river. 

At  Portland. 

At  Portsmouth. 

At  Salem. 

At  New  Dw'dford. 

At  New  London. 

Upon  Staten  island. 

At  Seller's  flats. 

A  redoubt  on  Federal  point. 

For  the  Barancas. 

For  Port  St.  Philip. 

<*  These  proposed  works  all  command  the  approach 
to  places  sufficiently  important  to  justify  their  construc- 
tion under  any  circumstances  that  will  probably  exist. 
1  think,  therefore,  that  the  public  interest  would  be  pro- 
moted by  the  passage  of  the  necessary  appropriations  for 
them.  As  soon  as  these  are  made,  such  of  the  positions 
as  may  appear  to  require  it  can  be  examined,  and  the 
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form  and  extent  of  the  works  adapted  to  the  existing 
circumstances,  if  any  change  be  desirable.  The  con- 
struction of  those  not  needing  examination  can  commence 
immediately,  and  that  of  the  others  as  soon  as  the  plans 
are  determined  upon.  By  this  proceeding,  therefore,  a 
season  may  be  saved  in  the  operations." 

Such,  Mr.  President,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  are  the  expres- 
sions and  the  opinions  of  the  head  of  the  Department, 
upon  which  the  call  has  been  made,  on  this  important 
subject  of  fortifications.  Are  those  expressions  and 
opinions  equivocal?  Has  not  the  Secretary  told  us  that 
he  believed  ••  the  public  interests  would  be  promoted 
by  the  passage  of  the  necessary  appropriations  for  them?" 
Has  he  not  told  us,  that  by  making  these  appropria- 
tions now,  •«  a  season  may  be  saved  in  the  operations?" 
Where,  then,  is  the  doubt?  Where  the  equivocation? 
The  bill  originally  contained  provisions  for  nineteen  new 
works.  The  Secretary  selects  and  recommends,  une- 
quivocally, appropriations  for  twelve  of  the  nineteen, 
and  as  unequivocally  recommends  a  postponement  of  ap- 
propriations and  further  surveys  and  examinations  as  to 
the  reniaining  seven.  He  meets .  fairly  and  fully  the 
whole  bill,  and  gives  his  opinions  and  his  reasons  as  to 
every  part  of  it.  Whence,  then,  the  pretence  that  his 
recommendations  are  obscure,  and  his  opinions  doubt- 
ful, as  to  the  works  still  embraced  in  the  bill?  The 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  since  tlie  receipt  of  the 
report  of  the  Secretary,  have  considered  his  views,  and 
made  their  bill  conform  to  them. .  They  have  recom- 
mended that  the  appropriations  for  the  seven  works, 
for  which  the  Secretary  does  not  recommend  immediate 
appropriations,  should  be  stricken  from  the  bill  t  and  the 
Senate  has  unanimously  agreed  to  the  amendments. 
I'hey  have  been  made,  and  the  bill  is  now  precisely 
what  the  Secretary  tells  us  the  public  interests  require 
that  it  should  be.  Whence,  then,  (Mr.  W.  said,)  he 
again  asked,  these  attempts  to  prove  that  the  opinion  of 
the  Secretary  was  doubtful  as  to  the  remaining  twelve 
proposed  new  fortifications?  The  answer  was  clear  and 
conclusive,  and  he  should  only  repeat  what  had  been 
already  said  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Prbstok]  when  he  gave.it.  Gentlemen  had 
taken  the  expressions  of  the  Secretary  applicable  to 
the  seven  works  for  which  he  recommended  the  suspen- 
sion of  immediate  appropriations,  and  had  applied 
them  to  the  twelve  works  in  reference  to  which  he  had 
givelTthe  opinion  "that  the  public  interests  would  be 
promoted  by  the  passage  of  the  necessary  appropria- 
tions for  them."  Anyone,  who  would  read  with  care 
the  report  of  the  Secretary,  would  detect  this  error, 
and  absolve  that  officer  from  all  obscurity  or  equivo- 
cation. 

It  should  be  further  remembered  that  the  President, 
upon  whom  the  call  was  made,  has  especially  and  fully 
endorsed  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
So  far,  therefore,  as  the  information  and  opinions  of  the 
executive  departments  can  establish  a  necessity  for  the 
works  for  which  the  bill  under  consideration  provides,  we 
are  able  to  pronounce,  without  doubt  or  hesitation,  that 
they  are  necessary  to  the  public  defence. 

What,  then,  (Mr.  W.  said)  he  must  ask,  is  the  condition 
of  the  Senate  in  its  action  upon  this  bill,  af\er  the  pledge 
given  to  the  country  in  the  resolution  above  quoted ? 
Were  we  at  liberty  to  refuse  the  appropriations,  un- 
less we  disputed  the  necessity  of  the  works ^  It  seem- 
ed to  him  not.  It  seemed  to  him  we  were  estopped  by 
our  own  acts,  unless  we  were  prepared  to  asseK  and 
show,  in  opposition  to  the  report  of  the  Secretary,  and 
the  concurring  opinion  of  the  President,  that  the  works 
proposed  to  be  constructed  are  not  necessary  to  the  na- 
tional defence,  within  the  fair  scope  and  meaning  of  our 
own  resolution. 

He  must  then  appeal  to  the  Senate,  and  to  every  indi- 


vidual Senator,  to  know  whether  there  is  one  member 
of  that  body  who  will  deny,  or  even  question,  the  neces- 
sity of  one  of  the  works  now  proposed  by  the  bill.  He 
did  not  believe  he  should  hear  a  voice  raised  in  doubt, 
much  less  in  denial,  of  the  necessity  of  each  and  every 
one  of  these  work^.  .  How,  then,  was  the  Senate  to  re- 
fuse the  appropriations,  and  preserve  the  pledge  it  had 
given  to  the  country,  that  the  public  defences  were  first 
to  occupy  its  attention,  and  that  provision  for  these  de* 
fences,  so  far  as  such  provision  might  be  necessary,  was 
first  to  be  made-  from  the  public  moneys  jn  the  Treas- 
ury, and  the  public  revenues  to  be  received  into  that 
Treasury. 

Objections  to  the  bill,  however,  had  been  made,  and 
Mr.  W.  said  he  would  detain  the  Senate  for  a  few  mo- 
ments, to  examine  some  of  those  objections. 

The  first  in  order  which  he  would  notice  was,  that 
new  discoveries  in  the  art  and  sciei^ce  of  defence  mijpht 
supersede  the  present  propositions;  that  the  power  of 
steam,  and  its  application  to  the  defences  of  a  nation, 
were  yet  little  known,  and  had  been  little  tried t  and  that 
future  experience  might  prove  that  this  power  would 
furnish  a  preferable  substitute  for  the  permanent  de* 
fences  proposed  by  the  bill.  In  answer  to  this  objection, 
he  would  merely  ask,  in  sincerity  and  candor,  whether  a 
single  member  of  the  Senate  had  brought  his  mind  to 
the  belief  that  our  important  commercial  towns,  our 
principal  and  most  useful  harbors,  and  the  mouths  of 
our  great  navigable  rivers,  which  were  susceptible  of 
perfect,  defence  by  permanent,  stationaryf  and  durable 
fortifications,  were  to  be  left  to  any  description  of  mov- 
-ahlcand  floating  defences,  whether  moved  and  govern- 
ed hy,  steam,  or  by  the  natural  elements?  Did  any  man, 
who  had  in  the  slightest  degree  examined  this  subject, 
delude  himself  with  the  notion  that  a  commercial  nation, 
with  a  coast  mure  extended  and  exposed  than  any  other 
nation  of  the  world,  and  with  the  means  in  its  Treasury 
for  the  construction  of  permanent  and  secure  defences, 
Wis  either  to  wait  for  new  discoveries  as  to  the  power  and 
application  of  steam,  or  to  trust  its  wealth  and  com- 
merce to  tite  protection  of  floating  batteries,  instead  of 
well-constructed  and  immovable  fortifications?  Fi>r 
himself,  (Mr.  W.  said,)  his  enthusiasm  as  to  modern  im- 
provements had  carried  his  ifnind  to  no  such  conclusions. 
He  had  not  doubted,  and  did  not  now  doubt,  that  steam, 
as  connected  with  harbor  defence,  was  to  be  made  a 
most  important  agent  in  the  great  work  in  which  we 
were  engaged,  and  he  was  prepared  to  go  as  far  as  ex- 
perience and  wisdom  would  warrant  in  providing  for  its 
use{  but  he  would  not,  for  one  moment,  admit  that  the, 
'  important  points  upon  our  coast,  susceptible  of  pernna- 
nent  land  defences,  were  to  be  left  to  the  uncertain  and 
doubtful  protection  of  moving  batteries  of  any  descrip- 
tion. He  had  not  heard  it  advanced  that  the  science  of 
defence  by  fortifications  was  very  imperfect,  or  that  im- 
provements were  to  be  soon  anticipated;  and  having 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  these  were  the  defences 
which  the  country  required,  at  the  points  named  in  the 
bill,  and  that  the  art  of  constructing  them  had  been,  in 
all  essential  particulars,  as  perfect  for  centuries  as  it  now 
is,  he  was  prepared  to  give^his  support  to  the  bill,  with- 
out waiting  the  uncertainty  of  valuable  improvements 
by  new  discoveries. 

The  next  objection  he  proposed  to  notice  was,  that 
we  want  information  as  to  some  of  these  proposed 
works;  that  the  necessary  examinations,  surveys^  and 
estimates  have  not  been  made;  and  that  we  act  in  the 
dark  in  making  appropriations  without  them.  This  ob- 
jection (Mr.  W.  said)  he  was  willing  to  admit  was  spe- 
cious and  plausible;  but  as  to  these  particular  works,  he 
thought  he  should  be  able  easily  to  show  that  it  was 
much  more  specious  than  solid  and  substantial,  lie  had 
understood  from  the  remarks  made  by  the  chairman  of 
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the  Committee  on  Military  Aflairs,  [Mr.  BsHTOif,] 
when  this  bill  was  first  under  discussion,  that  all  these 
points  had  been  selected  as  points  proper  for  the  con- 
struction of  permanent  fortifications  by  the  first  board 
of  engineers  which  ever  examined  our  Atlantic  coast 
with  a  view  to  its  permanent  defence;  that  several  sub- 
sequent examinations,  by  competent  and  skilful  engi- 
neers, had  been  made  for  the  same  purpose;  and  that 
all  had  selected  these  points  as  capable  of  being  defend- 
ed by  the  erection  of  forts  and  tiatterieR,  and  as  of  suffi- 
cient importance,  either  as  commercial  towns,  or  safe 
and  convenient  harbors  and  roadsteads,  to  render  such 
defences  necessary  to  the  protection  of  our  commerce 
and  the  security  of  the  country;  and  that  conjectural 
plans  and'  estimates  of  llip  works  required  bad  been  re- 
peatedly made  at  all  the  points.  He  now  received  the 
assent  of  that  honorable  Senator  to  the  correctness  of 
his  understanding  in  these  particulars,  and  was  therefore 
not  mistaken  in  assuming  this  as  one  ground  for  the  im- 
mediate action  of  the  Senate.  But  there  was  another 
and  a  stronger  ground.  A  call  had  been  made  upon  the 
War  Department,  upon  this  subject;  and  the  answer, 
full,  complete,  and  apparently  satisfactory  to  all,  was 
before  us.  that  Department  was  in  possesilion  of  all 
the  information  which  had  been  collected  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity and  propriety  of  these  works.  No  one  would 
doubt  the  competency  of  the  head  of  that  Department  to 
form  a  safe  and  correct  opinion  upon  the  sufficiency  of 
that  information  for  the  discreet  action  of  Congress. 
What,  then,  does  the  Secretary  say  in  reference  to  the 
fortifications  provided  for  in  this  bill' 

"It  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  fortifications  at  the 
following  places,  enumerated  in  this  bill,  will  be  neces- 
sary." 

«« 1  think,  therefore,  that  the  public  interest  would 
be  promoted  by  the  passage  of  the  necessary  appropria- 
tions for  them.  As  soon  as  these  are  made,  such  of  the 
positions  as  may  appear  to  require  it  can  be  examined, 
and  the  form  and  extent  of  the  works  adapted  to  exist- 
ing circumstances,  if  any  change  be  desirable.  The  con- 
struction of  those  not  needing  examination  can  com- 
mence immediately,  and  that  of  the  others  as  soon  as  the 
plans  are  determined  upon.  By  this  proceeding,  there- 
fore, a  season  may  be  saved  in  the  operations." 

I'hese  are  the  opinions  of  the  executive  officer  of  the 
Government  especially  charged  with  these  works  of  de- 
fence, and  fully  aware  of  all  the  information  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Governmetit  in  relation  to  their  necessity 
and  propriety.  Does  he  tell  us  we  want  more  infornna- 
tion  before  we  can  act^  No,  sir.  He  telli  us  it  cannot, 
be  doubted  that  fortifications  at  the  points  mentioned 
will  be  necessary.  Does  he  tell  us  that  we  want  fur- 
ther examinations,  surveys,  and  estinutes,  before  we 
can  hazard  an  appropriation?  No,  sir.  He  tells  us  that 
when  the  appropriations  have  been  made,  such  of  the 
positions  as  may  appear  to  require  it  can  be  examined, 
and  the  form  and  extent  of  the  works  adapted  to  exist- 
ing circumstances,  «  if  any  change  be  desirable."  Does 
he  tell  us  that  notliing  is  to  be  gained  by  making  the  ap- 
propriations now?  No,  sir.  He  tells  us  that,  by  this 
proceeding,  a  season-may  be  saved  in  the  operations.  So 
much,  Mr.  President,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  for  the  objection 
that  we  have  not  information  to  authorize  these  appro- 
priations. 

Another  objection  is,  that  we  have  not  engineers  to 
superintend  these  works;  and  that,  unless  the  corps  of 
engineers  be  increased,  the  appropriations,  if  made, 
must  remain  unexpended.  Mr.  W.  said  this  was  an  ob- 
jection to  this  class  of  appropriations  which  had  been 
frequently  advanced  upon  former  occasions,  and  he  had 
repeatedly  attempted  to  answer  it;  in  which  attempt,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  he  had  been  so  unsuccessful  that  the 
same  objection  again  met  him  here.     He  must  repeat 


his  former  opinion,  that  the  money  of  the  Government 
would  command  engineers  of  science,  skill,  and  exfierr- 
ence;  and  that  gentlemen  were  entirely  mistaken  in  sup- 
posing that  the  corps  of  engineers,  holding  military 
commissions  under  the  United  States,  monopolized  all 
the  science,  experience,  or  skill,  to  be  found  in  this 
widely  extended  country.  But,  for  the  sake  of  this  ar- 
gument,  he  would  admit  the  necessity  of  an  increase  of 
the  corps  of  engineers;  and  what  would  be  the  effect 
upon  the  duties  of  the  Senate  in  relation  to  this  bill? 
An  act  for  the  increase  of  that  corps,  to  the  extent  rec- 
ommended by  the  head  of  the  corps,  had  long  since 
passed  this  body,  and  been  sent  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. We,  therefore,  had  discharged  our  duty 
in  this  matter,  and  he  was  for  continuing  to  discharge 
that  duty  in  a  matter  consistent  with  our  own  action.  It 
was  not  for  the  Senate  to  wait  the  passage  of  one  of  its 
bills  through  the  other  branch  of  Congress,  before  it 
would  act  upon  another  and  more  important  public 
measure.  Let  us  (said  Mr.  W.)  follow  our  own  action, 
be  consistent  with  ourselves,  carry  Out  our  own  meas- 
ures, and  leave  the  House  of  Representatives  to  their 
proper  responsibilities.  This  objection  has  no  foundation 
with  us,  because  we  have  already  obviated  it  by  our  le- 
gislative action,  and  it  does  not  become  us  to  asstime  that 
any  other  branch  of  jhe  Government  will  not  discharge 
the  same  duty. 

A  further  objection  to  the  passage  of  this  bill  i»,  that 
if  the  appropriations  be  made,  the  money  cannot  be  ex- 
pended. It  is  asserted,  that  the  ordinary  appropriations 
for  the  fortifications  already  commenced  arc  more  mo- 
ney than  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  expend,  and  that  hence  additional  appro* 
priations  for  new  works  cannot  be  expended.  Mr.  W. 
said  he  did  not  see  that  the  conclusion  followed  from  the 
premises.  If  it  were  true  that  money  could  not  be  ex- 
pended at  one  point  upon  our  extended  coast,  for  the 
want  of  laborers,  he  could  not  see  that  it  necessarily  fol- 
lowed that  laborers  could  not  be  procured  at  other 
points.  The  evidence  upon  which  this  objection  rests 
is  a  report  from  the  head  of  the  engineer  department, 
stating  that  some  eighty  or  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
appropriated  for  the  construction  of  a  fort  at  Throg's 
neck,  near  the  harbor  of  New  York,  was  not  expended 
during  the  last  year,  because  laborers  were  not  procured; 
that  invitations  to  laborers  were  published  and  ci^ula- 
ted  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  In  several  of  the  east- 
ern cities,  without  effect.  The  report,  no  doubt,  states 
tnily  the  facts,  as  far  as  it  goes;  but  there  are  other  facts 
required  to  enable  us  to  form  a  correct  judgment  as  to 
the  inference  authorized  from  this  failure  to  procure  la- 
borers. What  prices  were  offered?  Were  they  equal 
to  the  current  prices  of  similar  labor  in  the  cities  where 
the  invitations  were  circulated?  Was  the  season  of  the 
year  that,  when  laborers  are  usually  disengaged  and  at 
liberty  to  make  contracts?  Were  the  character  and  con- 
dition of  the  work  such  as  the  mass  of  laborers  were 
competent  to  perform,  and  would  be  willing  to  en- 
gage in  at  ordinary  wages?  These  and  other  inquiries 
should  be  answered  before  we  are  authorized  to  con- 
clude that  money  would  not  command  labor  in  the  im- 
mediate vicinity  of  our  great  commercial  metropolis. 

Mr.  W.  S!iid  this  objection  had  been  repeatedly  urged 
during  the  discussions  of  the  present  session,  and  he 
had  himself  repeatedly  attempted  to  answer  it;  he  was 
mortified  to  pee  how  unfortunately,  as  the  objection 
continued  to  be  urged  with  undiminished  earnestness 
and  confidence.  He  must,  therefore,  again  repeat  what 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  most  perfect  and  complete  refu- 
tation of  the  idea  that  money  will  not  command  labor  in 
and  about  New  York,  to  any  extent  to  which  money  is 
offered  and  paid.  All  will  remember  that  since  we 
have  been  here,  during  our  present  lessioD,  the  city  of 
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New  York  has  been  visited  by  a  conflagration  unequal- 
led in  the  history  of  thit  continent.  From  five  to  seven 
hundred  extensive  buildings,  in  the  very  heart  of  the 
city,  were  laid  in  ashes  in  the  course  of  a  few  hours. 
He  had  recently  seen  several  intelligent  merchants  from 
that  city,  some  of  whom  were  among  the  sufierers  by 
the  fire.  All  agreed  in  assuring  biro,  that  by  the  time 
he  would  probably  pass  the  city  on  his  way  to  hts 
home,  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress,  he  would 
almost  want  a  guide  to  point  out  .to  htm  where  the  fire 
had  extended (  that  new  buildings  were  rising  upon  the 
niina  of  those  destroyed  by  the  fire,  with  a  rapidity 
wholly  incredible;  that  it  almost  seemed  that  an  entire 
oity  was  rising  from  the  earth,  as  by  the  power  of  magic; 
that  the  present  month  would  entirely  complete  a  large 
proportion  of  the  new  buildings.  This,  Mr.  President, 
has  been  mostly  done  in  the  season  of  winter,  and  a  winter, 
too,  unequalled  in  severity  and  duration.  And  can  it  be 
tnie  that  at  that  point  the  United  SUtes  cannot  command 
labor  by  money?  Can  private  enterprise  accomplish 
ao  much  in  a  few  months,  and  yet  the  Government  not 
be  able  to  spend  a  few  thousand  dollars  upon  works  of 
defence,  because  labor  cannot  be  procured  for  money? 
Sir,  the  conclusion  is  contradicted- by  facts,  is  contradict- 
ed by  experience,  Is  contradicted  by  the  plainest  dic- 
Utea  of  sense  and  reason.  The  Government  must  not 
expect  to  obtain  hbor,  but  by  paying  the  current  prices 
for  the  labor  it  requires;  and  at  those  prices  its  mo- 
ney will  go  as  far,  be  as  sure  to  command  Ubor,  and  to 
obtain  it,  as  will  the  money  of  private  citizens. 

But.  Mr.  President,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  there  is  another 
view  of  this  subject.  What  is  the  course  of  these  ex- 
penditures? For  what  are  expenses  first  to  be  incurred? 
The  points  at  which  the  fortifications  are  to*be  erected 
arc  fixed  in  the  bill;  but  you  have  acquired  no  title  to 
the  necessary  grounds^  and  no  jurisdiction  from  the 
States  over  those  sites,  when  you  have  purchased  them. 
Both  of  these  steps  must  be  Uken,  before  common  pru- 
dence will  warrant  the  commencement  of  the  proposed 
erections.  In  all  cases  the  purchase  of  the  grounds  must 
require  an  expenditure  of  money,  and  the  grant  of  the 
ecessary  jurisdiction  must  require  time  for  the  action  of 
Jie  respective  SUte  Legislatures.  It  will  not  be  sup- 
posed that  the  application  will  be  made  for  the  grant  of 
jurisdiction,  until  Congress  place  at  the  disposition  of  the 
proper  executive  department  the  means  to  make  the 
purchase  of  a  site,  in  case  the  jurisdiction  be  obuined. 
Mr.  W.  said,  to  illustrate  his  meaning,  he  would  speak 
of  the  proposed  appropriation  for  his  own  State;  because 
he  was  more  fully  acquainted  with  the  facts  in  that  case 
than  any  other  embraced  in  the  bill.  He  referred  to 
the  appropriation  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  for 
the  purchase  of  the  site  of  Fort  Tompkins  and  its  depen- 
dencies, and  for  the  erection  thereon  of  fortifications  to 
protect  and  defend  the  main  entrance  into  the  harbor  of 
New  York.  This  site  is  so  pUinly  designated  by  the  nature 
of  the  ground,  and  the  formation  of  the  harbor,  that  no 
person  who  ever  passed  the  point  can  have  failed  to  see 
and  mark  it.  Indeed,  the  State,  during  the  late  war  with 
Great  Britain,  and  when  the  national  Treasury  was  des- 
titute of  means  to  prosecute  the  war,  and  much  more  to 
defend  our  coast,  took  this  matter  into  its  own  hands, 
possessed  itself  of  this  site,  and  erected  upon  it  three 
works  of  defence:  Fort  Tompkins  upon  the  heights,  to 
defend  the  other  works  from  approach  by  land;  Fort 
Richmond  upon  the  water,  to  defend  the  Narrows;  and 
Fort  Hudson,  an  extensive  water-battery,  to  act  in  aid  of 
Fort  Richmond,  and  to  reach  an  enemy  in  his  approach 
to  the  Narrows  from  the  outer  harbor.  These  works 
still  belonged  to  the  State,  but  had  not  been  kept  in  re- 
pair since  the  war.  The  consequence  was,  that  they  had 
gone  into  a  state  of  dilapidation,  and  he  was  unable  to 
lay  what  their  nlue  might  now  be  to  the  Government. 


He  had  understood  that  they  cost  the  State  some  four 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  He  knew  that  repeated  over- 
tures had  been  made  by  the  State  to  this  Government  to 
purchase  them,  with  the  site,  and  that  the  Legislature 
had  repeatedly  authorized  negotiations  for  their  sale  and 
transfer  to  the  United  SUtes.  Nothing  had  hitherto 
been  effected,  and  he  had  recently  been  informed  that 
the  Legislature  of  the  State,  now  in  session,  had  again 
authorized  the  sale  and  transfer.  In  this  case,  this  must 
be  the  first  step,  and  the  payment  for  the  site  the  first 
item  of  expenditure.  So  far,  therefore,  as  that  may  go^ 
no  objection  would  be  interposed  that  the  money,  if  ap- 
propriated, could  not  be  expended;  nor  would  it  be  said 
that  time  was  required,  or  information  wanted,  to  accom- 
plish these  objecU.  He  did  not  suppose  that  any  other 
point  was  precisely  similarly  circumsUnced;  but  be  did 
suppose  that  in  all  cases,  whether  the  sites  were  the 
property  of  the  States,  or  cif  individuals,  a  title  was  to 
be  secured  to  the  United  States,  and  paid  for  out  of  the 
respective  appropriations;  and  that  the  proper  juritdic^ 
tion,  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  Government,  was  to 
be  obUined  from  the  respective  SUte  Legislatures  in  the 
mode  pointed  out  by  the  constitution.  Means,  there* 
fore,  would  be  required,  as  well  as  time,  in  all  cases; 
and  so  far  as  both  were  concerned,  the  application  to 
the  case  of  SUten  Island  would  be  meuurably  applica- 
ble to  all  the  other  cases  embraced  in  the  bill. 

What  were  the  next  snbjecto  of  expenditure?  Mr.  W. 
said  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  materials  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  fortification  would  next  require  the  expenditure 
of  money.  The  stone,  brick,  lime,  sand,  timber,  iron, 
and  all  other  materials,  must  be  purchased  and  brought 
to  the  spot.  Was  there  any  objection  to  making  the 
contracts  and  procuring  the  delivery  of  these  materiala 
during  the  time  required  to  negotiate  for  the  site,  and 
procure  the  grant  of  jurisdiction?  He  could  tee  none. 
Would  not  these  preparatory  steps  occupy  time  enough 
to  allow  all  further  necessary  surveys  and  examinations 
to  be  made?  He  was  sure  no  one  could  doubt  the  fact. 
What,  then,  was  the  strength  of  the  objection  that  the 
money  could  not  be  expended,  or  that  more  time  was 
required  for  surveys  and  examinations? 

But  (Mr.  W.  said)  there  was  another  view  of  this  ob- 
jection of  time,  which  seemed  to  him  as  absurd  in  prac- 
tice, as  it  must  be  fatal  in  principle,  to  these  works  of 
public  defence.  He  referred  to  that  class  of  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  bill,  who  urg^d  the  necessity  of  delay  in 
making  these  appropriations,  and  at  the  same  time 
pressed  upon  us  measures  for  the  gratuitous  distribution 
among  the  States  of  the  very  moneys  in  the  Treasury 
with  which  these  fortifications  were  to  be  constructed. 
The  land  bill,  which  had  passed  this  body  but  a  few  days 
since,  was  one  of  these  measures,  and  some  gentlemen 
had  been  frank  enough  to  put  their  opposition  to  this 
bill  upon  the  g^und  that  it  might  interfere  with  the 
moneys  proposed  to  be  distributed  under  the  provisions 
of  that  act.  Others,  and  much  the  largest  number  of 
the  friends  of  that  measure,  had  placed  their  opposition 
to  this  bill  upon  the  ground  of  want  of  information  of 
surveys,  examinations,  and  estimates;  and  yet  they  had 
not  failed  to  urge,  with  all  the  ardor  of  the  former  classy 
the  giving  away  to  the  States  the  very  means  by  which 
alone  these  most  important  and  confessedly  necessary 
modes  of  public  defence  can  be  erected,  when  the  in- 
formation they  seem  to  desire  shall  have  been  obtained. 
What  is  the  value  of  such  professions  of  friendship  for 
the  defences  of  the  country?  What  will  be  the  use  of 
the  information  sought,  when  the  means  of  proceeding 
with  the  works  shall  have  been  given  away  ?  For  what 
valuable  purpose  shall  we  learn  that  the  positions  named 
in  the  bill  are  well  selected,  the  fortifications  wise  and 
necessary,  the  plans  economical,  and  the  appropriations 
proposed  only  reasonable  for  present  objects,  when 
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the  Treiiury  shall  have  been  exhausted  in  bounties  to 
the  States,  and  we  have  not  a  dollar  at  command  to  be 
appKed  to  new  or  additional  defences'  Mr.  W.  said  he 
must  say  that  eentlemen  who  assumed  this  position  sub- 
jected themselves  most  strongly  to  the  suspicion  that 
a  division  of  the  public  moneys,  and  not  the  prosecu- 
tion of  works  of  defence,  was  tbeir  darling^  object.  To 
the  other  class,  who  openly  and  frankly  opposed  the 
bill  upon  the  ground  that  it  conflicted  with  the  schemes 
for  a  distribution  of  the  public  moneys,  he  must  award 
greater  fairness.  They  met  what  he  considered  to  be 
the  true  qtiestion,  openly  and  without  disguise.  He 
must,  however,  here  bring  to  the  memory  of  these  op- 
ponents of  the  bill  now  under  discussion,  some  of  toe 
arguments  used  by  those  who  opposed  the  passage  of 
the  land  bill  through  the  Senate.  It  was  contended 
(Mr.  W.  said)  by  himself  and  others,  that  any  system  of 
distribution,  such  as  was  proposed  by  that  bill,  would 
tend  to  impede  the  necessary  public  appropriations!  to 
arrest  the  prosecution  of  the  necessary  public  defencesi 
and  to  embarrass  the  national  Government  in  all  its  de- 
partments, and  in  every  branch  of  (he  public  service.  It 
was  urged  that  such  distribution  wotild  necessarily 
lead  the  States  into  measures  involving  heavy  and  long- 
continued  expenditures^  that  the  argumentti,  estimates, 
and  flattering  calculations  of  the  friends  of  that  bill,  were 
•  eminently  calculated  to  produce  anticipations  of  future 
dividends  which  could  not  be  realized;  that  the  mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  of  Congress  were  the  represent- 
atives of  the  States,  and  of  the  people  of  the  States, 
and  must  and  ought  to  be  strongly  mfluenced  by  the 
wishes  and  interests  of  those  whom  they  respectively 
represented;  that  when  disappointment  as  to  the  amounts 
to  be  divided  should  come  upon  the  constituent  body — 
as  come  that  disappointment  must — ^the  necessities  of  the 
States,  grossing  out  of  these  delusive  expectation.^, 
would  be  para.-nount  to  the  necessities  of  this  Govern- 
roent,  with  the  representative  bodies;  and  that  appro- 
priations for  the  permanent  defences  of  the  country, 
appropriations  for  the  navy,  appropriations  for  the 
army,  and  appropriations  for  all  other  branches  of  the 
public  service,  would  be  injuriously  restricted,  or  whol- 
ly refused,  that  the  sum  to  be  divided  to  the  States,  as 
surplus  revenue,  might  be  increased. 

Mr.  W.  said,  when  he  urged  these  arguments,  he  did 
not  even  dream  that  he  should  see  tlietr  correctness 
demonstrated  before  the  close  of  the  present  session  of 
Congress.  He  did  not  then  believe  that  the  evil  tendencies 
of  these  plans  for  distribution  would  be  so  soon  and  so 
boldly  developed.  In,  this  he  had  been  entirely  disappoints 
ed.  Already  we  had  met,  in  open  avowal,  the  influence 
he  had  feared;  and,  upon  this  first  measure  of  public  de- 
fence which  bad  been  presented  to  the  Senate  since  the 
passage  of  that  dangerous  bill,  we  had  heard  opposition 
distinctly  avowed  upon  the  ground  that  the  appropria- 
tions might  conflict  with  the  various  plans  for  a  dis- 
tribution of  the  moneys  in  the  Treasury.  If. he  had  be- 
fore merely  doubted,  he  shonid  now  be  most  perfectly 
confirmed  In  bis  hostility  to  these  projects,  so  long  as 
any  branch  of  the  public  service  called  for  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  public  moneys  on  hand. 

He  would  now  (Mr.  W.  said)  proceed  to  examine,  very 
briefly,  one  or  two  of  the  objections  oflTered  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  CALnovH] 
to  the  passage  of  the  bill  under  discussion.  The  first 
objection  of  that  honorable  Senator  which  he  proposed 
to  notice,  was,  the  want  of  engineers  to  superintend  the 
expenditures  proposed;  and  he  had  anticipated  the  argu- 
ment to  be  drawn  from  the  action  of  the  Senate,  in  the 
increase  of  the  engineer  corps  to  about  twice  its  pre- 
sent strength,  by  the  assumption  that  this  increase  would 
not  bring  engineers  of  experience,  and  would  not  there- 
fore, at  present,  authorize  an  increase  of  appropriations. 


We  are,  Mr.  President,  (mid  Mr.  W.,)  if  the  posi- 
tions assumed  by  the  opponenU  of  this  bill  be  admitted. 
In  a  condition  unknown  to  the  history  of  any  people  who 
have  ever  before  existed  upon  the  face  of  the  earth. 
We  have  no  debt.  Our  Treasury  is  full  to  overflowing. 
We  are  defenceless  in  almost  every  respect.  And  yet 
we  cannot  be  defended,  according  to  the  doctrines  of 
some,  because  our  money  will  not  purchase  the  labor 
necessary  to  construct  the  defences  we  need.  According 
to  others,  we  cannot  be  defended,  because  we  have  not 
engineers  of  skill  and  experience  to  direct  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  money,  if  we  appropriate  it.  An  increase  of 
our  engineer  corps  will  not  aid  us  in  this  particular, 
because  such  an  increase  will  not  bring  with  it  the  re- 
quisite skill  and  experience;  and,  as  a  necessary  conse- 
quence from  these  conclusions,  we  must  not  increase  the 
engineer  corps,  because,  without  an  increase  of  appro- 
priations for  fortifications,  we  shall  have  nothing  for  the 
engineers  to  do,  who  may  be  added  to  the  corps.  Was 
ever,  Mr.  President,  so  helpless  a  condition  or  any  peo- 
ple before  known?  Money  in  the  Treasury  to  an  excess 
but  nobody  will  work  for  it;  defences  of  every  descrip- 
tion imperatively  required,  but  men  of  skill  and  science 
cannot  be  found  to  superintend  their  construction. 
Therefore,  we  must  give  away  the  money,  and  wait  for 
the  defences  of  the  nation,  until  the  Treasury  shall  con- 
tain other  means,  until  money  will  command  labor,  and 
until  engineers  can  be  educated  to  superintend  the  pub- 
lic works. 

The  honorable  Senator  put  forth  another  objection  to 
this  bill,  which  was  even  less  anticipated  from  that  quar- 
ter tlian  was  the  objection  which  has  just  been  examined. 
It  was,  that  the  bill  is  in  competition  with  the  several 
propositions  for  the  distribution  of  the  surplus  revenue. 
Remembering  the  constitutional  opinions  held  and  ex- 
pressed by  that  Senator  but  two  years  since,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  a  distribution  of  the  surplus  revenue  among  the 
States,  Mr.  W.  said  it  was  impossible  that  be  could  have 
expected  opposition  to  this  bill  from  that  quarter  upon 
that  ground.  In  the  Senator's  speech  upon  the  removal 
of  the  deposites,  made  in  the  Senate  in  January,  1834, 
are  found  the  following  remarks: 

<<  There  is  another  aspect,  (said  Mr.  C.,)  in  which 
this  subject  may  be  viewed.  We  all  remember  how 
early  the  question  of  the  surplus  revenue  began  to  agitate 
the  country.  At  a  very  early  period,  a  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Drcxxasos]  presented  his  scheme  for 
disposing  of  it,  by  distributing  it  among  the  States.  The 
first  message  of  the  President  recommended  a  simitar 
project,  which  was  followed  up  by  a  movement  on  the 
part  of  the  Legislature  of  New  York,  and  I  believe 
some  of  the  other  States.  The  public  attention  was 
aroused,  the  scheme  scrutinized,  its  gross  unconstltu- 
tionslity  and  injustice,  and  its  dangerous  tendency  of 
absorbing  the  power  and  existence  of  the  States,  were 
clearly  perceived  and  denounced.  The  denunciation 
was  too  deep  to  be  resisted,  and  the  scheme  was  aban- 
doned." 

Such,  Mr.  W.  said,  were  the  opinions  of  the  Senator 
upon  the  subject  of  a  distribution  of  the  surplus  revenue 
to  the  States;  and  could  he  have  expected  from  him  an 
objection  to  the  passage  of  a  bill,  providing  for  the  de- 
fences of  the  country,  for  the  more  rapid  prosecution  of 
a  system  of  defences  with  which  he  had  once  been  offi- 
cially and  closely  connected,  because  it  comes  in  com- 
petition with  propositions  for  a  distribution  of  the  surplus 
moneys,  so  recently  pronounced  grossly  unconstitutional, 
unjust,  and  dangerous  to  the  power  and  existence  of  the 
SUtes? 

[Here  Mr.  PatsToir  remarked  that  his  colleague  was 
not  in  his  seat,  but  detained  from  it  by  oflicial  duties* 
and  be  hoped  Mr.  W.  would  consent  to  suspend  his  remarks 
until  Mr.  C.  should  be  in.     Mr,  W.  replied  that  he  re- 
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gretted  very  much  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  as  he  would  greatly  have  preferred  to 
have  replied  to  him  in  his  presence;  but  as  he  had  no 
remarks  of  a  personal  character  to  make,  he  could  not 
consent  to  delay  the  bill  by  a  suspension  of  his  argument.] 

Mr.  W.  proceeded;  He  had  nothing  to  add  on  the 
subject  of  this  great  change  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Senator,  except  that  it  had  surprised  and  disappointed 
him,  coming  from  that  quarter. 

Another  position  of  the  Senator  was  not  less  singular 
and  extraordinary,  and  called  for  a  reply.  It  was  the 
assertion  that  the  bill  was  not  intended  to  expedite  the 
construction  of  fortifications,  but  to  retain  the  public 
money  in  the  banks  where  it  was  now  deposited;  and  he 
went  so  far  as  to  say,  that  were  the  objects  of  the  bill 
what  ihey  purported  to  be— the  erection  of  fortifications- 
he  would  support  it.  Mr.  W.  said,  in  the  absence  of 
that  Senator,  he  would  take  no  notice  of  this  anjust  and 
ungenerous  imputation  upon  the  motives  of  the  friends  of 
this  bill,  but  would  examine  the  position,  supposing  it 
had  any  foundation  in  fact.  The  bill  upon  its  face  con- 
tains as  direct  and  positive  appropriations  as  any  other 
appropriation  bill  which  has  been  presented  to  Congress. 
If  passed,  it  will  devolve  upon  the  proper  executive  de- 
partment the  immediate  auty  of  obtaining  the  proper 
sites  and  commencing  the  several  works,  and  of  pro- 
ceeding in  their  construction  with  all  possible  despatch, 
so  far  as  the  means  appropriated  will  g^.  Has  any  one 
suggested,  or  will  any  one  believe,  that  any  sinister  in- 
tentions on  the  part  of  those  who  may  vote  for  the  bill, 
will  influence  the  executive  officers  in  the  prompt  and 
faithful  discharge  of  their  duties  under  it?  Had  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  suggested,  or  could  he  suggest, 
any  change  of  the  form  of  the  bill,  so  as  to  make  the  ap- 
propriations more  positive  and  unconditional,  or  the  duty 
to  expend  the  money  more  imperative  and  urgent?  He 
hazarded  nothing  in  giving  a  negative  answer  to  these 
inquiries.  Language  could  not  improve  the  bill  in  these 
particulars;  nor  had  it  been  intimated  that  there  was 
either  doubt  or  condition  to  be  found  upon  its  face.  He 
would,  then,  leave  the  Senator,  and  the  Senate,  to  de- 
ternoine  how  far  he  was  su^ained  in  placing  his  opposi- 
tion to  a  proper  and  positive  law  upon  the  ground  of 
his  suspicion  that  some  who  support  it  entertain  inten- 
tions unfavorable  to  its  execution. 

He  must  present  this  objection  of  the  Senator  in  an- 
other light,  and  see  whether  it  may  not  be  made  quite  as 
applicable  to  himself,  as  to  those  who  advocate  and  sup- 
port the  defence  bills.  His  charge  i«,  that  ihey  desire 
to  retain  the  money  in  the  deposite  banks.  What  dis- 
position does  he  propose  to  make  of  it?  for  he  is  the 
author  of  a  variety  of  propositions  upon  the  subject. 
The  last,  and  that  one  upon  which  he  presumed  (he 
Senator  intended  to  rely,  was,  to  depo&ite  the  money  in 
the  treasuries  of  the  several  States,  without  interest. 
Hut  when,  and  upon  what  terms,  is  the  money  to  be 
transferred  from  the  deposite  banks  to  the  several  State 
treasuries?  When,  and  as  soon  as,  the  Legislature  of 
each  State  shall  have  passed  a  law,  pledging  the  faith 
of  the  State  for  the  repayment  of  the  money  upon  the 
call  of  Congress.  Nearly  all  those  Legislatures  have 
closed  their  annual  session?,  and  all  probably  will,  be- 
fore this  proposition  can  become  a  law,  if  it  is  to  become 
a  law  at  all.  Much  the  larger  number  of  them  do  not 
again  convene  until  November,  December,  and  January. 
The  money,  therefore,  according  to  the  disposition  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  himself,  must  remain  in  the  depos- 
ite banks  for  the  whole  of  the  present  year,  at  the  least; 
while,  in  several  of  the  States  the  legislative  sessions 
are  biennial  only;  and,  in  one  State  at  least,  it  is  said  its 
constitution  prohibits  the  Legislature  from  contracting 
a  debt  for  any  purpose.  Mr.  W.  said,  were  he  to 
charge  the  honorable  Senator  with  a  design  to  continue 
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the  money  in  the  deposite  banks,  and  assert  that  he  had 
made  thia  dilatory  proposition  for  a  different  disposition, 
to  accomplish  that  design,  would  the  Senator  consider 
him  courteous  or  just?  Would  the  Senate  consider  the 
imputation  of  such  motives  to  any  member  of  the  body 
parliamentary  or  proper?  It  was  not  his  purpose  to 
make  any  such  charge.  It  was  not  his  habit  to  impute 
motives  to  the  members  of  this  body,  for  acts  done  un- 
der their^ofiicial  responsibility;  and  he  did  not  believe'.tbat 
such  a  charge,  if  made  against  the  honorable  Senator, 
would  be  founded  in  fact.  He  did  not  believe  the  Sen- 
ator, in  making  the  proposition  upon  which  he  had  com- 
mented, had  been  actuated  by  any  design  to  retain  the 
money  in  the  deposite  banks;  but  the  reverse.  Yet  he 
did  believe  that  such  a  design  imputed  to  that  Senator 
would  have  precisely  as  much  foundation  in  justice  and 
truth,  as  (he  similar  charge  preferred  by  him  againat 
the  friends  of  the  defence  bills;  and  he  trusted  he  had 
shown  that  the  effect  of  the  Senator's  proposition  would 
be  to  retain  the  money  in  the  banks  much  longer,  and 
much  more  certainly,  than  any  effect  to  be  apprehend- 
ed from  the  passage  of  these  bills. 

Mr.  W.  said  his  intention  and  desire  was  to  apply  the 
money  in  the  Treasury  to  a  constitutional  use.  The  mo- 
ney is  the  avails  of  "  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and  exci- 
ses," laid  and  collected  by,  or  under  the  authority  and 
direction  of  Congress,  *<to  pay  the  debts,  and  provide 
for  the  common  defence  and  general  welfare  of  the 
United  States."  The  first  great  constitutional  use  to 
which  the  public  moneys  were  to  be  applied  had  been 
fully  performed.  The  debts  had  been  fully  paid.  The 
second,  to  "  provide  for  the  common  defence,"  it  is  the 
object  of  this  bill  to  prosecute  more  vigorouslv  and  e  An- 
ciently. For  that  reason  he  supported  it,  and  most  ear- 
nestly hoped  it  would  be  successful.  Yet  it  was  not  for 
him  to  impute  improper  or  unworthy  motives  to  those 
who  thought  the  constitution  and  the  public  interests 
would"  be  better  served  by  giving  away  this  money  to 
the  States,  or  what  was,  in  his  judgment,  precisely 
equivalent,  lending  it  to  the  States  without  interest,  and 
upon  a  declaration  upon  their  respective  statute  books 
that  they  would  repay  (he  principal  whenever  their  re- 
presentatives in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  should  or- 
der them  to  do  so.  He  thought,  however,  so  long  as 
he  abstained  from  the  imputation  of  motives  to  those 
who  advocated  such  a  disposition  of  these  moneys,  he 
was  entitled  to  an  exemption  from  imputation  as  to  his  own 
moti%  es,  in  urging  a  use  of  the  money  such  as  the  honor  and 
interests  and  safely  of  the  country  required  and  demand- 
ed; and  such  as  the  constitution  not  only  authorized,  but 
directed  in  terms. 

After  Mr.  Wrtoht  had  concluded,  Mr.  RUGGLES 
rose,  and  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows: 

Mr.  President:  This  bill  has  been  slumbering  on  the 
table  for  more  than  two  months,  without  any  disposition 
being  manifested  by  a  majority  of  the  Senate  to  take  it 
up.  The  inquiry  throughout  the  country  is,  where  is 
the  fortification  bill?  What  has  become  of  the  fortifica- 
tion bill?  Why  does  not  the  Senate  act  on  the  fortifica- 
tion bill?  All  the  seaboard — all  that  part  of  it  which  has 
not  been  already  provided  with  works  of  defence — ^is 
alive  to  (his  subject.  No  measure  is  more  imperiously 
demanded  by  the  exposed  condition  of  (he  seaboard, 
and  none  more  loudW  called  for,  in  connexion  with 
liberal  appropriations  for  an  increase  of  the  navy,  by  the 
general  sense  of  the  country. 

This  matter  has  been  delayed  anvl  put  off  till  it  is  now 
too  late  to  (Jo  much  else  than  to  prepare  for  entering 
upon  the  contemplated  works  at  an  early  period  of  the 
next  year.  An  1  why  it  is  that  this  important  bill  has 
been  postponed  to  others  of  much  less  consequence, 
and  suffered— nay,  made — to  lie  on  the  table,  while  the 
season  for  operations  has  been  passing  away,  l  anf  un- 
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able  to  understand.  But  I  hope  the  Senate  will  now 
settle  the  details  of  it,  and  do  what,  in  my  humble  ap- 
prehension, the  Senate  ought  to  have  done  two  or  three 
months  ago. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat  [Mr.  White]  appears  to  understand  the  Secretary 
of  War  as  recommending,  in  his  report  on  this  subject, 
a  postponement  of  all  the  new  fortifications  named  in 
this  bill,  and  the  completion  of  those  works  only  which 
have  been  heretofore  commenced.  But,  sir,  I  have  not 
so  understood  the  report.  On  the  contrary,  the  Secre- 
tary expressly  recommends  the  construction  of  fortifica- 
tions at  several  points  where  none  have  been  commenced. 

If  we  are  to  proceed  upon  the  principle  that  no  new 
works  shall  be  commenced,  confining  the  appropriations 
to  the  completion  of  those  already  in  a  state  of  forward- 
ness, the'  State  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  will  still 
be  left  without  defences.  She  has  no  works  commen- 
ced, and  therefore  has  none  to  complete.  The  views 
ef  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  go  to  sustain  the  motion 
submitted  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina, [Mr.  Pbestov,]  when  this  bill  was  last  before  the 
Senate,  and  which,  as  I  understand  it,  now  comes  for- 
>Krard  for  consideration.  The  motion  was  to  amend  the 
bill  by  striking  out  the  appropriation  for  the  defence  of 
the  Kennebec.  In  making  the  motion,  he  announced 
Ills  intention  also  of  moving  to  strike  out  all  the  appro- 
priations for  works  of  the  third  class,  as  classified  in  the 
report  of  the  board  of  engineers  made  in  1821;  and  also 
to  strike  out  the  appropriation  for  steam  batteries. 
These  several  motions,  it  seems,  are  to  be  met  succes- 
sively. Now,  the  Kennebec  falls  within  the  third  class 
in  that  report,  and  would  therefore  be  embraced  in  the 
second  proposed  amendment.  But  the  Senator  has 
thought  proper  to  single  out  the  Kennebec  river  for  the 
separate  action  of  the  Senate f  no  doubt,  supposing  it  to 
be  a  vulnerable  point,  and  more  assailable  than  any  other 
in  the  bill.  He  does  not  choose  to  attack  the  whole 
line  of  fortifications  at  once,  but  to  break  through  it  at 
tome  chosen  point,  and  then  to  cut  them  up  in  detail.  I 
suppose  that  would  be  according  to  military  principles. 

It  is  not  my  intention,  sir,  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Senate  in  advocating  the  system  of  national  defences, 
for  one  part  of  which  this  bill  provides;  for  I  apprehend 
that  at  this  day  few  are  to  be  found,  who  are  willing  to 
hazard  their  reputation  as  statesmen,  by  calling  in  ques- 
tion the  wisdom  of  shielding  a  maritime  frontier,  and 
furnishing  a  navy  with  convenient  and  numerous  places 
of  resort  and  refuge.  The  example  of  other  nations, 
and  the  experience  of  our  own;  the  concurring  opinion 
of  distinguished  statesmen,  and  others  eminent  for  their 
military  science;  the  established  policy  of  our  Govern- 
ment, hitherto  sustained  by  all  parties;  in  fine,  history, 
example,  experience,  science,  and  patriotism — all  concur 
in  sustaining  the  system  of  national  defences,  which 
embrace  a  navy  and  fortifications.  The  recent  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  War  upon, this  subject,  which  has 
received  so  much  commendation,  fully  sustains  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  bill  under  consideration,  differing  only  in 
some  of  its  details. 

Indeed,  I  do  not  understand  that  this  system  of  defence 
is  seriously  questioned  by  the  Senator  who  submitted 
this  motion.  There  is,  however,  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Cbitteitbxn,]  who  the  other  day, 
in  endeavoring  to  find  sufficient  surplus  revenue  to 
justify  its  distribution  among  the  States,  took  occasion 
to  denounce  fortifications  on  the  maritime  frontier,  as 
wholly  unnecessary  to  the  present  and  prospective  con- 
dition of  our  country.  He  thought  we  could  do  without 
them.  He  was  opposed  to  the  whole  scheme.  And  1 
infer  from  his  remarks,  that  he  was  also  opposed  to  a 
navy;  for  he  told  us  that,  instead  of  preventing  an  enemy 
from  landing  on  oisr  shores,  m'C  ought  rather  to  invite 


hiro  to  land— >make  room  for  him  to  disembark,  that 
those  who  should  be  left  to  recross  the  Atlantic  might 
carry  back  with  them  such  experience  of  our  hospitality, 
as  would  deter  them  and  others  from  a  similar  enter- 
prise thereafter. 

Sir,  there  is  more  chivalry  than  wisdom  in  such  a  view 
of  the  subject.  Fortifications  are  not  so  much  to  pre- 
vent an  enemy  from  landing  on  our  coast,  as  to  shut  up 
our  harbors,  occlude  our  ports,  and  lock  up  the  mouths 
of  our  rivers,  and  thus  to  guard  against  a  sudden  attack 
upon  our  commercial  towns  by  the  fleets  of  an  enemy. 

The  Senator  thinks  we  should  find  no  great  difficulty 
in  chastising  an  enemy  that  should  have  the  presumption 
to  land  on  our  shores.  And,  sir,  he  seems  to  suppose 
that  it  would  argue  imbecility  and  cowardice  to  attempt 
to  keep  him  away  from  our  harbors  by  those  ugly, 
frowning  battlements,  and  to  protect  our  cities  by  for- 
tresses. Perhaps  he  supposes  it  the  wisest  and  most 
gallant  course  to  give  an  enemy's  ships  of  war  free 
access  to  our  commercial  towns,  and,  after  he  has  batter- 
ed them  down,  to  invite  him  to  land  and  measure  swords 
with  us!  We  should  unquestionably  give  him  some 
evidence  of  our  valor,  but  I  do  exceedingly  doubt 
whether  he  would  carry  away  with  him  any  very  high 
opinion  of  the  wisdom  of  our  protective  policy.  And 
should  he  not  accommodate  us  by  accepting  our  invita- 
tion— should  he  not  choose  to  land  and  give  us  battle  on 
shore,  we  might  lose  the  opportunity  of  proving  even 
our  valor. 

But  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  does  not  go 
quite  so  far.  I  do  not  understand  him  as  opposed  to 
this  system  of  public  defences.  On  the  contrary,  he 
claimed  for  his  colleague  the  distinguished  honor  of 
having  *«  fought  up'*  this  system  of  fortifying  the  mari- 
time frontier,  against  much  opposition  and  discourage- 
ment, at  the  time  he  was  Secretary  of  War.  And  so 
creditable  did  he  deem  the  achievement  to  his  wisdom 
and  patriotism,  that  he  erected  for  him  a  triumphal 
arch,  and  fixed  his  statue  upon  it,  and  seemed  resolved 
that  it  should  notbe  cast  down  by  impious  hands,  with- 
out an  effort  to  sustain  it  there.  The  effort,  it  must  be 
admitted,  was  a  splendid  and" gallant  one.  And  I  trust 
the  honorable  Senator,  whose  name  and  fame  it  was  in- 
tended to  perpetuate,  will,  by  his  support  of  this  bill, 
vindicate  his  claim  to  the  apotheosis  designed  for  him. 
Yes,  sir,  I  may  be  permitted  to  hope  that  the  combined 
honors  of  rhetoric  and  statuary  will  call  up  the  distin- 
guished Senator  alluded  to,  to  the  support  of  the  bill, 
against  the  assault  made  upon  it  by  his  eloquent  col- 
league. 

Since,  then,  the  system  of  fortifying  the  maritime 
frontier  is  not  to  be  impugned,  1  ask  what  is  the  objec- 
tion to  this  bill?  One  objection  is,  that  it  involves  too 
great  an  expenditure;  that  it  is  entering  upon  a  scheme 
that  will  call  for  appropriations  to  an  unlimited  amount. 
At  the  same  time  we  are  told,  find  from  the  same  quar- 
ter whence  this  objection  comes,  that  our  Treasury  is 
full  to  overflowing;  that  there  is  now  a  surplus  in  the 
Treasury  of  thirty-two  or  thirty-three  millions,  with  a 
prospect  of  some  forty-one  or  forty- two  millions  by 
another  year;  and  that  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to 
exhaust  that  surplus,  or  to  sponge  it  up  by  this  scheme 
of  fortifications.  It  is  asserted  that  the  most  liberal, 
extravagant,  profuse  appropriations  for  this  purpose  *  'can- 
not possibly  touch  the  surplus  revenue" — not  even  touch 
its  ^hat  its  increase  is  going  on  with  so  much  rapidity,  that 
prodi^lity  itself,  with  its  utmost  strides,  cannot  over- 
take it.  And  yet,  the  Senator  says  that  the  amount 
appropriated  by  this  bill  is  "alarming."  Appropriations, 
which  are  necessarily  so  insignificant  in  amount  that  they 
cannot  even  touch  the  surplus  in  the  Treasury,  are  at 
the  same  time  to  be  regarded  as  "alarming"  and  "ap- 
palling," and  leading  on  to  national  bankruptcy.     How 
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these  conflicting  views  of  the  subject  can  be  reconciled, 
I  cannot  very  well  understand. 

With  a  view,  however,  of  diminishing  the  amount 
appropriated  by  this  bill,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
fortification  for  the  defence  of  the  Kennebec  waters,  and 
that  is  to  be  followed  by  another  to  strike  out  the  pro- 
posed fortification  for  the  Penobscot.  My  purpose  is  to 
resist  these  propositions  as  unjust  to  the  State  I  repre- 
sent here,  unwise  in  regard  to  great  and  important  na- 
tional interests,  and  as  being  an  utter  departure  from 
the  constitutional  obligation  resting  upon  Congress  to 
provide  for  the  common  defence. 

The  geographical  position  of  Maine  renders  the  ques- 
tion of  fortifying  her  maritime  frontier  one  of  great  in- 
terest to  the  State  as  well  as  to  the  Union.  She  oc- 
cupies an  intermediate  position  between  the  rest  of  the 
Union  and  the  possessions  of  a  foreign  Power.  Her 
ports  and  harbors  are  within  a  few  hours'  sail  of  the 
ports  and  harbors  of  a  nation  that  may  be,  as  she  has 
been,  our  enemy.  The  coast  of  that  Stale,  for  many 
leagues  at  sea,  is  the  most  frequented  cruising  ground 
in  time  of  war,  of  any  portion  of  the  coast  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  literally  whitened  with  our  commerce.  It 
is  there  that  an  enemy's  cruisers  would  reap  their  rich 
harvest  of  prizes,  and  do  more  injury  to  the  commerce 
of  the  country  than  they  could  do  at  any  other  point  of 
the  Atlantic  coast.  Leave  that  coast  undefended,  and  it 
would  be  swept  as  with  the  besom  of  destruction.  All 
the  commerce,  foreign  and  coastwise,  which  is  carried 
on  by  two  hundred  and  fif\y  thousand  tons  of  navigation, 
would  be  swept  from  the  ocean;  our  valuable  fisheries 
would  be  annihilated;  and  the  whole  seaboard  would 
be  lighted  by  the  conflagration  of  our  ships,  our  towns 
and  cities,  and  every  thing  accessible  to  an  incendkiry 
foe.  If  the  harbors  on  the  coast  of  Maine  should  not  be 
fortified  and  occupied  by  U9,  they  will,  in  time  of  war, 
be  occupied  by  the  enemy.  If  they  shall  not  be  made 
placet  of  refuge  and  protection,  they  will  be  places  of 
exposure  and  destructipn.  There  are  a  number  of  im- 
portant positions  on  that  coast  which  would  be  imme- 
diately seized  upon  by  an  enemy,  and  made  places  of 
rendezvous  for  his  cruisers,  privateers,  and  ships  of  war; 
whence  they  could  sally  oMt  to  intercept  our  commerce, 
and  *'sink,  burn,  and  destroy;"  and  where  they  could 
refit  and  levy  contributions  of  supplies  upon  the  defence- 
less inhabitants. 

Sir»  this  does  not  rest  upon  conjecture.  It  is  matter 
of  history.  With  us,  it  has  been  matter  of  experience. 
In  the  last  war  with  Rngland,  she  at  once  perceived  the 
advantages  of  occupying  a  position  on  the  coast  of  Maine. 
She  early  fitted  out  an  expedition,  which  seized  upon 
Castine,  a  position  on  the  Penobscot  waters,  where  the 
enemy  fortified  himself.  From  that  position  he  was  en- 
abled to  commit  havoc  and  devastation  upon  our  com* 
merce.  The  number  of  merchant  vessels  which  that 
position  enabled  him  to  capture,  I  have  no  means  of  es- 
timating. 

It  is  for  the  protection  of  these  waters,  the  waters  of 
the  Penobscot  bay  and  river,  thai  one  of  the  fortifica- 
tions is  designed.  There  are  a  number  of  commercial 
towns  on  the  bay,  whose  shipping  would,  in  times  of 
peril,  seek  refuge  in  the  river,  above  the  contemplated 
fortification.  Among  them  is  Belfast,  the  proposed 
Atlantic  termination  of  the  Belfast  and  Quebec  railroad. 
Above  the  position  to  be  fortified  are  several  others,  and 
at  the  head  of  navigation  is  the  city  of  Bangor,  which 
ships  annually  from  300  to  400  million  feet  of  lumber. 
This  city  has  just  sprung  into  existence.  Six  years  ago 
Its  population  was  only  2,868;  now,  it  is  9,000.  Its  in- 
crease in  wealth  and  enterprise  exceeds  even  that  of  its 
population.  It  bids  fair  to  be  one  of  the  most  considera- 
ble cities  of  the  North. 

Kennebec  river,  which  is  proposed  to  be  leA  defence- 


less, is  one  of  the  largest  in  New  England.  It  is  navlga* 
ble  for  large  ships  of  war  to  Bath,  and  for  smaller  ves- 
sels to  Hallowell  and  Augusta.  Bath  is  a  highly  com- 
mercial town.  More  shipping  is  built  in  the  district  of 
Bath  than  in  any  other  in  the  State,  and  a  quarter  more 
than  is  built  in  all 'the  southern  States  put  together. 
Above  Bath,  on  the  river,  there  are  several  thriving  and 
prosperous  towns.  At  the  head  of  navigation  is  the 
capital  of  the  State,  and  at  that  place  is  situated  the 
arsenal  of  the  United  States.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  the 
United  States  have  there  property  in  buildings  and  the 
materiel  uf  war  to  a  large  amount.  Would  you  leave 
that  undefended.^  Would  you  leave  not  only  the 
valuable  commerce  of  that  river  and  adjacent  ports, 
and  the  thriving  towns  that  adorn  its  bank-s  but  also 
your  own  arsenal,  exposed  and  unprotected  f  Did 
you  erect  your  buildings  there,  but  for  the  accom- 
modation of  your  enemy  in  time  of  wai^  Was  it  to  sup- 
ply him  with  arms  and  munitions  of  war  that  you  ex« 
posed  them  on  an  unfortified  river  in  (as  it  may  be)  hia 
own  neighborhood,  where  he  could  have  ready  access 
to  them?  Sir,  to  leave  the  mouth  of  that  river  unforti- 
fied, would  be  a  palpable  invitation  to  an  enemy  to  come 
,and  help  himself.  He  would  so  regard  it,  and  accept 
the  invitation.  His  very  first  expedition  would  be  to  the 
capital  of  the  State.  Without  an  hour's  notice  or  warn- 
ing, favored  by  a  fair  breeze,  he  would  run  up  the  river, 
set  fire  to  the  shipping  at  Batl%  demolish  that  and  the 
other  towns  above  it,  seize  upon  the  arsenal,  turn  ita 
guns  upon  our  capital,  and,  having  supplied  himself  with 
whatever  he  migut  stand  in  need  of  from  the  arsenal, 
return  musing  upon  the  marvellous  wisdom  of  a  nation 
that,  with  a  bloated  Treasury,  with  overflowing  cofTers, 
could  leave  such  a  position  unfortified. 

But,  is  there  nothing  else  to  be  protected  by  fortify-? 
ing  that  coast?  Are  there  no  other  interests  to  be 
regarded?  S'r,  there  are  there  more  than  half  a  million 
ol  your  population,  an  industrious,  moral,  enlightened, 
enterprising,  patriotic  people,  who  are  neither  insensi- 
-ble  to  what  they  owe  to  the  national  Government,  nor 
ignorant  of  what  the  national  Government,  under  the 
constitution,  owes  to  them.  The  State  possesses  a  great 
amount  of  commercial  and  agricultural  wealth,  and 
manufacturing  enterprise  is  spreading  rapidly  over  the 
State.  I  find,  by  a  report  made  to  Congress  in  1833, 
by  the  Secretary  of  State,  founded  on  very  partial  and 
incomplete  returns  and  estimates,  that  the  manufactures 
at  that  time  amounted  to  upwards  of  seven  millions  of 
dollars.  They  may  be  safely  estimated  at  the  present 
time  at  ten  millions.  Add  to  this  the  value  of  lumber 
cut  and  sawed  annually,  estimated  at  ten  millions,  and 
the  market  value  of  lime  manufactured  in  that  State, 
estimated  At  one  million,  and  we  make  an  aggregate  of 
twenty-one  millions,  independent  of  its  agricultural  pro- 
ducts. .  The  article  of  wool  alone,  grown  in  that  State- 
in  1832,  was  estimated,  from  the  returns,  at  one  million 
six  hundred  and  forty  thousand  dollars.  It  must  now 
exceed  two  millions.  There  are  no  means  of  estimating 
the  amount  of  other  agricultural  products.  But  I  have 
already  shown  enough  to  entitle  that  **  peninsular  State," 
as  the  Senator  calls  it,  to  some  little  consideration.  Not 
one  of  the  Atlantic  States  possesses  so  gp*eat  natural 
resources,  nor  one  which  is  making  more  rapid  progress 
in  wealth  and  population. 

The  Senator,  in  his  speech  preliminary  to  the  motion 
under  consideration,  took  occasion  to  speak  of  the  great 
amount  of  exports  from  the  southern  States,  and  advert- 
ed to  the  small  amount  of  exports  from  Maine.  The 
inference  was,  that  more  should  be  appropriated  for  the 
defence  of  the  southern,  and  less  for  the  northern  fron- 
tier. The  returns  show  only  the  exports  to  foreign 
countries.  There  are  no  returns  which  show  the 
amount  of  our  coastwise  coinmerce.     We  must  arrive  at 
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that  by  inference  and  estimation.  In  1833,  the  exports 
of  South  Carolina  amounted  to  upwards  of  eleven  mil- 
lions of  dollars.  I'hat,  with  a  small  amount  of  exports 
coastwise,  deducting  what  was  retained  for  home  con- 
Bumptioo,  may  be  regarded  as  the  product  of  the  labor 
of  the  producing  class  of  the  population  of  that  State. 
Some  allowance  is  to  be  made  for  what  was  grown  be- 
yond the  limits  of  that  State.  Maine  has  a  population 
somewhat  less  than  South  Carolina,  but  it  is  an  active, 
industrious  population  of  freemen.  It  does  not  there 
take  one  half  to  keep  the  other  half  employed.  The 
product  of  industry  and  enterprise  in  Mame  cannot  be 
less  than  that  of  South  Carolina.  I  have  no  doubt  it  is 
greater.  But  the  exports  from  Maine  to  foreign  coun- 
tries, for  1833,  were  short  of  a  million  of  dollars.  What, 
then,  became  of  the  residue  of  their  products,  making 
the  same  deduction  for  home  consumption  ?  The  answer 
18,  it  was  shipped  coas(wise.  The  diiference,  then, 
between  the  commerce  of  Maine,  and  that  of  South  Caro- 
lina, is  this:  the  latter  State  shows  a  greater  amount  of 
exports  to  foreign  markets,  and  the  former  a  greater 
amount  to  ports  in  the  United  States.  They  ship  more 
to  foreign  countries,  we  ship  more  coastwise. 

Now,  I  would  ask,  which  is  roost  entitled  to  the  foster- 
ing care  and  protection  of  the  Government — the  com- 
merce carried  on  by  a  State  with  a  foreign  nation,  or  the 
commerce  of  the  States  with  one  another.^  How  would 
it  be  in  time  of  war?  which  is  the  true  question,  in  refer- 
ence to  our  protective  policy.  Would  a  cargo  of  flour 
shipped  from  Alexandria  or  Petersburg  be  more  enti- 
tled to  protection  when  destined  for  Europe,  than  when 
•hipped  to  Portland,  Bath,  or  Bangor?  Would  you  re- 
gard as  more  important  the  safety  of  a  cargo  of  cotton, 
when  shipped  from  Charleston  to  supply  the  manufacto- 
ries of  £urope,  than  when  shipped  for  Boston  or  Ports- 
mouth for  the  use  of  the  factories  at  Lowell  or  Dover? 
The  answer  must  be,  two  to  one  in  favor  of  domestic.com- 
merce  which  finds  a  market  for  the  products  of  one 
State  and  a  resource  of  supplies  for  another  j  and  Con- 
gress is  under  the  same  constitutional  obligation  to  pro- 
tect the  commerce  carried  on  between  the  States,  as  it  is 
to  protect  foreign  commerce. 

Sir,  there  are  other  considerations  to  which  I  ask  the 
attention  of  Senators  from  the  South  and  Southwest.  It 
fa  not  difficult  to  show  that  the  whole  South  and  South- 
west are  directly  interested  in  th» fortifying  the  northern 
frontier,  especially  the  frontier  of  Maine {  and  I  cannot 
but  marvel  that  a  motion  which  goes  to  defeat  an  appro- 
priation for  that  purpose  should  come  from  the  South. 
The  great  amount  of  exports  from  the  southern  States 
has  been  adverted  to,  l*he  following  is  an  abstract  of 
the  value  of  exports  of  domestic  produce  to  foreign 
countries,  for  the  year  1833.  It  is  made  up  from  the 
latest  returns  that  have  been  published: 


States. 

In  Am. 
vessels. 

In  foreign 
vessels. 

Total. 

Louisiana, 
Alabama, 
Georgia, 
Soutb  Carolina, 

16,838,562 
4,141,786 
5,166,844 
7,255;281 

6,921,045 
1,522,261 
2,400,483 
3,864,284 

23,759,607 
5,664,047 
7,567,327 

11,119,565 

Total  of  four  States,  - 

Virginia, 

North  Carolina, 

Mississippi,     - 

Florida, 

Total  nf  th»  snittK«rn 

33,402,473 

4,740,003 

360,012 

none 

175,218 

14,708,073 

719,237 

111,394 

none 

14,967 

48,110,546 

5,459,240 

471,406 

none 

190,185 

States, 
United  States, 

38,677,706 
61,286,119 

15,553,671 
19,738,043 

54,231,377 
81,024,162 

Here  we  see  that  the  whole  amount  of  the  exports  of 
the  United  States  was  eighty-one  millions;  of  which  forty - 
eight  millions  were  from  the  four  States  of  Louisiana, 
Alabama,  Georgia,  and  South  Carolina  alone.  To  this 
must  be  added  a  large  amount  of  coastwise  exports. 
Now,  let  me  inquire  of  southern  Senators  by  what 
means  this  vast  amount  is  transported  to  their  foreign  and 
domestic  markets?  Do  you  ship  it  in  your  own  vessels, 
or  in  foreign  vessels?   To  a  very  great  extent,  you  do  not . 

Let  us  see  how  this  is.  The  following  is  an  abstract 
of  the  tonnage  built,  the  tonnage  owned,  and  the  per- 
manent registered  tonnage  in  1833. 


Tonnage 

Tonnage 

Registered 

States. 

built. 

owned. 

tonnage, 
permanent. 

Louisiana,      -  ^ 

326 

60,903 

13,100 

Alabama, 

65 

7.540 

1,392 

Georgia, 

547 

9,994 

2,467 

South  Carolina, 

649 

14,058 

3,246 

Total  of  four  States,  - 

1,587 

92,495 

20,215 

Virginia, 

3,326 

50,407 

6,834 

North  Carolina, 

3,012 

38,235 

6.603 

Mississippi,    - 

30 

1,003 

none 

Florida, 

46 

3,787 

766 

Total  of  the  southern 
States, 

8,002 

185,927 

34,418 

Total  of  the  United 

States, 

161,626 

1,606,149 

641,091 

Maine, 

51,687 

225,329 

70,499 

Portland, 

7,860 

49.012 

Kennebec,     - 

11,214 

42,772 

Penobscot,    - 

10,587 

49,412 

By  this  abstract  it  appears  that  the  whole  amount  of 
shipping  owned  in  the  four  States  mentioned,  is  92,495 
tons:  40,225  of  the  60,903  owned  in  Louisiana,  is  steam- 
boat tonnage  employed  on  the  rivers,  leaving  52,259 
employed  in  foreign  and  coastwise  commerce.  The  per- 
manent registered  tonnage  is  that  which  is  engaged  in 
foreign  commerce,  with  but  few  exceptions.  Of  that, 
these  four  States  have  but  20,215  tons,  while  the  whole 
amount  of  American  tonnage  employed  in  foreign  com- 
merce is  641,091.  Adopting  that  proportion.  South 
Carolina  should  have  about  70,000  tons  instead  of  3,000, 
having  upwards  of  seven  millions  of  exports  in  American 
vessels.  The  four  States  mentioned,  with  more  than 
half  of  all  the  exports  of  domestic  produce,  own  less 
than  a  thirty*fourth  part  of  all  the  American  tonnage 
employed. 

There  is,  then,  this  very  great  deficiency  of  vessels  at 
the  South;  and  to  supply  that  deficiency,  she  is  necessa- 
rily indebted  to  those  States  which  have  an  excess  above 
their  exportations;  the  principal  of  which  is  Maine, 
having  over  70,000  tons  of  shipping  engaged  in  foreign 
commerce,  with  less  than  a  million  of  exports.  Yes, 
Mr.  President,  Maine,  hitherto  overlooked,  forgotten, 
and  disregarded  in  every  thing  relating  to  the  defence 
of  her  seaboard,  owns  nearly  40,000  tons  more  shipping 
than  all  the  southern  Atlantic  and  Gulf  States  south  of 
the  Potomac.  Nay,  1  may  say  she  has  more  spacious 
harbors,  mure  deep  and  convenient  waters,  more  ports 
of  entry  and  delivery,  more  fiiciltties  for  commercial  and 
naval  operations,  than  all  of  the  southern  States  together, 
south  of  the  Chesapeake.  Sir,  I  do  not  speak  extrava- 
gantly. The  facts,  on  examination,  will  be  found  to 
bear  me  out. 

But,  sir,  I  will  go  further,  and  inquire  where  the  South 
obtains  the  vessels  she  owns,  if  I  am  not  much  mistaken, 
it  will  appear  that  she  is  indebted  to  the  North  for  them, 
and,  to  a  great  extent,  to  Blaine  herself.  By  adverting  to 
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the  abstract,  I  find  that  the  four  States  named  built  in 
1833  but  1,587  tons,  while  Maine  built  51,687.  The 
district  of  Bath  alone,  one  of  the  twelve  districts  into 
which  that  State  is  divided,  builds  a  third  more  than  all 
the  southern  States  together,  from  Virginia  to  Louisiana, 
inclusive.  That  one  district,  for  the  defence  of  which 
not  a  dollar  has  been  expended  on  any  permanent  forti- 
fication, owns  three  times  the  amount  of  tonnage  that  is 
owned  by  the  whole  State  of  South  Carolina,  whose 
ports  have  been  fortified  at  an  expense  of  little  short  of 
a  million  of  dollars.  The  same  remark  may  be  made  in 
reference  to  Portland  and  the  Penobscot.  Our  ships, 
many  of  which  are  among  the  very  best  freighting  ves- 
sels m  the  world,  navigated  by  intelligent  and  experi- 
enced shipmasters,  and  manned  by  hardy  seamen,  are 
found  in ^11  the  southern  ports,  New  Orleans,  Mobile, 
Savannah,  Charleston,  Sec,  competing  for  freights  and 
takmg  their  produce  off  their  hands  at  the  lowest  prices 
of  transportation. 

Now,  sir,  leave  the  maritime  frontier  of  Maine  without 
defences,  leave  her  harbors  exposed,  give  up  that  "pen- 
insular State"  to  the  enemy,  and  a  declaration  of  war 
would  put  an  absolute  stop  to  ship-building.  Her  five  or 
SIX  hundred  shipyards  would  be  desolatcj  and  the  first 
SIX  months  after  the  commencement  of  hostilities  would 
see  our  shipping  destroyed  and  its  owners  ruined.  The 
effect  such  a  state  of  things  would  produce  on  southern 
luteresls  dependent  on  the  ship-building  and  ship-owning 
States,  cannot  be  accurately  estimated.  The  price  of 
freights  would  be  greatly  increased.  Such  a  diminution 
of  the  number  of  freighting  vessels  would  destroy  all 
competition  for  freights,  and  southern  producers  would 
be  compelled  to  pay  whatever  northern  carriers  should 
choose  to  demand.  And  thus  is  the  South  directly  in- 
tcrested  m  the  defence  of  our  harbors  in  Maine,  and  in 
the  protection  and  preservation  of  our  shipping.  We 
do  not  build  ships  for  ourselves  alone }  we  build  them 
also  for  the  South.  The  shipyards  of  the  South  are  in 
Maine.  She  is  the  great  ship-building  Stale  of  the  Union. 
Throughout  the  whole  South  and  Southwest,  every  pro- 
ducer of  a  bag  of  cotton,  a  hogshead  of  wigar,  or  any 
other  article  of  export,  has  a  direct  interest  in  this  mat- 
ter* for  they  will  feel  the  effect  of  the  increased  price  of 
freights  in  the  dimination  of  the  home  value  of  their  pro- 
ducts. ' 

Mr.  President,  there  is  one  other  consideration  to 
which  I  cannot  forbear  calling  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ate, involving  a  matter  of  great  national  interest.  1  have 
reference  to  the  long  pending  and  still  unsettled  con- 
troversy between  this  Government  and  that  of  Great 
Britain,  relative  to  the  disputed  territory  on  our  north- 
eastern border.  It  is  a  large  and  valuable  portion  of  the 
State  of  Maine,  claimed,  and  to  some  extent  occupied, 
by  Great  Britain {  but  which  is  clearly  our  rightful  do- 
main, and  should  be  held  within  our  sovereignty  and 
jurisdiction. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Davis]  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate,  some  time  since,  resolutions  emanating 
from  the  Legislature  of  that  State,  which  relate  to  this 
controversy  and  to  the  territory  in  question.  It  was  at 
a  time  when  1  was  absent  from  the  Senate  a  few  days 
from  indisposition.  I  have  since  seen  a  published  report  of 
his  remarks  on  that  occasion,  in  which  I  find  an  extract 
published,  as  having  been  read  to  the  Senate  from  the 
report  of  a  committee  sent  by  that  State,  some  months 
since,  to  explore  and  examine  into  the  condition  of  the 
country  in  dispute  between  the  two  Governments.  A 
part  of  that  extract  is  as  follows: 

'*  The  committee  have  thus  briefly  noticed  the  outline 
presented  in  its  passage  across  this  important  portion  of 
our  domain.  When  it  shall  be  explored  more  fully,  it 
will  be  found  to  contain  an  inexliaustible  treasure,  in  its 
deep  forests,  its  rivers,  and  its  soil.     The  4:ondition  of 


all  that  portion  now  held  in  the  custody  of  England, 
presents  matter  for  serious  and  anxious  reflection.  Are 
we  humbled  by  the  lofly  pretensions  of  a  Power  from 
whom  we  have  twice  conquered  an  honorable  peace?  or 
from  what  cause  is  it  that  our  pride  seems  subdued, 
while  our  interests  are  sacrificed?  No  American,  and 
especially  no  man  of  New  England,  can  traverse  this 
region,  and  shut  out  from  his  mind  the  conviction  that 
wrongs  have  been  perpetrated  under  the  cover  of  diplo- 
macy, that  dare  not  be  defended  in  the  open  field.  This 
land,  which  we  claim  belongs  to  us  of  right,  has,  for  some 
cause,  or  to  answer  some  purposes,  been  most  ignomini- 
ously  surrendered  to  the  custody  of  a  foreign  Power, 
It  does  not  fail  to  impress  one  strangely,  that,  aAer  a  pos- 
session of  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century— after  the 
full  exercise  of  sovereignty,  we  should  quietly  permit 
that  possession  and.  that  sovereignty  to  pass  into  the 
hands  of  a  foreign  Power,  and  thus  l)e  held,  until  that 
Power  shall  find  leisu/e  to  establish  over  it  a  permanent 
legal  title.  But  your  committee  will  not  dwell  upon  a 
topic  so  fruitful  of  unpleasant  emotions;  they  were  suf- 
ficiently harassed  by  them,  while  traversing  this  region; 
they  could  not  look  abroad  without  witnessing  the  dep- 
redations and  waste  everywhere  committed;  they  could 
not  fail  to  appreciate,  at  its  just  value,  the  guardianship 
exercised  over  it.  They  were  not  blind  to  the  trespasses 
once  suppressed  by  our  own  agents,  but  now  renewed, 
upon  the  timber  and  the  lands,  and  that  seemed  to  be 
pursued  with  an  eagerness  and  an  ingenuity  that  scorned 
resistance  or  defied  detection.  They  did  not  complain, 
for  there  was  no  power  to  redress.  Nor  do  the  committee 
now  arraign  the  conduct  of  the  British  agent;  he  is  pow- 
erless on  this  subject.  The  g.-eat  mass  ol  the  population 
consider  the  lands  as  waste;  and  each  plunders  and  ap- 
propriates as  his  inclination  or  interest  leads  him.  There 
have  been  some  devices  thought  expedient  as  a  cover  for 
some  of  the  grosser  acta  under  the  eye  of  the  authorities. 
« Location  certificates*  are  granted  by  the  Government 
of  New  Brunswick  to  old  soldiers;  these  are  made  to 
cover  one  tract,  until  the  timber  is  stripped,  and  then  it  is 
changed  to  another— a  sort  of  roving  commission,  pro- 
tecting the  aggressor,  when  the  power  to  punish  needs 
but  a  slight  apology  to  quiet  it.  Large  portions  of  this 
region  held  in  trust,  thus  formally,  have  recently  been 
claimed  as  belonging  to  Canada;  thus  taking  it  out  of 
the  jurisdiction  ot  the  trustee,  the  Governor  of  New 
Brunswick,  and  freeing  it  from  all  rule,  or  law,  or 
agency." 

I  have  read  this  extract  for  two  purposes.  One  is,  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  reminding  the  Senator,  who 
has  made  it  a  part  of  his  speech,  that,  whatever  errors  of 
diplomacy  have  been  committed  in  respect  to  that 
matter,  were  committed  by  those  for  whose  acts  the 
present  administration  cannot  be  held  responsible. 
Whatever  wrongs  have  been  perpetrated  under  the  cov- 
er of  diplomacy,  that  cannot  be  defended  in  the  open 
field,  have  grown  out  of  measures  which  had  not  the 
consent  of  Maine,  and  which  were  as  much  against  her 
wishes  and  interest  as  they  are  against  the  principles  and 
policy  of  the  present  Executive  Department  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. I  need  not  be  more  explicit.  That  Senator 
was,  I  think,  a  member  of  the  other  House  during  a  pe- 
riod now  gone  by,  where  he  was  a  distinguished  and 
able  supporter  of  the  then  existing  administration,  in 
most  of  its  measures,  if  not  of  its  diplomacy. 

There  is  another  honorable  Senator  on  this  floor,  who 
has  doubtless  some  faint  recollections  of  interesting  cir- 
cumstances that  have  taken  place  in  respect  to  this  ques- 
tion, with  which  his  official  duties,  always  ably  perform- 
ed, must  have  made  him  acquainted.  What  reference 
the  Massachusetts  committee  had  to  the  *< diplomacy" 
at  Ghent,  in  which  that  Senator  took  a  distinguished  part; 
or  what  reference  was  intended  to  what  took  place  in 
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respect  to  Ihis  matter  during  his  premiership,  under  a 
Iftte  administration,  the  committee  itself  can  best  tell. 

But,  sir,  it  is  no  purpose  of  mine,  in  making  these  re- 
marks, to  lay  blame  at  the  door  of  any  one.  I  am  par- 
ticularly deairoui  in  this  discussion  of  avoiding  every  top* 
ic  not  legitimately  connected  with  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration. If  the  Massachusetts  committee,  or  the  Sen- 
ator, had  been  a  little  more  explicit  in  the  allusion  to 
what  is  called  an  *<  ignominious  surrender  of  territory, 
for  some  cause,  or  to  answer  some  purposes,"  and  fixed 
the  imputation  where  it  belongs,  if  it  belongs  anywhere, 
I  should  have  spared  myself  these  remarks. 

I  have  read  the  extract  for  one  other  purpose,  more 
apposite  to  the  question  under  consideration.  It  was  to 
show  tliat  Maine  was  not  alone  in  considering  this  ques- 
tion of  boundary,  as  it  is  called — more  properly  a  ques- 
tion of  title  and  territory — as  one  which,  in  its  present 
aspect,  is  justly  calculated  to  produce  "serious  and  anx- 
ious reflection."  He  alone,  whose  prophecy  is  know- 
ledge, and  who  controls  the  destinies  of  nations,  can  tell 
in  what  that  controversy  will  end.  The  country  in  dis- 
pute embraces  about  one-third  of  the  State.  It  is  equal 
m  extent  to  the  two  States  of  Massachusetts  and  Rhode 
Island.  It  is  valuable  for  its  deep  forests  of  timber,  as  well 
as  for  its  soil,  and  the  numerous  streams  which  intersect 
it.  It  is  capable  of  sustaining  a  million  of  inhabitants. 
Our  title  to  it  is  as  clear  as  language  can  make  it.  And 
the  British  Government  urge  their  claim  to  it  with  an 
earnestness  and  pertinacity  equal  to  the  clearness  of  our 
title.  Shall  it  be  submissively  yielded  to  her^  Sir,  it 
would  be  a  disgraceful  surrender  of  a  clear  and  manifest 
right. 

How,  then.  Is  the  matter  to  be  settled?  Negotiation 
has  been  tried  thus  far  in  vain.  There  is  little  prospect 
of  its  being  more  successful  in  future.  And  how  soon 
the  time  will  come  when  the  honor  and  rights  of  the  na- 
tion shall  imperiously  require  a  resort  to  measures  of  a 
more  determinate  and  decisive  character;  I  will  not  pre- 
dict. I  have  reason  to  believe  that  this  controversy  is  re- 
garded by  the  Executive  with  anxiety  and  concern, 
&om  a  sincere  desire  to  preserve  the  friendly  relations 
between  the  two  nations;  at  the  same  time,  resolved  not 
to  compromit  the  just  riglits  of  Maine,  and  of  the  Union, 
to  the  tract  of  country  in  question. 

Now,  sir,  to  what  extent  future  negotiations  would  be 
influenced  by  plaoing  the  maritime  frontier  of  that  State 
in  a  condition  of  security,  is  a  question  worthy  of  consid- 
eration. Great  Britain  considers  the  possession  of  this 
territory  uf  great  importance,  as  well  from  its  intrinsic 
value  as  from  its  location.  A  large  portion  of  it,  as  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  remarked,  is  covered  with 
a  thick  g^wth  of  white  pine.  Much  of  that  valuable 
timber,  and  of  the  timber  spruce,  nearly  as  valuable — ^for 
some  purposes  more  so — still  remains  within  the  undis- 
puted boundaries  of  the  State.  But  that  is  rapidly  dis- 
appearing before  the  axe  of  the  lumberman.  Many  have 
estimated  that  on  the  Penobscot  waters  alone,  between 
SOO  and  400  millions  of  feet  of  lumber  are  cut  and  saw- 
ed annually.  Proportionate  quantities  are  cut  on  sev- 
eral other  of  the  rivers  in  .Maine;  and  the  business  is  in- 
creasing rapidly,  and  the  prices  and  value  still  more  rap- 
idly, from  the  increasing  demand  of  the  country.  Does 
not  Great  Britain  perceive  that  the  time  will  soon  come 
when  that  forest  of  timber,  which  she  is  endeavoring  to 
a{2propriate  to  her  own  use,  will  be  the  only  resource 
\t\\  of  that  valuable  species  of  lumber,  for  all  New  Eng- 
land, New  York,  and  the  Middle  States,  to  a  considera- 
ble extent,  and  for  the  South  to  some  extent  also?  1 
speak  of  this  peculiar  and  valuable  kind  of  lumber,  which 
is  found  in  no  great  quantity  anywhere  else  in  the  Uni- 
ted States,  readily  accessible  from  the  ocean.  I  say,  sir, 
does  not  Great  Britain  perceive  this,  and  is  not  her  anx- 
iety to  hold  that  territory  greatly  increased  by  a  desire 


to  monopolize  so  valuable  an  article  of  commerce?  And 
I  a«tk,  air,  will  she  recede  from  the  position  she  has  as- 
sumed in  relation  to  it,  so  long  as  she  sees  the  whole 
maritime  frontier  of  Maine,  with  all  her  shipping,  her 
commerce,  her  towns  and  cities,  naked  and  exposed? 
Will  she  feel  any  apprehension  from  us,  while  we  our<* 
selves  are  so  defenceless?  Will  she  fear  to  receive, 
while  she  can  so  readily  give  blows?  Let  roe  tell  you» 
sir,  that  controversy  can  never  be  settled  in  a  manner  con* 
sistent  with  our  honor  and  our  rights,  until  the  maritime 
frontier  of  Maine  shall  be  put  in  a  state  of  security.  Its 
present  defenceless  and  exposed  condition  is  an  encour- 
agement— an  invitation  to  Great  Britain  to  hold  out  in 
her  preposterous  claim.  But  I  will  not  detain-the  Sen- ' 
ate  in  presenting  this  matter  in  the  variety  of  aspects  in 
which  it  exhibits  itself  to  my  mind.  If  you  would  se* 
cure  that  important  part  of  our  domain  by  peaceable 
measures,  place  the  State  in  such  a  condition  that 
Great  Britain  shall  not  find  in  our  very  defencelessness 
a  lure  to  a  war  of  conquest  and  acquisition.  Let  her  at 
least. not  see  us  in  such  a  condition,  that  we  m&y  be  sup- 
f.oied  unwilling  to  hazard  a  vindication  of  our  rights. 
With  the  panoply  of  defence  thrown  over  us,  we  rotgpht 
reasonably  hope  that  a  negotiation  to  long  protracted 
would  at  last  terminate  in  the  successful  establishroent  of 
our  just  territorial  and  jurisdictional  limits.  We  might 
hope  to  avoid  a  war,  which  otherwise  may  sooner  or  la- 
ter be  inevitable.  - 

Let  no  man  attempt  to  reconcile  himself  to  the  idea  of 
abandoning  that  country  on  the  ground  of  its  trifling  value. 
I  will  not  stop  to  estimate  iU  value  as  matter  of  property. 
It  is  sufficient  that  it  is  a  portion  of  the  United  8Utes-a 
large  part  of  one  of  the  sovereign  States  of  this  Union  j  and 
to  surrender  our  riglU  to  it  on  the  extraordinary  claim  and 
demand  of  Great  Britain,  would  be  an  ignominious  act 
of  national  degradation,  as  much  so  as  would  be  the  sur- 
render of  the  District  of  Columbia.  Twenty  years  ago, 
instead  of  claiming  title  in  herself,  she  was  seeking  to 
to  acquire  from  us  a  right  of  way — a  communication 
through  this  territory  from  New  Brunswick  to  Quebec. 
After  diplomacy  had  put  her  spectacles  on,  after  the 
treaty  of  Ghent,  she  began  to  view  the  matter  in  a  differ- 
ent light;  and  now,  instead  of  negotiating  for  a  right  of 
way  she  is  claiming  full  right  and  title  in  herself, 
and  even  denying  us^a  right  of  way  to  the  St.  John's,  and 
upon  its  waters  to  the  ocean ! 

Some  of  the  consequences  resulting  from  the  condition 
in  which  that  country  is  now  placed,  are  the  subjection 
of  American  citizens  to  the  vexatious  dominion  of  a  fori- 
cign  Power,  the  destruction  and  waste  of  timber,  delay- 
ing the  settlement  and  agricultural  improvement  of  a  fer- 
tile portion  of  our  territory,  and  imposing  restraints  up- 
on the  extension  of  public  and  private  enterprise. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  obligation  iind  the  re- 
medy are  with  this  Government.  What  can  Maine  do? 
Your  constitution,  to  which  no  State  is  more  faithful, 
tells  her  she  has  no  right  to  make  war.  She  can  enter 
into  no  negotiation,  make  no  treaty,  levy  no  impost  du- 
ties. She  has  yielded  up  most  of  the  means  and  the 
power  of  vindicating  her  rights  against  foreign  nations, 
in  exchange  for  the  national  guaranty  of  protection. 
And  you  have  admonished  her  that  she  should  be  careful 
not  to  embroil  the  two  countries  in  war  by  her  impru- 
dence. She  has  been  told  that  negotiations  of  some  sort 
were  going  on,  that  diplomacy  was  at  work,  and  that 
her  rights  should  be  secured  to  her;  that  you  had  diffi- 
culties with  other  Powers  to  settle,  and  that  it  was  not 
politic  or  prudent  to  engage  in  too  many  controversies 
at  the  same  time.  Well,  sir,  all  this  we  thought  very 
reasonable;  and  we  have  waited  till  all  other  contrdver- 
sies  have  been  settled.  We  have  remained  quiet,  and, 
from  a  sincere  desire  to  avoid  every  act  which  should 
tend  to  disturb  the  friendly  relations  between  the  two 
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countries,  we  bsve  aflTorded  many  practical  examples  of 
the  virtue  of  forbearance,  while  our  neighbors  have 
advanced  and  moved  back  our  landmarks.  But,  sir, 
here  we  stop. 

This  matter  demands  the  serious  attention  of  this  Gov- 
ernment. If  neglected  now,  it  may,  at  no  distant  day, 
involve  a  question  of  the  most  serious  import.  I  know 
that  whatever  can  be  done  to  secure  our  rights  by  nego- 
tiation, will  be  done.  All  peaceable  measures  will  be 
first  tried.  All  the  influence  of  a  just,  temperate,  and 
wise  policy,  will  be  brought  in  aid  of  a  firm  and  resolute 
assertion  of  the  rights  and  honor  of  the  nation.  But  with- 
out a  preparation  for  enforcing  and  vindicating  them,  I 
have  too  much  reason  to  apprehend  that  negotiation  will 
be  fruitless.  That  argument  with  nations  is  often  most 
convincing,  which  has  something  besides  diplomatic  lo- 
gic to  support  it. 

I  make  no  unavailing  complaints  about  the  past.  I 
take  the  question  as  I  find  it.  And  how  is  that?  Why, 
sir,  a  considerable  portion  of  one  of  the  sovereign  States 
of  this  Union  is  subjected  to  the  dominion  of  a  foreign 
Power;  and  all  the  other  States,  save  one,  seem  to  look 
quietly  on,  wholly  unconcerned  so  long  as  their  territory 
remains  undisturbed!  Is  it  not  so?  Hitherto,  the  con- 
stitution has  afforded  us  no  practical  guaranty  either  for 
the  defence  of  our  seaboard  or  the  integrity  of  our  ter- 
ritory, if  such  is  to  be  its  practical  exposition  in  future, 
I  would  be  quite  willing  to  exchange  it  for  the  old  arti- 
cles of  confederation,  as  loosely  and  feebly  as  they  held 
the  States  of  this  Union  together. 

Sir,  Maine  is  not  disposed  toclaim  more  than  justly  be- 
longs to  her,  nor  to  assume  any  attitude  unbecoming  the 
dignity  of  political  sovereignty.  She  has  not  been,  she 
will  not  be,  unreasonable  m  her  claims.  She  asks  only 
those  rights  which  the  national  compact  secures  to  her 
in  common  with  all  the  other  States.  In  urging  them 
with  energy  and  firmness,  she  will  not  lose  sight  of  what 
is  due  to  her  own  character,  nor  what  is  due  to  the  char- 
acter of  this  Government.  She  has  the  highest  confi- 
dence  that  nothing  will  be  lef\  undone  to  secure  her 
rights,  which  the  constitution  has  placed  in  the  power  of 
the  executive  department  of  the  Government  to  do.  She 
now  asks  that  Congress  will  place  her  on  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  the  other  States,  in  respect  to  frontier  de- 
fences, having  regard  to  her  local  position  and  the 
high  interests  she  has  at  stake. 

Instead  of  the  amount  appropriated  by  the  bill  for  the 
defences  of  Maine  being  greater  than  her  condition  re- 
quires, in  my  apprehension  it  falls  far  short  of  it.  But 
three  positions  are  provided  for.  In  reference  to  the 
important  considerations  to  which  I  have  adverted,  lean- 
not  but  believe  that  a  prudent  forecast  would  lead  to  the 
immediate  commencement  of  fortifications  at  other 
pointa  for  which  no  appropriations  are  made.  If  we 
should  be  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  engaged  in  another 
war  with  England,  which  no  State  has  so  much  reason 
to  deprecate  as  Maine,  her  borders  and  her  coast  would 
be  the  first,  if  not  the  principal,  scene  of  conflict.  Pro- 
vide her,  then,  with  armor.  She  is  young,  but  robust 
and  athletic.  Give  her  but  her  helmet  and  shield, 
and  in  peace  or  war  she  will  do  you  no  dishonor.  The 
mouth  of  every  river  should  be  guarded.  Every  town 
on  our  seaboard,  of  sufficient  importance  to  excite  the 
cupidity  of  an  enemy,  should  be  provided  with  some 
suitable  work  of  defence.  I  do  not  ask  great  and  extrav- 
agant expenditures.  We  want  no  such  expensive  fortress- 
es as  the  South  •*  fought  up"  for  her  defence.  We  want 
none  covering  sixty  or  seventy  acres.  We  want  no  Mon« 
roe  fortresses;  no  Rip  Rap  defences.  We  ask  only  such  as 
are  suited  to  the  positions  they  may  occupy;  suited  to 
the  objects  to  be  defended,  to  the  inducements  an  ene- 
my would  have  to  make  an  attack.  The  repulsive, 
should  always  be  proportioned  to  the  attractive  power. 


The  position  at  the  mouth  of  the  St.  Croix  is  becom- 
ing one  of  great  importance.  Calais,  situated  at  the 
head  of  navigation,  some  thirty  miles  above  Eastport, 
which  in  1830  contained  but  one  thousand  six  hundred 
and  eighty-six  inhabitants,  is  now  estimated  to  contain 
upwards  of  four  thousand.  The  commerce  carried  on 
from  those  waters  is  very  considerable,  and  is  rapidly 
increasing.  The  returns  for  1834  show  that  the  foreign 
vessels  which  entered  and  cleared  at  Eastport,  in  that 
year,  amounted  to  nearly  ninety-eight  thousand  tons. 
This  was  nearly  equal  to  the  entry,  and  exceeded  the 
clearances  of  foreign  vessels,  at  New  York;  and  very 
far  exceeded  those  of  any  other  commercial  place  in  the 
Union.  It  was  greatly  disproportioned,  however,  to  the 
clearances  of  American  vessels.  The  harbor  of  St.  An- 
drew's, where  an  enemy's  fleet  could  rendezvous,  lies 
on  the  opposite  side  of  these  waters,  and  is  within  stri- 
king distanceof  Eastport  and  other  places  on  the  river. 
This  important  and  exposed  position  has  received  much 
less  consideration  than  it  is  entitled  to;  and  I  hope  the 
attention  of  the  proper  department  will  be  called  to  it, 
and  that  all  necessary  examination  and  surveys,  prepara- 
tory to  the  construction  of  suitable  works  of  defence, 
may  be  speedily  made. 

It  appears  to  be  understood,  that,  because  the  posi- 
tions at  the  Kennebec  and  Penobscot  rivers  are  named  in 
the  third  class  in  the  classification  made  by  the  board  of 
engineera  in  their  report  of  1821,  they  are  therefore  to 
be  considered  third  rate  positions  in  point  of  importance. 
Whatever  was  the  object  of  so  classing  them  in  1821,  it 
ought  not  to  be  overlooked  that,  by  the  able  report  of 
the  same  board  in  1826,  those  positions  are  placed  in 
the  second  class;  and  by  a  recent  report  of  the  board 
just  communicated  to  the  Senate,  they  are  embraced  in 
the  first  class.  Those  formerly  considered  as  entitled 
to  the  earliest  attention,  have  already  been  provided 
with  works  of  defence.  And  those  which,  in  1826,  were 
regarded  in  the  second  class,  now  become  the  first  class 
of  positions  remaining  to  be  fortified.  The  work  has 
been  going  on.  The  system  of  public  defences  has  been 
adopted  and  pursued,  sometimes  with  more,  and  some* 
times  with  less,  energy  and  zeal.  The  South  has  had  the 
benefit  of  appropriations  for  the  fortification  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi, Mobile  bay,  Pensacola,  Savannah,  Charleston, 
and  other  places.  So  far  as  regards  that  section  of  the 
Union,  the  system  has  been  carried  into  execution,  and 
the  vote  of  the  North  has  never  been  wanting  on  any 
question  of  appropriation  for  that  purpose.  But  when, 
in  her  turn,  the  North  claims  her  share  in  this  matter, 
the  South — no,  sir,  not  the  whole  South,  I  trust,  but 
South  Carolina — rises  up  against  it.  She  **  fought  it  up*' 
for  her  benefit,  and  now  would  fight  it  down  for — nobo- 
dy's benefit.  South  Carolina,  with  her  one  or  two  ports 
of  entry,  has  received  the  benefit  of  appropriations  for 
this  purpose  to  the  amount  of  nearly  a  million  of  dollars. 
Maine,  with  her  twelve  ports  of  entry  and  forty 
ports  of  discharge  and  delivery,  has  not  had  a  single  dol- 
lar expended  under  (he  new  system  on  any  permanent 
work  of  defence.  The  State  of  South  Carolina,  which 
builds  but  640  tons  of  shipping,  and  owns  but  14,000 
tons,  has,  in  regard  to  the  defence  of  her  one  or  two  har- 
bors, received  the  first  and  earliest  attention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment; while  Maine,  which  builds  more  than  50,000 
tons  of  shipping,  and  own8'225,000,  has  been  postponed 
and  passed  over!  and  this,  too,  by  a  Government  acting 
under  a  constitution  which  imposes  upon  it  the  obliga- 
tion of  providing  for  the  common  defence  of  the  whole 
country,  and  the  general  welfare  and  protection  of  all 
its  parts. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  intended  nothing  invidious  in 
the  reference  I  have  felt  myself  called  upon  to  make  to 
the  comparative  claims  of  the  South  and  the  North.  I 
regret  that  occasion  has  been  given  to  present  the  dif- 
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ferent  sections  of  the  country  m  comparison  or  contrast. 
I  have  done  so,  but  in  answer  to  the  disparagement  of- 
fered to  the  right  of  the  State  I  represent  here  to 
be  embraced  in  the  plan  of  common  defence  proposed 
by  the  bill.  1  would  never  volunteer,  on  any  subject, 
in  a  gratuitous  argument  founded  in  sectional  interests 
and  distinctions.  Such  considerations  ought  never  to 
control  the  legislative  action  of  Congress,  nor  in  any 
manner  characterize  its  deliberations.  The  States  of 
this  Union  constitute  one  great  political  family,  all  the 
members  of  which  have  a  common  interest,  and  should 
act  from  a  common  impulse.  The  different  pails  of  the 
country  they  embrace  seem  designed  by  the  God  of  na- 
ture for  mutual  dependence  and  a  community  of  inter- 
ests. Their  very  variety  of  climate,  the  diversity  of 
productions  to  which  they  are  adapted,  and  all  the  op- 
posites  and  apposites  which  are  presented  in  the  different 
sections  of  our  widely  extended  country,  serve  but  to 
give  them  an  adhering  affinity,  and  bmd  them  more 
closely  together. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  EWING  of  Ohio, 
WAI.KER,  and  PRESTON, 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  to  amend  the  pending  amend- 
ment by  making  it  read  as  follows:  *<  for  fortifications  at 

Penobscot  bay,  the  sum  of dollars  annually  for 

two  years;"  which  motion  was  accepted  by  Mr.  Bew- 
Toir  as  a  modification  of  his  amendment. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  suggested  that  the  question  on  this 
amendment  had  better  be  taken  when  the  Senate  was 
full;  and,  as  it  was  late  in  the  day,  he  thought  that  they 
had  better  adjourn. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Fbidat,  Mat  20. 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  CALHOUN,  from  the  committee  of  conference 
appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to  confer  with  a 
committee  of  the  Mouse  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  as  to  the  Senate's  amendment  to  the  bill 
authorizing  the  President  to  accept  the  services  of  ten 
thousand  volunteers  for  the  defence  of  the  western  fron- 
tiers, reported  that  the  committees  of  the  two  Houses 
had  had  a  meeting,  but  that  they  liad  not  been  able  to 
effect  the  objects  for  which  they  were  appointed,  having 
sat  the  whole  day  without  coming  to  any  agreement 
whatever. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  (from  the  same  committee,) 
observed  that  it  was  true  that  they  had  come  to  no 
agreement  on  the  point  at  issue  between  the  two  Houses, 
inasmuch  as  some  gentlemen  seemed  to  think  that  they 
had  the  whole  bill  under  consideration,  and  that  they 
had  the  power  to  modify  it  at  pleasure.  He  hoped  that 
when  the  Senate  again  appointed  a  committee  of  confer- 
ence, they  would  appoint  gentlemen  who  would  be  will- 
ing to  confine  their  deliberations  to  the  subject  of  disa- 
greement, and  not  think  themselves  authorized  to  take 
the  range  of  the  whole  bill. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  replied  that  the  committee  did  con- 
fine themselves  to  'the  subject  of  disagreement,  until 
finding  that  there  was  no  possibility  of  coming  to  an 
agreement  on  that  point,  they  entered  into  a  more  en- 
larged discussion,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whethtr 
the  bill  could  not  be  so  framed  as  to  meet  the  concur- 
rence of  both  Houses.  His  understanding  was,  that 
when  a  committee  of  conference  came  to  a  proposition 
that  could  not  be  agreed  on,  the  whole  subject  wt^s  open 
to  them. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  recollected  exactly  the  state  of 
the  case.  The  proposition  last  made  was,  that  they 
should  extend  the  term  of  service  of  the  militia  force  of 
the  United  States  for  a  year,  instead  of  its  being  a  vol- 
unteer militia  force.  This  was  the  last  subject  of  confer- 


ence; and,  after  taking  until  half  past  live  o'clock,  the 
committee  found  that  they  could  come  to  no  agreement 
whatever. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  it  was  true  that  that  proposition 
was  made,  but  another  one  was  also  made,  and  that  was, 
that  the  President  should  receive  these  volunteers  from 
the  States  by  battalions,  regiments,  and  brigades,  offi- 
cered by  the  States.  The  committee  of  the  other  House 
was  unanimous  in  the  opinion  that  it  was  unconstitutional 
for  the  President  to  officer  this  force,  unless  it  was  made 
a  part  of  the  regular  army,  and  that  then  he  must  appoint 
the  officers  in  the  same  way  that  other  officers  of  the 
regular  army  are  appointed.  He  must  say  this  bill  had 
been  passed  under  the  pressure  of  very  extraordinary 
circumstances,  and  that,  consecjuently,  that  consideration 
was  not  given  to  it  in  this  particular  that  its -importance 
deserved.  It  had  been  called  up  by  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  under  the  apprehension  of  a  Creek  war,  and 
its  immediate  passage  was  insisted  on.  They  were  told 
that  there  were  precedents  to  sanction  it;  but,  on  exami- 
nation, he  found  that  there  was  not  one.  The  precedent 
referred  to,  was  the  volunteer  bill  of  1812,  which  was 
passed  the  very  day  preceding  the  adjournment  of  Con- 
gress. By  it,  authority  was  given  to  the  President  to 
commission  these  volunteers;  but  on  what  condition? 
Why,  on  the  condition  of  enrolment.  The  bill  provi- 
ded, that,  after  these  companies  should  be  organiz- 
ed, and  their  services  accepted,  they  should  enrol 
themselves  as  part  of  the  army;  and  then,  and  not  till 
then,  the  President  was  to  commission  them.  Now,  he 
would  ask  gentlemen  to  consider  the  difference  between 
this  bill,  which  had  been  cited  as  a  precedent,  and  the 
one  before  them.  By  the  present  bill,  they  were  to  have 
a  dormant  military  force  in  the  country,  mixed  up  with 
the  militia;  and  this  dormant  force  was  to  be  officered 
by  the  President,  to  mingle  with  our  citizens,  entirely 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  constitution.  They 
ought  to  be  cautious  how  they  established  precedents. 
They  all  remembered  the  circumstances  under  which 
this  volunteer  bill  of  1812  was  passed.  Unfortunately, 
some  of  the  New  England  Slates  held  up  their  militia, 
and  Congress  wanted  to  get  that  military  force  without 
going  to  the  Executives  of  those  States  for  them.  They 
authorized  the  President  to  accept  the  services  of  this 
militia  in  companies;  and  what  was  the  next  step?  It 
was  first  to  enrol,  and  then  commission  them.  And  what 
was  the  next  step  now?  We  get,  said  Mr.  C,  a  military 
force  mixed  up  with  the  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
not  organized  as  part  of  the  standing  army,  but  officered 
by  the  President;  thus  having,  at  the  same  time,  two 
militia  forces,  one  officered  by  the  Stales  and  the  other 
byjthe  President.  Again:  the  power  of  appointment  of 
the  subordinate  officers  was  virtually  taken  from  the 
President,  and  given  to  the  men.  He  wishtd  to  know 
the  necessity  for  this  departure  from  the  constitution. 
The  gentleman  frona  Alabama  said  that  the  mode  of  ap- 
pointment, provided  by  the  bill,  would  render  the  force 
more  effective.  Why  should  it  be  so?  Why  would  a 
force  officered  by  the  President  be  more  effective  than 
one  officered  by  the  States?  He  did  not  think  that  the 
description  of  force  contemplated  by  the  bill  could  be 
raised.  The  difficulty  would  be  in  getting  the  men  to 
enrol  themselves;  for  officers  who  were  in  the  late  war 
said  that  the  same  thing  had  been  ineflTectually  tried  then. 
There  were  but  two  ways  of  getting  men  for  a  military 
force:  the  one  was  by  volunteers  raised  on  the  spur  of 
the  occasion;  and  the  other  was  by  enlisting  men  for  the 
regular  army  from  the  dregs  of  society.  Now,  the  men 
could  not  be  raised  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  and 
the  result  would  be,  that  there  would  be  a  multitude  of 
officers  appointed  by  the  Presidcn',  and  no  men  to  be 
commanded  by  them. 
The  CHAIR  here  stated  that  the  debate  was  irregular, 
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the  message  or  the  House  on  the  subject  of  its  disagree- 
ment not  being  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama,  to  give  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  an  opportunity  of  continuing  his  speech,  moved 
to  take  up  the  message  of  the  House,  with  the  amend- 
ment.   Disagreed  to. 

The  message  of  the  House  was  then  received,  stating 
that  that  body  insisted  on  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  that  the  Sensite  also  insist  on 
its  amendment,  and  that  it  ask  for  another  committee  of 
conference. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  said,  although  the  committee 
were  very  unfortunate  in  their  conference  upon  the  dis- 
agreement between  the  two  Houses,  yet  he  still  hoped 
they  might  come  to  some  conclusion  in  a  matter  of  such 
vital  importance  as  this.  He  could  not  assent  to  the  dec- 
Liration  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Cal- 
houn] that  this  bill  was  forced  on  the  Senate  by  surprise. 
It  was  sent  from  the  other  House,  and  was  some  time 
under  discussion  before  the  Senate.  It  was  time  it  was 
acted  on  with  despatch,  as  it  ought  to  be,  for  the  bleed- 
ing citizens  of  our  frontier  demanded  it,  and  it  passed  with- 
out opposition  even  from  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Calkouit]  himself.  He  hoped  one  more  effort 
might  be  made,  so  that  we  might  have  a  force  in  the 
field  sufficient  to  meet  the  emergency. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  there  had  not  been,  nor  siiould 
there  be,  any  thing  wanting  on  his  part  to  give  a  safe, 
prompt,  and  efficient  force  for  the  protection  of  the  fron- 
tiers. If  the  gentlt-man  from  Alabama  believed  that,  for 
the  sake  of  having  an  efficient  force,  these  volunteers 
should  be  officered  by  the  President,  he  had  wholly 
overlooked  the  constitution.  He  entertained  the  delibe- 
rate opinion,  that  this  bill  was  wholly  unconstitutional, 
and  was  not  supported  by  a  sihgle  precedent.  In  reply 
to  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  he  asked,  if  it  was  not 
under  the  pressure  of  extraordinary  circumstances,  that 
this  bill  was  called  up  and  hurried  through? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  that  he  bad  been  a  member  of 
the  committee  of  conference;  and  if  a  second  committee 
should  now  be  appointed,  he  hoped  he  would  be  excus- 
ed from  serving  upon  it.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
appointment  of  the  same  committee  by  the  Senate  and 
the  House  could  result  in  any  practical  good.  They  had 
been  busdy  engaged  in  the  conference  chamber  until  a 
Ute  hour  yesterday;  and  when  they  had  separated,  they 
were  further,  if  possible,  from  agreeing,  than  when  they 
had  first  met.  Fob  his  own  part,  he  could  not  feel  the 
force  of  the  constitutional  objections  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Cal- 
Bovir.]  It  was  true  that  the  amendment  which  had  been 
proposed  by  the  Senate  to  the  bill  of  the  House  was 
somewhat  vague  and  ambiguous  in  its  terms.  He  had 
thought,  at  one  time,  during  the  conference,  that  we 
should  have  agreed  upon  an  amendment  to  the  Senate's 
amendment,  which  would  have  made  the  bill  much  more 
explicit,  and  would  have  removed  all  the  constitutional 
objections  of  the  gentleman.  When  it  came  to  the  final 
vote,  he  found  he  had  been  mistaken. 

The  amendment  proposed  in  the  committee  of  con- 
ference provided  that  none  of  the  officers  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President,  until  the  volunteers  were  actu- 
ally mustered  into  the  service  of  the  United  States. 
Until  tliat  moment,  the  companies  which  might  be  form, 
ed  would  thus  be  considered  as  mere  voluntary  associa- 
tion's under  no  pledge  whatever,  except  that  of  honor, 
to  enter  the  service  of  their  country.  When  once,  how- 
ever, this  pledge  was  redeemed— when  they  were  mus- 
tered into  the  service,  they  became  a  portion  of  the 
army  of  the  United  States  for  the  period  of  six  or  twelve 
months;  and  then  there  could  not  possibly  be  a  constitution- 
al objection  to  the  appointment  of  their  officers  by  tlie  Pre- 
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sident.  Congress  possessed  the  power  to  raise  armies  in 
any  manner  they  thought  proper.  Whether  they  obtain* 
ed  soldiers  by  individual  enlistments,  or  whether  the 
patriotic  young  men  of  the  country  chose  to  associate 
together  as  volunteers  and  come  in  masses,  we  had  an 
equal  right  to  receive  them.  The  one  mode  of  obtaining 
soldiers  was  just  as  constitutional  as  the  other. 

The  amendment  which  had  been  proposed,  whilst  it 
practically  insured  to  the  companies  the  selection  of  their 
own  company  officers,  did  not  interfere  with  the  consti- 
tutional powers  of  the  President.  The  volunteers  them- 
selves were  to  designate  such  officer!^,  and,  if  the  Presi- 
dent approved  of  such  designation,  these  officers  would 
be  appointed.  This  would  be  the  best  and  strongest 
recommendation  which  could  be  presented  to  him;  and, 
no  doubt,  he  would  always  obey  the  wishes  of  the  com- 
panies, unless  in  cases  where  powerful  and  satisfactory 
reasons  existed  to  render  it  improper. 

Until  these  volunteers  should  actually  enter  the  service, 
they  would  continue  to  be  militiamen  of  the  States, 
and  liable  to  perform  militia  duty  in  the  States.  Their 
character  would  not  be  changed.  They  would  not  con- 
stitute a  dormant  standing  army  in  the  States,  with 
officers  appointed  by  the  President,  as  had  been  urged; 
but  would  be  mere  associations,  bound  together  by  no 
law  but  that  of  honor.  Such  men  would  always  be 
ready  to  obey  the  call  of  their  country  in  case  of  neces- 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhouiv]  had 
argued  that  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  constitution  for 
the  President  to  appoint  these  officers  without  the  pre- 
vious advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Whatever 
doubt  might  have  rested  upon  this  point  at  the  organi- 
zation of  our  Government,  this  power  had  been  exercis- 
ed, over  and  over  again,  ever  since  the  adoption  of  the 
constitution,  under  all  administrations.  The  precedents 
were  numerous.  One  act  had  been  read,  which  passed 
during  the  late  war,  conferring  upon  the  President,  in 
express  terms,  the  power  of  appointing  all  the  officers 
of  the  military  force  to  be  raised  under  its  provisions, 
but  requiring  him  to  submit  these  appointments  to  the 
Senate  for  their  approbation  at  the  next  session.  The 
very  same  thing  was  proposed  to  be  done  by  this  act,  in 
regard  to  all  officers  above  the  rank  of  captain. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  was  afraid  to  trust  his  memory  in  at- 
tempting to  state  the  proceedings  of  the  committee  of 
conference.  So  much  had  been  said,  that  he  could  not, 
if  he  would,  undertake  to  report  it  all.  We  did  not 
confine  ourselves  to  the  point  of  disagreement  between 
the  two  Houses;  but  almost  every  question  relating  to 
the  military  defence  of  the  country  had  been  ably  and 
eloquently  discussed.  He  had  derived  much  informa- 
tion on  this  subject  from  the  members  of  that  committee. 
There  was  one  fact  which  he  would  mention,  and  which 
demanded  the  serious  consideration  of  the  country  at  the 
present  crisis.  A  gallant  and  distinguished  officer,  who 
was  a  member  of  the  committee,  (General  Ripley,)  had 
stated,  that,  according  to  his  recollection,  the  history  of 
our  Indian  wars  did  not  present  a  single  case  in  which  a 
volunteer  force  had  been  beaten  by  the  Indians.  Our 
disasters  in  this  kind  of  warfare  had  always  been  suffered 
by  the  regular  troops.  Our  recent  experience  was  certain- 
ly in  accordance  with  this  statement.  This  important 
fact,  however,  established  the  necessity  of  raising  volun« 
teer  corps,  in  some  form  or  other,  composed  of  our 
brave  and  hardy  youth,  accustomed  to  the  modes  of 
Indian  warfare,  and  who  were  able  and  willing  to  fight 
the  Indians,  man  to  man,  according  to  their  own  custom. 
Such  men  would  best  protect  our  citizens  from  the 
ravages  of  the  Indians,  and  would  soon  put  an  end  to 
the  Creek  war.  He  had  said  more  than  he  intended, 
as  his  chief  object  in  rising  had  been  to  request  that  he 
might  not  be  appointed  a  member  of  ihe  new  committee 
of  conference. 
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Mr.  CALHOUN  would  have  been  glad  if  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  had  stated  the  whole  of  his  objec- 
tions to  tl)is  bill.  He  did  object  to  the  President's  ap- 
pointment of  the  officers  in  the  recess;  because  he  be- 
lieved there  was  no  necessity  for  giving  him  such  pow- 
er. The  volunteer  bill  of  1812,  referred  to  as  a  pre- 
cedent, was  passed  on  the  last  day  of  the  session,  and 
there  was  therefore  no  time  to  have  tlie  appointments 
submitted  to  the  revision  of  the  Senate.  But  here  there 
was  no  such  exigency;  if  this  force  was  to  be  at  all  valu- 
able in  the  Creek  war,  they  would  certainly  sit  there 
long  enough  to  provide  for  its  constitutional  organization. 
The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  had  omitted  another  of 
his  objections.  This  bill  conferred  on  the  companies 
the  power  of  appointing  the  officers,  from  the  rank  of 
captain,  down;  and  there  was  not  the  slightest  authority 
for  this  in  the  constitution.  Remember  (said  Mr.  C) 
that  this  bill  provides  for  an  army  of  the  United  States: 
it  can  only  be  defended  on  that  ground;  and  the  bill 
conferred  on  the  companies  the  power  of  appointing 
their  own  officers,  while  the  constitution  provided  that 
they  should  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  proposition 
was  to  treat  all  the  officers,  from  captain,  down,  as  inferi- 
or officers,  and  this,  too,  in  the  regular  army;  and  to 
have  them  appointed  by  the  President,  without  the  pre- 
vious consent  of  the  Senate.  They  well  knew  how  an 
ambitious  man  would  proceed,  when  he  wanted  to  se- 
duce the  army  to  aid  his  views.  He  would  not  go  first 
to  the  general  officers;  it  would  be  the  subordinates  that 
he  would  first  practise  on;  Cromwell  like,  he  would 
take  the  corporals  to  bis  bed.  The  proposition  was, 
in  creating.this  regular  army,  to  confer  on  the  President 
the  power  of  appointing  the  officers  of  every  grade. 

A  member  of  the  committee  of  the  other  House,  who 
was  a  distinguished  officer  in  the  late  war,  told  them  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  raise  the  force  contemplated 
by  the  bill,  as  it  now  stood;  that  the  experience  of  the 
late  war  had  fully  shown  that  but  an  inconsiderable  force 
could  be  raised  in  this  way.  I'his  gentleman  was  most 
decidedly  in  favor  of  a  volunteer  force  in  the  constitu- 
tional way.  He  said  further,  that,  if  officered  by  the 
States,  a  trained  force  of  twenty  thousand  men  could  be 
got  in  a  very  short  time,  without  the  least  difficulty.  Mr. 
C.  believed  that  if  the  bill  passed  in  its  present  form, 
there  would  be  a  multitude  of  officers,  vi  ithout  men  to 
be  commanded;  and  that  if  it  passed  in  the  form  recom- 
mended by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  there  would 
be  neither  men  nor  officers:  and  this  Creek  war  would 
have  to  be  ended  without  this  volunteer  force.  He  hoped 
that  it  would  soon  pass  off;  indeed,  he  had  just  been 
informed  that  it  was  not  likely  to  prove  as  serious  as  had 
at  first  been  apprehended.  He  believed  that  a  volun- 
teer militia  ibrce  would  be  as  efficient  as  the  force  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Alabama.  Why  should  not 
ft  volunteer  militia  force,  the  officers  having  commis- 
sions in  their  pockets  signed  by  Governor  Clay  of  Ala- 
bama, Governor  Lynch  of  Mississippi,  or  Governor  Can- 
non of  Tennessee,  be  as  efficient  as  if  their  commissions 
were  signed  by  Andrew  Jackson.^  With  respect  to  him- 
self, he  was  not  ambitious  of  serving  in  this  committee  •( 
conference,  neither  had  he  any  objections  to  doing  so. 
He  held  himself  at  the  disposal  of  the  Senate,  and  was 
content  to  serve,  or  not  to  serve,  as  it  pleased. 

Mr.  PRESTON  desired  to  state  the  history  of  the  bill, 
which  was  a  proposition  to  raise  ten  thousand  volunteers; 
and  the  4th  section  provided  the  manner  in  which  they 
should  form  themselves  into  battalions,  regiments,  bri- 
gades, and  divisions,  out  of  which  had  arisen  the  diffi- 
culty In  relation  to  the  officering  of  them.  It  was  yielded 
that  they  were  not  the  militia,  and,  as  his  colleague,  had 
correctly  stated,  they  turned  out  to  be  somewhere  be- 
tween the  militia  and  regulars.    Informing  a  battalion  or 


regiment,  if  one  company  belonged  to  one  State,  and 
the  other  companies  necessary  to  form  it  belonged  to 
another  State,  how  were  the  commanding  officers  of 
such  battalion  or  regiment  to  be  chosen?  If  chosen  by 
the  States,  which  State  should  have  the  appointment  of 
them?  Here  was  a  difficulty  that  presented  itself  in  re- 
gard to  appointments  by  States;  to  obviate  which,  it 
was  necessary  that  something  should  be  done;  and  in 
the  discussion  in  the  Senate,  they  decided  that  the  vol- 
unteers should  not  be  officered  by  the  States,  and  the 
bill  was  accordingly  recommitted  to  the  committee  with 
instructions;  and,  in  obedience  to  the  instructions  given 
by  the  Senate,  the  committee  reported  the  bill.  The 
constitutional  question  which  had  been  raised  in  regard 
to  the  power  of  appointment  by  the  President,  vanished 
the  moment  it  was  decided  that  the  volunteers  were  not 
miliiia.  He  cited  the  act  of  July,  1812,  as  a  precedent 
for  this  bill.  But  his  colleague  had  drawn  a  distinction 
between  that  act,  and  this  bill,  and  spoke  of  a  force  ly- 
ing inert  and  scattered  over  the  country,  and  not  under 
the  control  of  the  States,  but  subject  to  the  call  of  the 
President.  With  all  proper  deference  to  the  opinion  of 
his  colleague,  he  thought  he  had  not  construed  this  act 
correctly.  By  the  act  of  6lh  February,  1812,  the  Pres- 
ident was  authorized  to  receive  50,000  volunteers  in 
companies,  battalions,  regiments,  and  divisions,  who 
were  liable  to  be  called  into  service,  by  the  terms  of  that 
act,  within  two  years  from  the  time  the  President  ac- 
cepted their  services.  And  where,  he  asked,  were 
these  battalions  and  divisions  during  this  time?  They 
were  lying  inert,  and  scattered  over  the  country,  organ- 
ized and  officered  for  the  service  of  the  country,  when- 
ever the  President  called  them  into  service;  and  in  the 
mean  time  were  not  subject  to  militia  duty.  And  so  it 
was  in  the  other  case:  they  would  be  inert  for  two  years, 
from  a  corporal,  up.  The  enrolment  was  not  to  take 
place  after  they  were  brpught  into  actual  service,  but 
when  organized,  to  tender  their  services. 

Although  the  President  might  issue  commissions,  be 
did  not  do  it  until  they  were  enrolled  for  actual  service, 
and  subject  to  the  articles  of  war.  Re  was  authorized 
to  form  them  into  battalions,  regiments,  brigades,  and 
divisions.  Mr.  P.  cited  the  language  of  the  act,  to 
show  that  they  belonged  to,  and  were  entitled  to  the 
privileges  of,  the  mass  of  the  people,  until  called  into 
actual  service.  A  portion  of  that  organization  must  ne- 
cessarily, he  said,  be  by  the  appointment  of  officers. 
Taking  it  for  granted  that  this  species  of  force  was  de- 
sirable, the  committtee  were  not.'willing,  on  the  grounds 
of  expediency,  to  endow  it  with  all  the  constitutional 
powers  of  the  militia.  From  1807  to  1814,  this  species 
of  force  was  frequently  appealed  to  in  our  difficulties 
with  Great  Britain.  The  act  of  the  3d  Julf ,  1812,  pass- 
ed about  a  week  before  the  other  act  referred  to;  the 
old  republican  party  who  voted  for  the  war  voting  for 
it,  and  the  federal  party,  who,  voting  against  all  the  war 
measures,  of  course  voted  against  it.  In  the  ordinary 
course  of  militia  organization,  the  companies,  battalions, 
regiments,  brigades,  and  divisions,  were  alt  officered 
complete  under  the  laws  of  the  States;  and  in  his  State 
(South  Carolina)  they  had  recently  taken  some  pains  in 
their  organization.  But  who  was  to  command  this  force?. 
Could  the  Governor  call  out  one  of  these  brigadiers  to 
take  Command  of  a  force  raised  partly  out  of  his  bri- 
gade, and  partly  out  of  other  brigades?  He  could  not 
doit;  and,  without  calling  on  the  State  Legislatures,  their 
system  could  not  be  altered.  Fur  one,  he  would  make 
no  invidious  distinction  between  a  commission  signed  by 
George  McDuffie  and  one  signed  by  Andrew  Jackson. 
But  if  80  or  100  men  went  beyond  the  boundary  of  the 
States,  he  would  prefer  their  officers  being  appointed 
by  the  President. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  he  could  not  now  but  hope,  after 
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havinjif  heard  the  observations  of  the  Senator  from  South 
CaroIiHa,  [Mr.  Calhouk,]  that  a  committee  of  conference 
might  yet  agree  upon  some  compromise  which  would  be 
acceptable  to  both  Houses.  He  now  believed,  from  what 
he  had  just  heard  from  several  members  of  the  other 
House,  that  another  committee  ought  to  be  appointed. 
The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  had  not,  he  believed, 
denied  any  of  the  positions  which  he  had  stated.  They 
did  not  materially  differ  as  to  their  constitutional  views 
on  this  subject.  His  (Mr.  B^s)  positions  were  these: 
that  any  number  of  individuals  within  the  States  might 
associate  together,  either  in  companies,  battalions,  or 
divisions,  for  the  purpose  of  entering  the  army  of  the 
United  States,  for  six  or  for  twelve  months,  upon  any 
contingency  which  might  render  their  services  necessary; 
that  these  associations  would  be  voluntary,  and  not  com- 
pulsory {  and  would  be  held  together  by  no  tie  but  that 
sense  of  honor  which  binds  a  man  to  enter  the  service 
of  his  country,  after  he  has  declared,  in  the  presence  oi 
the  world,  that  such  was  his  determination;  and  that 
these  volunteers,  af\er  having  arrived  at  the  place  of 
rendezvous,  and  af^er  having  been  mustered  into  service, 
but  not  before,  became  a  part  uf  the  regular  army  of  the 
UnitedStates)  and  the  President  could  then,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  appoint  their  offi- 
cers. At  one  period  of  the  conference,  he  bad  believed 
that  the  committee  would  arrive  at  these  conclusions. 

One  of  the  objections  of  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina was,  that  the  appointment  of  the  captains  of  compa- 
nies and  other  inferior  officers  ought,  like  that  of  the 
superior  officers,  to  be  submitted  to  the  Senate.  Mr. 
B.  had  been  perfectly  willing,  and  was  still  willing,  to 
adopt  this  modification.  He  could  not,  however,  agree, 
nor  did  he  understand  the  gentleman  now  to  insist  upon 
it,  that  these  offices  could  not  be  filled  without  the  pre- 
vious advice  of  the  Senate.  Such  a  provision  would  ren- 
der the  law  perfectly  nugatory.  We  might  not,  and 
probably  would  not,  be  in  session  when  these  appoint- 
ments must  be  made.  The  same  necessity  which  the 
? gentleman  alleges  to  have  existed  during  the  late  war, 
or  authorizing  the  President  to  make  appointments  du- 
ring the  recess  of  the  Senate,  will  exist  in  regard  to  the 
appointments  to  be  made  under  this  act.  Besides,  what- 
ever might  be  our  opinion  in  regard  to  the  power  of  the 
President,  if  the  question  were  now,  for  the  first  time, 
submitted  to  us.  Congress  have  so  often  authorized  him 
to  make  appointments  during  the  recess,  to  be  submit- 
ted to  the  Senate  at  its  next  session,  that  this  constitu- 
tional question  must  be  considered  as  settled. 

As  to  the  act  of  1813,  which  had  just  been  cited  by 
the  other  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Prestoh,] 
he  thought  it  went  top  far.  He  would  not  say  that  it 
was  unconstitutional,  because  he  had  not  examined  the 
subject  sufficiently  to  express  a  positive  opinion.  This 
he  would  say,  however,  that  it  did  authorize  the  exist 
enceof  a  dormant  military  force  within  the  several  States, 
commanded  by  officers  appointed  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  liable  to  be  called  into  service  at 
any  moment  he  might  think  proper.  The  individuals 
composing  this  force  were  exempted  from  militia  duty 
within  the  States.  Upon  the  principles  contained  in  this 
act,  the  militia  of  the  several  States  might  be  subverted, 
and  a  national  militia,  under  the  command  of  national 
officers,  might  be  substituted  in  its  stead.  This  would 
certainly  be  at  war  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution, 
which  reserves  to  the  States  respectively  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  officers  of  the  militia,  and  the  authority  of 
training  them  according  to  the  discipline  prescribed  by 
Congress.  The  militia  emphatically  belongs  to  the 
States,  and  not  to  the  general  Government;  and  it  might 
be  very  dangerous  for  the  States  to  surrender  their  con- 
trol over  this  force  into  the  hands  of  Congress. 

Under  the  act  cited  by  the  gentleman,  a  portion  of  the 


militia  was  taken  from  the  control  of  the  States,  and  re- 
lieved from  the  performance  uf  militia  duty,  whilst  they 
remained  in  the  heart  of  the  country,  mixed  up  with  the 
other  citizens.  This  did  seem  to  him  to  interfere  with 
the  power  of  the  States  over  their  militia,  contrary  to  the 
provisions  of  the  constitution.  But  these  objections  did 
not  apply  to  the  bill  before  them,  nor  to  the  amendment 
he  had  suggested.  They  had  drawn  a  broad  line  of 
separation  between  the  force  to  be  raised  and  the  mili- 
tia of  the  States.  What  they  proposed  was,  that  these 
volunteers  should  associate  themselves  together  for  the 
purpose  of  offering  their  services  to  their  country,  and 
that,  when  they  arrived  at  their  places  of  rendezvous, 
they  should  enrol  themselves,  and  be  mustered  into  ser- 
vice as  a  part  of  the  regular  army;  but,  until  then,  that 
they  should  remain  as  they  were,  citizens  of  the  several 
States,  liable  to  the  performance  of  the  militia  duty  of  the 
States.  With  these  views,  he  was  confident  that  a  new 
committee  of  conference  might  come  to  such  an  agree- 
ment as  would  be  acceptable  to  both  Houses,  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  one  would  be  appointed.  He  was 
almost  ashamed  to  say  that  he  had  never  acquainted 
himself  sufficiently  with  the  rules  which  governed  the 
proceedings  of  a  committee  of  conference.  His  com- 
mon sen!»e,  however,  had  taught  him  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  such  a  committee  to  confine  itself  to  the  point 
of  disagreement  between  the  two  Houses;  but  he  had 
been  informed  by  gentlemen  of  great  experience  that 
the  whole  subject  of  the  bill  was  open  to  them.  Acting 
upon  this  principle,  they  had  got  into  a  general  discus- 
sion as  to  the  relative  value  of  volunteer  and  regular,  as 
well  as  common  militia  forces.  He  believed  now  that 
a  committee  of  conference  might  do  some  good,  and  that, 
by  steering  clear  of  the  constitutional  scruples  of  gen- 
tlemen, they  might  agree  on  some  amendments  that 
would  render  the  bill  acceptable  to  both  Houses,  and 
thus  enable  them  speedily  to  adopt  a  measure  so  urgent- 
ly demanded  for  the  protection  of  the  suffering  inhabit- 
ants of  the  frontiers. 

Mr.  B.  said,  as  he  should  not  be  a  member  of  the 
new  committee  of  conference,  he  would  read  the 
amendment  which  had  been  so  much  discussed  in  the 
old  committee. 

*<  Be  it  enacted.  That  the  said  voltmteers  shall  form 
themselves  into  companies,  and  designate  their  company 
officers,  who,  if  he  approve  of  such  designations,  shall 
be  commissioned  by  the  President,  after  they  shall  have 
been  mustered  into  service;  and  that  the  President  be,  and 
hereby  is,  authorized  to  organize  the  volunteers  so  must- 
ered into  service,  as  aforesaid,  into  battalions,  squadron^ 
regiments,  brigades,  and  divisions,  as  soon  as  the  number 
of  volunteers  shall  render  such  organization,  in  his  judg- 
ment, expedient;  and  shall  then  appoint  the  necessary 
officers;  which  appointment  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Senate  at  its  next  session." 

Mr.  LEIGH  said  the  bill,  as  it  came  from  the  other 
House,  provided  that  the  President  be  authorized  to  ac- 
cept the  service  of  ten  thousand  volunteers;  and  the  com.- 
mittce  finding  no  provision  for  appointing  field  and  staff 
officers,  provided  that  the  President  should  appoint 
them.  In  most  of  the  States  there  were  corps  of  men 
called  volunteers;  and  what  struck  him  was,  that  it  was 
these  volunteer  companies  that  were  excepted,  and  that 
the  first  provision  required  that  the  companies  should  be 
officered  by  the  States.  But  the  greatest  difficulty  that 
struck  him  was,  that  when  companies  were  some  from  one 
State,  and  some  from  another,  in  forming  the  battalions, 
who  was  to  appoint  the  officers  of  such  battalions?  And 
so  in  the  case  of  regiments,  brigades,  and  divisions.  He 
contended  that  the  only  mark  of  distinction  between  vol- 
unteers and  regulars  was,  that  one  received  the  bounty, 
and  the  other  did  not.  As  to  the  character  of  the  force, 
the  length  of  the  term  of  service  was  of  no  consequence. 
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;t  was  a  voluntary  enlistment  in  both  cases — Ihe  one  with, 
and  the  other  without,  the  bounty;  and  they  ought  to 
be  commissioned  in  the  same  way  as  the  commissions 
were  issued  for  the  regular  army.  But  the  greatest  dif- 
ficulty, in  his  mind,  was  in  taking  a  body  of  men  out  of 
the  militia,  and  keeping  them  subject  to  the  control 
of  the  President. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  the  first  proposition  to  be  con- 
sidered was,  that  the  militia  belonged  to  the  States,  who 
had  the  exclusive  right  to  organize  and  train  them«  ther^ 
was  no  other  militia  known  to  the  constitution.  The 
militia,  therefore,  was  the  militia  of  the  States,  there  be- 
ing no  such  thing  as  a  national  militia  known  to  the  con- 
stitution. If  they  were  to  say  that  there  should  be  men 
enrolled  and  officered  by  the  Government,  liable  to  be 
culled  into  service  at  its  pleasure,  that  would  be  a  na- 
tional militia,  which  he  supposed  no  gentleman  contem- 
plated. By  the  constitution,  they  might  raise  an  army, 
and,  on  a  sudden  emergency,  call  on  the  States  to  furnish 
military  aid  by  their  militia.  In  the  first  ten  years  of 
the  Government,  a  law  was  passed  under  their  difficulties 
with  France,  authorizing  the  President,  should  circum- 
stances render  it  necessary,  to  raise  a  provisional  force; 
and  the  act  went  on  to  provide  that,  when  raised  and  or- 
ganized, this  force  should  be  subject  to  the  rales  and  ar- 
ticles of  war.  There  might  then  be  a  provisional  army, 
as  well  as  a  regular  army.  He  had  no  idea  that  any  man 
could  be  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States,  but 
in  one  or  the  other  of  the  two  characters — a  member  of 
the  regular  army,  or  a  militiaman,  called  into  service  in 
the  constitutional  way.  He  would  be  the  last  man  to 
agree  that  there  should  be  an  organized,  unemployed 
force  scattered  through  the  country,  liable  to  be  called 
into  service  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Executive;  but  for  a 
short  service  it  seemed  to  him  that  they  might  accom- 
plish  the  object  by  providing  that  the  men  should  have 
the  privilege  of  electing  their  own  officers,  such  elec- 
tions to  be  approved  of  and  confirmed  by  the  President. 
It  was  with  these  views,  and  to  render  it  more  in  con- 
formity to  the  general  ideas  of  a  volunteer  force,  that  he 
had  made  this  suggestion  when  the  bill  was  before  them 
a  few  days  ago.  He  bad  simply  made  the  proposition, 
leaving  it  to  wiser  heads  than  his  own  to  determine  the 
manner  in  which  it  should  be  carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  stated  his  impressions  in  reference  to 
that  amendment;  and,  as  be  understood  it,  the  members 
of  the  committee  who  voted  for  the  amendment,  voted 
for  it  as  preferable  to  the  bill  of  the  Senate.  The  ques- 
tion was  put  distinctly,  whether  they  would  prefer  their 
own  bill  of  the  Senate,  or  the  bill  as  amended  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania^  and  they  decided  in  favor  of 
their  own  bill.  The  cases  cited  as  precedents  for  this 
bill  were  not  analogous;  and  by  the  act  of  July,  1812, 
the  distinction  was  still  broader,  which  was  <*  upon  the 
express  condition  of  enrolling;"  which,  by  changing  the 
phraseology  of  a  single  word,  it  would  read,  "on  the 
express  condition  of  enlisting.'*  The  question  was  dis- 
cussed in  committee  as  to  what  was  the  condition  of  these 
men  before  being  called  into  service,  after  their  service 
was  tendered.  They  were  citizens;  and,  he  would  ask, 
could  they  be  tried  by  a  couit-martiai?  The  question 
was,  simply,  whether  the  President  could  enrol  a  num- 
ber of  men  as  an  army,  and  leave  them  in  the  midst 
of  the  citizens?  He  could  not  bring  his  mind  to  the 
conclusion  to  consent  that  the  officers  should  be  ap- 
pointed without  the  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  act 
of  the  3d  of  July  was  passed  under  peculiar  emergen- 
cies at  the  very  close  of  the  session,  and  he  could  not 
consent  to  recognise  it  as  a  general  precedent. 

Af\er  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  PRESTON, 
CALHOUN,  SOUTHARD,  and  WEBSTER, 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  Senate  determined 
to  insist  on  its  amendment,  and  to  ask  for  another  con- 


ference; and,  on  balloting  for  a  committee  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  CALHOUN,  KING  of  Alabama, 
and  NICHOLAS,  were  chosen. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  pnceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business;  after  which,  it 
adjourned. 


Satuedat,  Mat  21. 
DISTRICT  BANKS. 

Mr.  KENT  moved  to  take  up  the  bill  to  recharterthe 
banks  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  should  oppose  the  taking  up 
any  measure  whatever,  except  a  defence  or  appropria- 
tion bill,  till  the  fortification  bill  was  disposed  of;  and  he 
therefore  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  accordingly  ordered, 
the  question  was  taken,  and  decided  in  the  negative — 
yeas  16,  nays  16;  the  Chair  giving  the  casting  vote. 

FORTIFICATION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  LINN,  the  bill  making  appropria- 
tions fur  the  purchase  of  sites,  the  collection  of  mate- 
rials, and  for  the  commencement  of  certain  fortifications 
was  taken  up;  the  question  being  on  Mr.  Behtoiv's  amend- 
ment, as  modified  by  .Mr.  Prestoh,  to  strike  out  $101,000 
for  fortifications  at  Penobscot,  and  insert  <<for  fortifica- 
tions at  Penobscot  bay,  $75,000  per  annum  for  two 
years."* 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  immediate  question  before  the 
Senate  related  to  the  prospective  appropriations;  the 
appropriations  Tor  two  or  more  years  at  once,  for  carry- 
ing on  the  fortifications.  He  had  moved  amendments 
to  this  effect,  in  pursuance  of  instructions  from  the  Mil- 
itary Committee;  and  the  committee  had  acted  under 
the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  (Mr. 
Cass.)  Personally,  be  (Mr.  B.)  would  wish  to  make  all 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  acceptable  to  those  who  were 
favorable  to  its  general  object,  and  should  be  sorry  that 
any  such  should  be  alienated  from  the  bill  by  the  pro- 
posed amendment.  He  would  go  far  to  keep  it  in  a 
form  that  should  be  acceptable  to  them;  but  there  was 
one  class  of  objectors  to  this  form  of  appropriation,  to 
whose  conscientious  and  constitutional  scruples  he  could 
not  defer,  and  whom  he  held  to  be  estopped — if  he 
might  use  a  law  term— by  their  own  act,  and  forever 
barred  from  setting  up  this  objection;  he  alluded  to  the 
distributors  of  the  revenue — to  the  gentlemen  who,  at 
former  sessions,  and  at  the  present  one,  had  voted  for 
five  years  appropriations  at  once,  of  what  was  called  the 
proceeds  of  the  public  lands.  To  the  scruples  of  these 
gentlemen  he  could  not  defer,  and  with  their  objections 
he  could  have  no  compromise;  for  he  could  not  com- 
prehend the  train  of  reasoning  by  which  gentlemen 
could  bring  themselves  to  balk  at  small  and  hmited  ap- 
propriations for  two  years,  for  objects  named  in  the  con- 
stitution, af^er  having  voted  indefinite  millions  for  five 
years  for  a  purpose  not  named,  not  thought  of,  not 
dreamed  of,  in  the  constitution,  nor  heard  of  until  forty 
years  after  that  instrument  was  formed. 

There  was  nothing  in  the  constitution  against  this 
prospective  appropriation  for  building  the  forts;  on  the 
contrary,  there  was  a  clear  implication  in  Its  favor. 
There  was  a  limitation  against  extended  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  armies;  but  that  was  founded  upon  a 
reason  peculiar  to  armies — a  reason  which  could  have 
no  application  to  the  construction  of  forts;  and,  if  it  did, 
would  not  militate  against  the  proposed  appropriations 
but  would  sanction  them;  for  two  years  was  the  limit 
upon  the  army  appropriations,  and  two  years  is  the  ex- 
tent of  the  proposed  appropriations  for  the  fortifications. 
So  far  as  the  constitution  was  concerned,  the  argument. 
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then,  is  in  favor  of  the  measure;  and,  so  far  as  reason 
and  propriety  are  concerned,  and  I  he  practice  of  the 
Government  has  gone,  the  argument  is  entirely  in  its 
favor.  When  the  appropriation  is  made  for  two  years 
together,  the  work  continues  without  interruption  du- 
ring the  winter;  and  the  winter  is  the  time  to  advance 
with  this  kind  of  work,  and  (hat  both  in  the  North  and 
in  the  South.  In  the  South,  it  \*  the  season  of  doing 
the  work;  in  the  North,  it  is  the  season  for  collecting 
materials  and  making  contracts.  The  practice  of  Con- 
gress sanctions  this  mode  of  appropriations.  The  annu- 
al appropriation  of  $200,000  for  arming  the  militia  is 
one  instance,  and  has  stood  for  thirty  or  forty,  years. 
The  appropriation  of  a  million  a  year,  for  eight  years, 
in  1816,  for  the  gradual  increase  of  the  navy,  is  another 
instance;  and  these  appropriations,  though  made  for  a 
term  of  years,  are  always  under  the  control  of  Congress, 
and  may  be  reduced  or  discontinued  when  it  pleases. 
Of  this,  the  naval  appropriation  was  a  s'gnal  instance; 
for  the  million  per  annum  voted  in  1816,  when  the 
Treasury  was  full,  was  reduced  to  half  a  million  in  1821, 
when  it  was  empty. 

Independent  of  these  general  and  permanent  reasons 
in  favor  of  double  appropriations  for  forts,  Mr.  B.  said 
there  were  special  and  peculiar  reasons  for  them  at  this 
time.  We  were  now  going  on  two  years  without  mo- 
ney for  this  object.  The  present  year  might  be  con- 
sidered as  lost.  The  length  of  time  which  the  bill  had 
been  delayed,  and  the  time  that  it  might  yet  be  delayed, 
extinguished  the  hope  of  doing  much  work  this  year. 
It  was  rather  for  the  next  year  ttian  the  present  that  he 
was  attempting  to  provide;  or,  to  speak  more  accurate- 
ly, it  was  for  the  winter  of  1836-'37,  and  for  the  spring 
of  1837,  that  he  was  attempting  to  get  an  appropriation. 
It  was  to  prevent  the  stoppage  of  the  works  at  the  end 
of  this  year,  and  a  new  delay  of  three  or  four  montlis 
next  spring,  that  he  was  now  struggling;  for  every  per- 
son  knew  that  the  appropriations  for  the  year  1857  will 
not  be  made  until  the  third  day  of  March;  after  whicii, 
time  would  be  necessary  to  advertise  for  woik  and  ma- 
terials, to  collect  hands  and  to  allow  a  reasonable  pe- 
riod for  competition  among  bidders,  which  economy  re- 
quired. 

Mr.  B.  could  not  take  leave  of  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject without  recurring  to  the  opinions  of  the  Secretary 
of  War,  notwithstandmg  the  singular  fate  which  seemed 
to  attend  that  gentleman's  reports  and  recommendations. 
All  Senators  praised  them.  Both  sides  of  the  chamber 
united  in  applauding  them.  There  ^emed  to  be  an 
emulation  of  applause  in  favor  of  all  that  he  said;  but 
the  moment  we  come  to  action,  the  scene  shifts.  The 
moment  we  want  a  vote,  there  is  a  division;  one  side  is 
off.  The  opposition  gentlemen  are  against  the  vote; 
they  array  their  deeds  against  the'vr  words;  and,  having 
given  their  applause,  they  withhold  their  help.  This 
had  been  witnessed  on  many  occasions  besides  the  pres- 
ent one;  still  he  would  make  the  experiment  again,  .and 
try  the  Secretary's  recommendation  on  the  particular 
point  now  under  consideration.  Mr.  B.  then  read  from 
the  Secretary's  report  of  April  8th: 

**  I  think  that,  when  the  plan  of  a  work  has  been  ap- 
proved by  Congress,  and  its  construction  authorized,  the 
whole  appropriation  should  be  made  at  once,  to  be 
drawn  from  the  Treasury  in  annual  instalments,  to  be 
fixed  by  the  law.  This  mode  of  appropriation  would 
remedy  much  of  the  inconvenience  which  has  been  fell 
for  years  in  this  branch  of  the  public  service.  The  un- 
certainty respecting  the  appropriations  annually  deran- 
ges the  business;  and  the  delay  which  biennially  takes 
place  in  the  passage  of  the  necessary  law,  reduces  the 
alternate  season  of  operations  to  a  comparatively  short 
period.  An  exact  inquiry  into  the  effect  which  the  pres- 
ent system  of  making  the  appropriations  has  had  upon 


the  expense  of  the  works,  would  probably  exhibit  an 
amount  far  greater  than  is  generally  anticipated." 

Mr.  B.  then  turned  to  another  part  of  his  subject,  and 
claimed  the  benefit  of  an  ancient  maxim  which  inculcates 
the  wholesome  advice,  to  wonder  at  nothing!  Me  was 
greatly  addicted  to  that  maxim,  and  acted  upon  it  both 
from  habit  and  from  reason.  It  was  good  for  him  that 
he  did  so;  otherwise,  he  should  be  seized  with  a  parox- 
ysm of  wonder  at  the  present  moment.  For  what  more 
wonderful  than  the  contradictory  exhibitions  upon  forti- 
fications which  this  chamber  and  this  session  display  > 
Two  months  ago,  it  was  a  question  of  sharp  debate  to 
know  who  had  occasioned  the  loss  of  the  fortification 
bill  at  the  last  session;  and  both  sides  of  the  chamber, 
repulsing  the  blame  from  themselves,  and  throwing  it 
on  their  adversaries,  contended  for  the  palm  of  pre-emi- 
nence to  devotion  to  fortifications.  Then  came  certain 
resolutions  of  his  own,  importing  that  the  surplus  reve- 
nue ought  to  be  set  apart  as  a  conservative  fund,  sacred 
to  the  defence  of  the  country,  until  all  defences,  military 
and  naval,  were  on  the  scale  of  strength  and  respecta- 
bility which  the  honor  and  independence  of  a  great  peo- 
ple required.  On  the  discussion  of  these  resolutions, 
he  found  himself  lefl  behind  by  opposition  gentlemen. 
They  darted  ahead  of  him!  They  went  beyond  the  sur- 
plus!  They  plunged  into  the  integral  revenue!  Nothing 
would  content  their  incontinent  zeal,  but  a  resolve  to 
pledge  all  the  revenue,  and  taxes  besides,  if  necessary, 
to  this  great  object;  and  so  the  vote  passed,  and  th^t 
unanimously.  This  was  in  March,  about  two  months  ago; 
and  now,  when  we  come  forward  with  a  list  of  a  few 
forts — twelve  small  ones  at.  points  of  acknowledged  im- 
portance— and  want  a  small  part  of  that  mass  Of  money 
in  the  Treasury,  the  magnitude  of  which  is  so  afflicting 
to  gentlemen,  behold  there  is  a  decided  opposition  to 
the  scheme!  A  systematic  opposition  is  displayed:  some 
objecting  to  forts  altogether;  others  to  those  in  this  bill; 
others  to  those  not  in  it;  others,  again,  agreeing  to  forts 
in  the  abstract,  but  refusing  to  take  them  in  any  form  in 
which  they  can  be  presented.  This  was  the  singular 
exhibition  which  would  excite  his  wonder,  if  he  permitted 
himself  to  wonder  at  any  thing.  But  he  did  not  so  per- 
mit himself,  and  less  on  this  occasion  than  any  other;  for 
he  saw  and  knew  perfectly  well  the  cause  and  source  of 
this  whole  contradiction-  H  was  the  division  of  the  mo- 
ney in  the  Treasury  which  was  at  the  bottom  of  all! 
That  division— that  fatal  scheme  of  dividing  money — 
which  was  now  delaying,  obstructing,  and  defeating  so 
many  measures  for  the  good  of  the  country;  and  this  one 
among  others!  It  was  a  conflict  between  distribution  and 
defence;  it  was  a  contest  between  antagonist  schemes — 
between  the  schemes  of  taking  the  public  money  for  the 
defence  of  the  country,  and  taking  it  for  spoil  and  dis- 
tribution among  political  partisans. 

Mr.  B.  wished  to  fix  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and 
of  the  country  upon  the  true  nature  of  this  contest;  for 
it  was  portentous  and  alarming  when  a  contest  of  such  a 
nature  could  be  got  up,  and  much  more  when  it  could 
be  maintained  in  the  Senate.  What  was  the  true  nature 
of  this  contest  for  the  application  of  the  public  money? 
and  what  was  the  relative  merit  of  the  two  schemes? 
Defence  is  an  object  known  to  the  constitution;  and  not 
only  known  to,  but  is  the  first  and  highest  object  of  the 
confederacy.  To  establi>h  the  common  defence — to  en- 
able all  to  give  that  defence  to  each  which  no  one 
could  give  to  itself— was  the  first  and  paramount  object 
of  the  confederacy.  The  means  of  accomplishing  that 
object,  are  set  forth  by  name  in  the  constitution — navies, 
armies,  forts,  arsenals,  docks,  and  all  the  accessories  of 
military  and  naval  power.  Congress  is  the  instrument 
designated  by  the  constitution  to  provide  these  means 
for  the  purpose  of  accomplishing  the  g^eat  object;  and 
for  this  purpose  has  power  to  raise  money  by  loans  or 
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taxes.  This  is  the  aspect  under  which  the  defence 
scheme  presents  itselFto  the  Senate.  Under  what  aspect 
does  the  distribution  scheme  come  forth?  Without  name 
or  warrant  in  the  constitution!  Nowhere  can  the  name 
of  the  land  bill  be  found  in  that  instrument;  nowhere 
can  a  word  be  found  which  by  any  construction — by  any 
interpretation— by  any  torture  of  the  sense — can  be 
made  to  countenance  the  idea  of  distribution,  or  any  rule 
by  which  to  make  it.  Authority  is  given  in  the  constitu- 
tion to  raise  money  fur  the  common  defence;  and  fortifi- 
cations are  one  oi  the  means  of  defence  specified  in  the 
constitution;  yet  this  unconstitutional  scheme  of  distribu- 
tion now  contends  with  the  first  object  of  the  constitu- 
tion; it  contends  with  the  means  of  establishing  the  com- 
mon defence,  and,  so  far  as  the  Senate  is  concerned,  it 
contends  successfully  and  victoriously.  Defence  is  delay- 
ed, diminished,  beaten  off,  trampled  down  in  the  Senate; 
while  distribution,  triumphant  and  exulting,  has  long 
since  floated  through.  Yes,  sir,  distribution — distribu- 
tion—distribution, is  the  absorbing  and  predominant 
feeling  in  the  Senate.  All  other  feelings  seem  to  be 
aliut  out.  Florida  overrun  with  the  Indians;  Georgia 
and  Alabama  reeking  with  blood  and  resounding  with 
cries;  the  whole  West  and  Northwest  destitute  of  troops, 
and  open  to  Indian  incursion;  the  ranks  of  the  army 
empty;  fortifications  stopped  for  two  years;  the  ordinary 
appropriation  bills  delayed  beyond  all  example;  voluntary 
movements  of  the  people  everywhere  to  protect  them- 
selves from  danger;  yet  the  Senate,  the  American  Senate, 
deaf  and  blind  to  all,  can  see  nothing,  can  hear  nothing, 
can  talk  of  nothing,  can  dream  of  nothing,  but  the  divi- 
sion of  the  spoil.  The  surplus,  the  surplus,  the  surplus, 
is  the  engrossing  theme;  and  the  moment  a  dollar  is  pro- 
posed for  the  service  of  the  country,  they  cry  out  for 
their  dear  beloved  surplus!  and  call  it  a  war  upon  the 
surplus,  and  a  wicked  design  to  lessen  the  fund  for  dis- 
tribution! 

Mr.  B.  said  that  he  had  taken  occasion  a  month  sgo, 
when  the  defence  bills  were  postponed  to  make  room  for 
the  passage  of  the  distribution  bill,  to  announce  its  fu- 
ture  fate,  and  to  claim  for  that  scheme  the  distinction  of 
the  most  odious  notoriety  that  ever  befell  any  bill  which 
had  received  the  sanction  of  the  Senate.  That  judgment 
was  in  a  rapid  state  of  verification;  and  as  far  as  public 
sentiment  had  been  developed,  the  odious  bill,  with  all 
its  seductive,  alluring,  ana  tempting  offers  of  money, 
was  nothing  but  a  stench  in  the  nostrils  of  the  people. 
In  vain  had  the  targe  dividends  been  figured  out  in  num- 
bers by  our  land  committee,  and  offered  to  the  States. 
All  that  had  voted  had  scornfully  rejected  the  wretched 
seduction.  In  vain  has  the  exaggerated  sum  of  $1,765,554 
been  proffered  to  the  State  of  Virginia;  in  vain  has  the 
tempting  bait  of  $513,472  been  extended  to  Connecticut; 
in  vain  has  $167,655  been  held  out  to  Rhode  Island. 
The  elections  are  over  in  all  these  States,  and  prove  that 
if  these  States  have  a  price,  that  price  is  not  yet  attained 
in  the  land  bill.  The  elections  prove  that  the  constitu- 
tion and  defence  of  the  country  are  superior  to  sordid 
money  temptations;  for  in  all  these  States  the  men  and 
the  party  opposed  to  an  unconstitutional,  debauching, 
and  demoralizing  scheme  of  dividing  money,  and  m 
favor  of  constitutional  objects  by  constitutional  means, 
are  successful  in  the  elections;  and  successful  by  increas- 
ed majorities,  and  under  the  very  guns  and  fire  of  the 
distribution  bill;  for  the  elections  took  place  while  the 
bill  was  impending  here,  while  the  report  of  the  Senate's 
committee  was  circulating  tlirough  the  States,  and  while 
the  table  of  distribution  was  exhibited  to  everyi  voter,  to 
show  him  how  much  his  State  was  to  get.  In  each  of 
the  States,  the  triumph  of  the  constitution  and  of  defence 
was  gratifying  and  complete,  and  particularly  in  Connec- 
ticut. In  that  State,  the  Senator  by  Executive  appoint- 
ment, [Mr.  NiLES,]  who  distinguished  himself  by  opposi- 


tion to  the  bill,  is  confirmed  in  his  place  by  a  legislative 
election  and  an  overwhelming  majority.  The  Governor 
of  that  State  (Mr.  Edwards)  also  received  a  triumphant 
majority,  and  in  his  message  to  the  Legislature  has 
spoken  upon  this  subject  with  so  much  wisdom  and  pa- 
triotism, that  he  (Mr.  B.)  could  not  deny  himself  the 
gratification  of  reading  the  passage  to  the  Senate. 

*'  It  appears  that  there  is  an  unprecedented  accumu- 
lation of  funds  in  the  United  States  Treasury;  and  this 
circumstance  has  given  rise  to  various  speculations  and 
plans  for  its  distribution.  The  present,  in  this  respect, 
is  a  novel  state  of  thinp^.  Never  before,  since  the  es- 
tablishment of  our  Government,  could  it  be  said  that 
we  were  out  of  debt,  and  had  at  command  more  money 
than  we  felt  immediate  occasion  for.  We  have  had  a 
debt  hanging  at  times  rather  heavily  upon  us,  and  we 
have  been  compelled  by  it  to  limit  all  our  views  and  all 
our  expenditures.  At  the  close  of  the  last  war  a  mili- 
tary peace  establishment  was  arranged;  and  such  a 
force,  and  such  only,  was  retained,  as  the  exigencies  of 
the  country  were  supposed  to  require.  Military  works 
were  projected  for  our  defence,  and  the  erection  of  them 
commenced.  The  state  of  the  Treasury  soon  became 
such,  that  a  reduction  of  the  peace  establishment  was 
deemed  necessary,  and  the  expenditures  for  the  fortifi- 
cations were  curtailed. 

«  The  common  defence  was  the  principal  object  of 
our  confederacy,  and  for  this  the  United  States  are  bound 
to  provide;  and  this  is  a  work  ^hich  should  be  entered 
upon,  and  completed,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 
The  sufferings  of  the  last  war  are  not  yet  forgotten,  and 
should  not  be  obliterated  from  our  memories  until  am- 
ple provision  is  made  for  their  recurrence.  Our  sounds, 
our  bays,  our  rivers,  and  even  many  of  our  harbors^ 
were  destitute  of  the  me^ns  of  defence.  Nearly  the 
whole  of  our  seaboard  was  exposed  to  the  ravages  of  the 
enemy,  and  we  suffered  much  from  their  depredations, 
and  still  more  from  the  constant  state  of  alarm  and  agita- 
tion in  which  we  were  kept.  When  the  United  States 
Government  has  fulfilled  its  office  and  duty  with  respect 
to  national  defence  and  all  other  things  within  its  pro- 
vince, it  is  time  enough  to  talk  of  some  other  disposition 
of  the  public  revenue;  but,  until  this  is  accomplished, 
projects  on  this  subject  are,  to  say  the  least,  premature." 

These  (said  Mr.  B.)  are  wise  and  patriotic  sentiments; 
they  are  constitutional  doctrines;  they  deserve  applause 
and  imitation.  They  soar  above  all  sordid  and  mercena- 
ry considerations.  They  repulse  the  gilded  bait.  They 
despise  the  seduction  of  money.  They  go  for  the  coun- 
try and  the  constitution;  they  scorn  the  unconstitutional 
distribution  bill,  and  its  tempting  array  of  dollars  and 
cents.  Yes!  Virginia  refuses  the  $1,765,554;  Connec- 
ticut refuses  the  $513,472;  Rhode  Island  refuses  the 
$167,655;  and  when  other  States  come  to  vote,  let 
them  contemplate  and  imitate  the  elevated,  constitu- 
tional, patriotic,  and   wise  course  of  these  States. 

Having  shown  that  the  distribution  bill  was  at  the 
bottom  of  all  the  opposition  to  the  fortification  bill,  and 
all  the  other  bills  for  the  service  of  the  country,  Mr.  B. 
proceeded  to  take  a  brief  view  of  the  particular  bill 
before  the  Senate,  and  of  the  objections  to  it.  He  said 
that  every  work  proposed  in  the  bill  was  contained  in 
the  reports  of  the  board  of  engineers  for  1821  and  1826, 
and  was,  besides,  especially  recommended  by  the  pre- 
sent Secretary  of  War.  Mr.  B,  here  referred  to  those  re- 
ports of  the  board  of  engineers  as  recommended  to  Con- 
gress by  the  Secretary  of  War  in  1821,  [Mr.  Calhovit,] 
and  showed  that  they  were  not  only  necessary  works, 
but  small  ones;  the  whole  twelve  proposed  in  the  bill 
not  amounting  to  $3,000,000,  while  two  only  of  those 
forts  heretofore  constructed  cost  nearly  $4,000,000.  He 
alluded  to  Fort  Monroe  and  Fort  Calhoun  in  the  Ches- 
apeake bay.     The  former  of  these  was  estimated  to  cost 
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f  1,259, 792;  it  is  not  yet  finished,  and  has  cost 
JS1,739,046,  and  it  is  estimated  to  cost  $210,000  more. 
The  latter  was  estimated  to  cost  $904,355$  it  has  alrea- 
dy cost  $1,388,731,  and  it  is  estimated  will  yet  cost 
$531,188  to  finibh  it.  Here  are  about  four  millions  of 
dollars  for  two  forts,  and  these  two  in  the  neighborhood 
of  each  other;  while  the  sum  of  three  millions  for  twelve, 
scattered  from  Passamaquoddy  bay  to  the  mouth  of 
the  Mississippi,  has  been  resisted  for  so  many  months. 

Mr.  B.  reviewed  the  objections  which  were  made  to 
this  appropriation.  It  was  said  the  money  could  not 
be  expended  if  it  was  voted,  and  he  was  sorry  to  have  to 
admit  that  this  was  an  objection  which  gentlemen  seem- 
ed to  have  it  in  their  own  power  to  make  good.  The 
year  was  certainly  half  gone,  and,  if  gentlemen  can  have 
their  way,  it  will  be  weeks  or  months  yet  before  a  dol- 
lar for  fortifications  can  be  voted,  if  at  all.  It  will  be 
autumn  before  the  work  can  begin;  but  in  the  South  tiie 
work  will  proceed  all  the  winter;  and  in  the  North  the 
winter  is  the  time  for  collecting  materials.  If  the  bill 
was  delayed  till  the  year  was  half  gone,  it  was  the  fault 
of  the  opposition,  and  gentlemen  cannot  be  permitted  to 
take  advantage  of  their  own  wrong.  They  cannot  now 
be  allowed  to  plead  the  delay  to  defeat  the  bill,  which 
delay  they  have  themselves  occasiohed. 

It  is  said  there  are  not  engineers  enough  to  superin- 
tend the  works;  but  the  answer  was  ready  to  that  ob- 
jection. A  bill  had  long  since  passed  the  Senate  to  in- 
crease the  corps  of  engineers;  that  bill  was  now  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  it  was  to  be  presumed  that 
the  House  would  do  what  the  service  of  the  country  re- 
quired, and  not  suffer  necessary  defences  to  be  lost 
for  want  of  officers  to  superintend  them.  The  Secretary 
of  War  earnestly  recommends  it,  not  only  with  a  view  to 
the  new  works,  but  because  an  increase  of  the  corps  is 
necessary  for  the  performance  of  their  current  duties. 
Here  is  his  recommendation. 

«•  That  the  corps  of  engineers  should  be  increased. 
The  reasons  for  this  measure  have  been  heretofore  sub- 
mitted, and  the  proposition  has  been  recommended  by 
you  to  Congress.  I  will  merely  add,  upon  the  present 
occasion,  that  the  officers  of  this  corps  are  not  sufficient- 
ly numerous  for  the  performance  of  the  duties  commit- 
ted to  them;  and  that,  if  an  augmentation  does  not  take 
place,  the  public  interest  will  suffer  in  a  degree  far  be- 
yond the  value  of  any  pecuniary  consideration  connect- 
ed with  this  increase." 

It  is  objected  that  men  of  science  in  engineering  can- 
not be  created  by  a  bill.  That  is  granted.  They  can- 
not be  created  by  a  mere  act.  But,  in  constructing  for- 
tifications, a  few  skilful  engineers  are  sufficient— a  few, 
to  locate  and  plan  the  works.  The  superintendence  of 
the  execution  requires  fidelity  and  attention,  with  such 
knowledge  as  is  readily  obtained.  With  respect  to  lo- 
cations for  forts,  they  have  been  nearly  all  selected;  all 
in  this  bill  were  selected  fifteen  years  ago;  are  detailed  in 
the  report  of  the  board  of  engineers  for  1821— -the 
same  which  the  then  Secretary  of  War  [Mr.  Calrovr] 
recommended  to  Congress. 

it  is  objected  that  we  have  not  plans  and  estimates  for 
all  these  works;  but  I  answer,  that  there  are  plans  and 
detailed  estimates  for  most  of  them,  and  conjectural 
estimates  for  the  remainder,  with  the  statement  of 
the  number  of  guns  they  would  require;  which  is  the 
only  essential  part  of  the  estimate,  for  the  number  of 
guns  governs  every  thing  else;  it  governs  the  size  of  ihe 
fort,  the  number  of  the  men  to  garrison  it,  and  conse- 
quently the  whole  expense. 

Mr.  B.  said  the  question  of  fortifying  a  port  was  part- 
ly a  political  question,  to  be  decided  by  Congress;  part- 
ly a  military  one,  to  be  decided  by  professional  men. 
Congress  decides  whether  the  place  is  sufficiently  im- 
portant to  merit  national  defence;  military  men  decide 


whether  it  can  be  defended;  and,  if  so,  by  bow  many 
guns;  of  what  calibre,  and  how  to  be  placed.  Each 
must  decide  within  their  sphere;  and  when  the  number 
of  guns  is  given  which  will  defend  a  place,  the  cost  of  the 
fort  is,  for  all  practical  purposes,  ascertained.  Now, 
in  all  these  <iases,  the  number  of  guns  and  their  calibre 
is  given;  that  decides  the  size  of  the  fort,  for  each 
gun,  according  to  its  calibre,  must  have  so  many  feet  for 
its  platform  and  so  manv  men  to  work  it — from  five  to 
seven  in  time  of  seige;  m  time  of  peace,  enough  only  to 
keep  the  fort. 

Mr.  B.  said  an  excessive  and  overwrought  anxiety 
had  been  displayed  here  for  plans  and  estimates,  as  if 
they  were  the  most  infallible  and  unerring  guides  upon 
earth.  Nothing,  he  said,  could  be  more  mistaken.  The 
estimates  heretofore  furnished,  and  that  by  the  board  of 
engineers  under  the  administration  of  Mr.  Monroe,  when 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhouh]  was 
Secretary  of  War,  were  generally  and  exceedingly  erro- 
neous. Out  of  eleven  forts  constructed  upon  those  esti- 
mates, and  thirteen  more  in  a  course  of  construction,  nut 
one  had  kept  within  the  estimate;  not  a  fort  had  been 
built  for  what  it  had  been  estimated  to  cost;  but  generally 
a  quarter  more,  or  in  some  instances  half  as  much  more; 
and  sometimes  double  as  much.  Nothing  bad  kept 
within  the  estimate  but  two  little  works,  not  forts — a 
battery  at  Bienvenu,  and  a  tower  at  Bayou  Dupre,  Lou- 
isiana. Mr.  B.  then  turned  to  Senate  Docufhent,  Nr. 
203,  of  this  session,  pages  12  and  13,  to  verify  this  state- 
ment; and  read  the  list  of  forts  and  the  cost  of  their  con- 
struction, which  had  been  finished,  or  were  still  under 
construction.    The  following  is  the  list: 

Slaiement  ofihefortaontheaeaboardofthe  United  Staiea 
under  eonsiruetion. 


Names  and  where  lo- 
cated. 

n 

o  o 

c 

Fort     Independence, 
Boston  harbor. 

Fort  Warren,George's 
island,Boston  harbor. 

Fort    Adams,     New- 
port, Rhode  Island,  - 

Fort  Schuyler,Throg*s 
neck.  New  York,     - 

Fort   Columbus    and 
other  works  on  Gov- 
ernor's island,  N.  Y., 

Fort  Delaware,  Dela- 
ware river,  - 

Fort  Monroe,  Virginia, 

Fort  Calhoun.Virginia, 

Fort     Caswell,     Oak 
island.  North  Caroli- 
na,    - 

Fortifications,   harbor 
of  Charleston,  South 
Carolins, 

Fort   Pulaski,    Cock- 
spur  island,  Georgia, 

Fort  Pickens,  Pensa- 
cola,  Florida, 

Fort  on  Foster's  Bank, 
Florida, 

$25S,S75 
800,000 
730,166 
577,000 

1,259,792 
904,355 

119,000 

375,000 

4 

•65,300 

163,343 

$52,723 

104,586 

962,369 

66,822 

157.769 

107,136 
1,739,046 
1,388,731 

411,485 

324,426 

286,184 

629,283 

75,189 

$202,852 
695,414 
350,000 
510,178 

20,000 

210,000 
531,188 

60,000 

500,000 

246,183 

50,000 

160,000 

Total  dollars, 

5,649,531 

6,305,749 

3,535,815 
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Staiement  of  forts  which  are  finished  on  tht  seaboard  of 
the  United  Stoics. 


1 

Name  and  where  located. 

'5  >.  g 

31 

s 

«x.^ 

1 

Fort  Hamilton,  New  York  har- 

bor,             -            -            - 

$425,000 

$479,239 

2 

Fort    Lafayette,    New     York 

harbor, 

- 

318,305 

3 

Fort    Washington,     Potomac 

river,  Maryland, 

- 

454,103 

4 

Fort  Macon,  North  Carolina,  - 

175,000 

349,384 

5 

Castle  Pinckney,  South  Caro- 
lina, 

6 

Fort  Morgan,  Alabama, 

693,292 

1,026,777 

7 

Fori  Pike,  the  Rlgolets,  Louis- 

iana,            -            -            - 

264,517 

314.597 

8 

Fort  Wood,  "Louisiana, 

264,517 

378,642 

9 

Fort  Jackson,  Louisiana, 

392,927 

638.766 

10 

Battery  Bienvenu,  Louisiana,  - 

94,582 

*  96,447 

11 

Tower  at  Bayou  Uupre,  Lou- 

isiana, 

16,677 

16,677 

After  this  exhibition,  Mr.  B.  hoped  that  there  would 
be  less  pertinacity  about  lliese  plans  and  estimates,  lie 
believed  the  conjectural  estimates,  made  by  the  engi- 
neer department,  and  founded  upon  the  number  of 
guns,  to  be  as  safe  a  guide  as  the  detailed  estimate,  found- 
ed upon  calculations  made  by  the  engineer  board;  for,  in 
one  case,  there  was  a  judgment  upon  the  whole,  founded 
upon  the  size  of  the  work  and  the  cost  of  labor  and 
materials  at  the  place;  in  the  other,  there  was  an  arith- 
metical calculation,  founded  upon  assumed  data,  and  in 
which  the  smallest  error  in  the  basis  of  calculation  led  to 
great  errors  in  the  result.  Finally,  Mr.  B.  had  one 
further  view  to  present  of  the  utility  of  these  famous 
estimates,  which  he  hoped  would  give  the  quietus  to 
these  incessant  demands  for  themj  it  was  this:  that  we 
made  no  use  of  the  plans  and  estimates  which  we  have! 
We  do  not  look  at  them!  We  do  not  call  for  them! 
We  do  not  mention  them!  We  do  not  allude  to  them! 
In  every  case  in  which  we  have  the  plans  and  estimates 
for  the  fort,  no  call  is  made  for  it!  In  the  few  instances 
in  which  there  are  none,  an  incessant  cry  is  set  up  for 
them!  Now,  why  not  use  those  that  we  have?  Simply 
because  it  would  be  of  no  use  to  do  so!  Because  no 
practical  benefit  could  flow  from  it.  What  is  a  plan? 
Nothing  but  a  diagram  on  paper — a  figure  of  sides  and 
angles — with  dots  and  marks  for  guns  and  batteries. 
Very  pretty  to  look  at;  but  which  no  legislator  can  re- 
mark upon,  or  criticise,  or  in  any  way  presume  to  alter. 
None  but  professional  men,  and  they  upon  the  spot, 
could  presume  to  give  an  opinion  upon  the  plan  of  a 
fort;  and,  therefore,  it  was  useless  for  Congress  to  view 
the  plan.  The  number  of  guns  was  the  essential  thing 
for  them  to  know;  for  that  governed  every  thing  else, 
and  enabled  fliem  to  say  whether  they  would  defend 
the  place  or  not. 

Mr.  B.  said  the  fortifications  seemed  to  have  a  hard 
fate,  and  to  be^  incapable  of  being  brought  forward  at 
any  time,  or  in  any  form,  to  escape  opposition.  At  the 
last  session,  the  three  million  appropriation  was  lost 
because  it  was  not  specific,  iwd  because  it  was  not  ofli- 
cially  recommended  by  the  President;  now,  the  appro- 
priations for  the  same  object  are  opposed  again,  and  by 
the  same  gentlemen,  although  they  are  specific  and  are 
recommended  by  the  President.  The  President  has 
expressly  recommended  these  works,  and  that  in  writing. 
The  Secretary  of  War  has  also  recommended  thenii  and 


that  in  repeated  instances.     Here  is  his  latest  recom- 
mendation, in  his  report  of  April  8th: 

**  There  are  two  bills  for  fortifications  now  pending 
before  Congress.  One,  before  the  House,  amounting  to 
$2,180,000,  and  intended  to  prosecute  works  already 
actually  commenced.  The  estimates  for  this  bill  may 
therefore  be  considered  necessary  in  themselves,  under 
any  view  of  the  general  subject,  and  not  unreasonable; 
in  amount  for  the  present  year,  because  they  include 
the  operations  of  two  years.  The  incidental  expenses, 
however,  may  be  safely  reduced  one-half,  as  it  will  not 
be  necessary  to  make  such  extensive  repairs  as  were 
considered  requisite  when  the  estimates  were  prepared. 

"The  bill  pending  before  the  Senate  contains  appro- 
priations for  nineteen  new  works,  and  for  the  sum  of 
$600,000  to  be  expended  for  steam  batteries.  The 
estimates  on  which  this  bill  was  founded  were  prepared 
at  a  time  when  prudence  required  that  arrangements 
should  be  made  for  a  different  state  of  things  from  that 
which  now  exists.  An  examination  of  the  general  sys- 
tem of  defence  was  not  then  expedient;  and  the  means 
of  protecting  the  most  exposed  points,  agreeably  to  in- 
formation previously  collected,  was  asked  of  Congress, 
It  was  no  time  then  to  stop,  and,  instead  of  prosecuting 
established  plans  vigorously,  to  lose  the  period  of  action 
by  surveys,  and  examinations,  and  discussions.  But  the 
opportunity  is  now  afforded,  without  danger  to  the 
public  interest,  of  applying  the  principles  suggested  to 
the  works  under  consideration. 

<'Itcaiinot  be  doubted  but  that  fortifications  at  the 
following  places,  enumerated  in  this  bill,  will  be  neces- 
sary : 

**  At  Penobscot  bay,  for  the  protection  of  lUngor,  &.c. 

**  At  Kennebec  river. 

«*At  Portland. 

*'  At  Portsmouth. 

*«  At  Salem, 

«•  At  New  Bedford. 

**  At  New  London. 

«*  Upon  Slaten  island. 

•*  At  Sollcr's  flats. 

**  A  redoubt  on  Federal  point. 

•*  For  the  Barrancas 

"For  Fort  St.  Philip. 

"These  proposed  works  all  command  the  approach 
to  places  sufficiently  important  to  justify  their  construc- 
tion under  any  circumbtances  that  will  probably  exist.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  the  public  interest  would  be  pro- 
moted by  the  passage  of  the  necessary  appropriations 
for  them.  As  soon  as  these  are  made,  such  of  the  po- 
sitions as  may  appear  to  require  it  can  be  examined, 
and  the  form  and  extent  of  the  works  adapted  to  existing 
circumstances,  if  any  change  be  desirable.  The  con- 
struction of  tliose  not  needing  examination  can  com- 
mence immediately,  and  that  of  the  others,  as  soon  as 
the  plans  are  determined  upon.  By  this  proceeding, 
therefore,  a  season  may  be  saved  in  the  operations." 

Another  objection  to  forts  is,  that  they  are  to  lead  to 
a  standing  army  in  time  of  peace.  Nothing  can  be  more 
erroneous.  A  few  regulars  to  keep  them  in  order  in 
time  of  peace,  is*^all  that  is  wanting;  in  war,  they  are  ex- 
pressly intended  to  be  garrisoned  by  militia  and  volun- 
teers. The  body  of  the  garrison  is  to  be  the  yeomanry 
of  the  couniry,  with  a  few  artillerists  and  regulars.  The 
peculiar  recommendation  of  forts  in  our  country  is  their 
adaptation  to  defence  by  militia  and  volunteers;  and 
upon  that  ground  they  have  been  constantly  advocated 
and  defended.  It  is  a  panic  at  nothing,  to  take  fright  at 
a  standing  army,  thus  conjured  up  to  defeat  the  bill.  It 
is  to  dispense  with  regulars,  and  to  provide  positions  for 
the  yeomanry  to  defend,  that  forts  are  wanted  in  our 
country. 

Mr^  B.  wished  to  impress  upon  the  Senate  \hvX  the 
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forts  proposed  in  this  bill  were  but  a  continuation  of  a 
^stem  commenced  forty  years  ag^,  recommended  under 
every  administration^  and  partly  executed.  The  limita- 
tions proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  approved 
by  the  President,  would  aflfect  the  size  of  some  of  the 
Ifrge  forts,  but  would  not  much  diminish  their  number. 
Forts  in  open  roadsteads  are  objected  to;  forts  of  Iwge 
»ze  are  objected  to,  on  account  of  their  size.  In  this, 
the  President  and  Secretary  strike  the  main  objection 
which  was  taken  to  the  system  of  fortifications  fifteen 
years  ago  by  those  who  were  then  styled  radicals.  Fort 
Monroe  covers  sixty-four  acres  of  rround«  it  covers 
nearly  as  much  ground,  and  costs  nearly  as  much  money, 
as  the  twelve  forts  put  together,  which  are  contained  in 
this  bill.  Fort  Calhoun,  built  near  it,  is  nearly  as  larger 
the  two  together  cost  nearly  four  millions  of  dollars. 
They  were  objected  to  fifteen  years  ago  by  those  who 
were  then  stigmatized  as  radicalsf  they  are  objected  to 
now  by  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War,  and  every- 
body applauds  the  objection.  No  more  such  are  pro- 
posed. No  more  such  will  be  built  on  this  continent, 
though  a  powerful  fort  will  be  wanted  at  Key  West,  or 
the  Dry  Tortugas.  The  forts  proposed  in  the  bill,  and 
those  which  will  be  proposed  hereafter,  are  the  mode- 
rate  sized  works  contended  for  by  the  reproached  radi* 
cals,  in  1821,  and  applauded  now  by  everybody. 

Hr.  B.  read  an  extract  from  the  message  of  Governor 
Everett  of  MassachusetU  to  the  General  Assembly  of  that 
State,  at.  its  last  session,  and  relied  upon  it,  not  only  to 
sustain  the  propriety  of  erecting  some  of  the  forts  enu- 
merated in  the  bill,  but  also  to  show  the  necessity  of 
early  appropriations,  and  to  make  it  manifest  that  the 

CMic  service  had  already  suflTered  by  the  delay  which 
taken  place.  The  folk>wing  is  the  extract  read: 
*•  In  the  course  of  the  last  winter,  repletions  were 
adopted  by  the  Legislature,  instructing  our  Senators  and 
requesting  our  Representatives  in  Congress  to  use  all 
proper  means  to  obtain  the  requisite  appropriations  for 
the  repair  of  the  fortification  on  Castle  island,  and-the 
vigforous  prosecution  of  the  works  commenced  on 
George's  island,  in  Boston  harbor.  Their  exertions 
were  so  hr  successful,  that  the  requisite  appropriations 
introduced  into  the  fortification  bill,  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  by  way  of  amendment,  reoeived  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  committees  of  the  other  branch  of  Congress 
to  which  they  were  referred,  and  passed  through  all  but 
the  last  stage  of  legislation  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. The  entire  bill  was  unfortunately  lost,  m  conse- 
quence of  the  introduction  ef  another  amendment  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  on  which  the  two  Houses  dis- 
agreed. Notwithstanding  the  failure  of  the  new  appro- 
priations, some  progress  was  made  on  both  the  works, 
pariicularly  on  that  upon  George's  island,  during  the 
past  season,  by  means  of  the  unexpended  balance  of  the 
appropriations  of  the  year  1834.  I  have  the  satisfaction 
to  inform  you,  that,  for  the  present  year,  Uurge  appropri- 
ations have  been  recommended,  for  both  objects  by  the 
Department  of  War.  The  rapid  progress  of  these  works 
is  of  extreme  importance;  and  it  is  much  to  be  desired 
that  the  appropriations  should  be  so  early  made,  as  to 
prevent  the  loss  of  some  of  the  best  months  in  the  season, 
which  frequently  occurs,  in  this  branch  of  the  public 
•  service,  in  consequence  of  the  delay  in  the  passage  of 
the  appropriation  bills.  Among  the  documents  aceompa- 
•ying  the  report  from  the  War  Department,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  session  of  Cong^ss,  is  a  state- 
ment of  several  new  works,  proposed  by  the  board  of 
engineers,  for  the  defence  of  the  coast,  and  arranged  in 
different  classes,  according  to  their  importance.  Among 
those  of  *  the  first  class,  to  be  commenced  as  soon  as 
possible,'  I  notice,  with  great  satisfaction,  five  or  six 
works,  which,  when  executed,  will  complete  the  de- 
fences of  Boston  harbor;  a  part  of  the  seaboard  second 
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to  no  other  in  importance,  and  hitherto  almost  wholly 
neglected  by  the  general  Government." 

Mr.  B.  deprecated  the  sectional  tone  which  bad  per- 
vaded a  part  of  this  debate.  It  seemed  to  be  supposed 
that  the  North  was  to  be  benefited,  and  the  South  ne- 
glected. Not  so  the  fact.  The  forts  heretofore  erected 
were  principally  in  the  South;  and  of  those  proposed, 
the  South  had — he  would  not  say  her  share,  for  this  was 
not  a  case  for  dividing  out  shares^  but  for  extending  de- 
fence wherever  it  was  needed;  and  the  South  was  at- 
tended  to,  to  the  full  extent  of  its  need.  Besides  five 
forts  finished  in  the  delta  of  the  Mississippi,  and  a  superb 
one  in  Alabama,  costing  about  a  million  of  dollars,  there 
were  others  intended  at  Lake  Barrataria,  and  on  the  Mis- 
sissippi, at  Mobile  bay,  Perdido  bay,  Pensacola  bav,  St. 
Rosa's  bay,  St.  Joseph's  bay,  Apalache  bay,  Apalachicola 
bay,  Espiritu  Sancto  bay,  Charlotte  harbor.  Key  West» 
and  the  Dry  Tortugas,  making  near  a  dozen  works,  and 
costing,  by  estimate;  near  six  millions  of  dollars;  and  all 
for  the  security  of  western  commerce!  all  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  commerce  of  the  western  States,  which,  pass- 
ing out  of  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi,  mtst  go  through, 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  pass  between  Key  West,  through 
a  narrow'passage,  before  it  could  reach  the  great  ocean. 
Every  fort  built  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  Mr.  B.  said,  wafl 
a  western  fort;  a  fort  for  the  benefit  of  the  western 
States,  just  as  much  so  as  the  forts  in  the  Chesapeake 
bay  were  for  the  defence  of  Maryland  and  Virginia. 
Turning  on  the  other  side  of  the  peninsula  of  Florida* 
it  would  be  seen  that  the  extreme  southern  coast  was  not 
neglected.  Georgia  was  well  attended  to.  Besides  the 
fort  now  under  construction  on  Cockspur  island,  estima- 
ted by  the  board  of  engineers  to  cost  $375,000,  and 
which  has  cost  thus  far  $390,000,  and  is  expected  to  cost 
#240,000  more— besides  this  fine  fort,  other  works  are 
proposed  in  the  Savannah  river,  and  along  the  coast,  at 
Ossabaw  sound,  St.  Catharine's  sound.  Sapelo  sound» 
Dolby  inlet,  Altamaha  sound,  St.  Simon's  sound,  St.  An- 
drew's sound,  Cumberland  sound,  to  St.  Augustine  in 
Florida — mostly  small  works,  estimated  to  cost  nearly 
two  millions  of  dollars.  Continuing  the  view  to  Balti- 
more, and  Mr.  B.  said  it  would  be  found  that  more  roo« 
ney  had  been,  and  would  be,  expended  on  forts  to  the 
south,  than  to  the  north  of  that  point;  but  the  comparison 
was  absurd,  and  he  would  not  continue  it.  Defence  was 
not  to  be  proportioned  out,  but  to  be  p^iven  where  it  wa« 
needed,  without  regard  to  lines  or  latitudes. 

Mr.  B.  deprecated  also  the  extravagant  manner  of  op- 
posing this  bill,  as  a  plan  to  line  the  whole  coast  witik 
batteries— as  a  plan  to  shut  out  a  foreign  army  from 
landing  at  any  point— as  a  plan  to  raise  a  great  standing 
armv.  All  this  he  treated  as  panical,  and  intehded  to 
frighten  weak  nerves  and  weaker  heads.  The  forts  pro- 
posed were  small  in  extent-M:onfined  to  the  defence  of 
cities — were  to  be  manned  by  a  few  artillerists  in  time 
of  peace,  and  were  to  look  to  the  militia  and  volunteen 
for  their  main  garrisons  in  time  of  war.  He  showed  the 
necessity  of  forts  to  prevent  cities  fi*om  being  sacked, 
plundered,  and  bombarded;  and  the  folly  of  depending 
upon  men  alone,  no  matter  how  brave,  with  muskets  ana 
rifles  in  their  hands,  to  defend  a  city  against  thirty-six 
inch  bombs,  flying  four  thousand  yards  through  the  air» 
and  bursting  with  a  bushel  of  fire  and  shot  among  the 
dwellings  of  the  citizens.  Forts  to  keep  off  fleets  and 
cruisers  could  alone  do  this. 

But  it  was  not  to  defend  cities  only  that  forte  were  want- 
ing. They  were  needed  to  cover  navy  yards  and  dock 
yards,  and  to  serve  as  places  of  refuge  to  the  military  and 
commercial  marine  of  the  country.  We  have  a  great  com- 
merce, he  said,  and  many  merchant  ships;  these  ships 
must  have  porta  of  refuge,  places  where  they  can  be 
safe  from  pursuit  and  attack.  We  have  determined  to 
ha^e  a  navy;  and  that  tktemunation  Increases  the  neces- 
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Mty  for  forts.  Sliips  of  war  must  have  ports  of  refuge, 
as  well  as  merchant  vessels;  they  must  have  places  where 
they  can  lie  secure  when  pressed  by  superior  force.  All 
naval  Powers  provide  phices  of  refuge  and  protection  for 
their  ships,  not  only  at  home,  but  abroad.  England, 
France,  and  Holland,  are  eminent  examples.  Why  does 
England  seize  upon  commanding  positions  all  over  the 
globe— Gibraltar,  Malta,  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Mada- 
gascar, Jamaica,  and  so  many  other  places,  except  as 
naval  stations,  to  protect  her  own  marine  and  to  com- 
mand others  in  time  of  war?  We,  on  the  contrary,  with 
ample  means  in  our  hands,  are  delaying  and  neglecting 
to  establish  places  of  refuge  for  our  marine,  even  upon 
our  own  coasts,  and>upon  that  gulf,  upon  whose  bosom, 
and  through  whose  outlet  between  Key  West  and  Cuba, 
the  whole  commerce  of  the  mighty  West  is  to  float. 
Forts  and  naval  stations  upon  that  gulf  are  western  ob- 
jects, for  which  every  western  man,  here  or  at  home, 
should  perseveringly  contend. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  with  his  standing  remark,  that  Con- 
gress was  now  in  the  sixth  month  of  the  session,  and  not 
a  shilling  voted  yet  for  fortifications!  That  we  were 
going  on  two  years  without  appropriations  for  a  single 
fort! 

When  Mr.  Bbivtok  had  concluded, 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  addressed  the  Senate  in  opposition 
to  the  bill. 

•  Messrs.  HILL  and  WALL  severally  addressed  the 
Senate  hi  favor  of  the  bill;  after  which, 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  that  it  be  laid  on  the  table,  to 
enable  him  to  make  a  report  from  the  committee  of  con- 
ference; which  motion  was  agreed  to  by  general  con- 
sent. 

CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  then,  from  the  committee  of  confer- 
ence appointed  to  confer  with  a  similar  committee  of  the 
House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  as  to 
the  Senate's  amendment  to  the  bill  authorizing  the 
President  to  accept  the  services  of  ten  thousand  volun- 
teers, and  to  raise  an  additional  regiment  of  light  dra- 
goons, reported  that  they  had  had  a  meeting  with  the 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that 
they  had  jointly  agreed  to  recommend  an  amendment  to 
their  respective  Houses,  in  substance  as  follows: 

The  President  is  authorized  to  accept  the  service  of 
volunteers,  the  number  not  exceeding  ten  thousand,  in 
companies,  regiments,  brigades,  and  divisions;  the  offi- 
cers to  be  commissioned  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
the  laws  of  the  several  States  from  which  these  volun- 
teers may  offer  themselves.  Where  regiments,  brigades, 
or  divisions  volunteer,  they  shall  be  commanded  by 
the  same  officers  by  whom  they  shall  be  commanded  at 
the  time  of  volunteering?  and  that,  for  volunteers  offer- 
ing their  services  in  single  companies,  the  President 
shall  organize  them  into  battalionsi  regiments,  brigades, 
and  divisions,  and  apportion  the  battalion  and  field  offi- 
cers among  the  States  from  which  said  companies  shall 
come. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  KING,  of  Alabama, 
and  CALHOUN,  the  report  was  laid  on  the  table. 

At  a  subsequent  period  of  the  day,  a  message  was  re- 
ceived from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr. 
FRAiTKLiir,  their  clerk,  stating  that  the  House  had 
adopted  the  report  made  by  their  committee  of  confer- 
ence, and  asked  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate  therein. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  the  report  and  mes- 
sage of  the  House  were  then  considered;  and  on  the 
question,  Shall  the  Senate  concur  in  the  amendment 
recommended  by  the  committee  of  conference.'  it  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative. 

FORTIFICATION  BILL. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  fortification  bUl  was 


again  taken  up,  and,  after  some  remarks  from  Mr.  C AL<* 
HOUN  in  opposition  to  the  amendment,  the  question 
was  taken,  and  it  was  adopted  by  the  following  vote: 

YsAS— -Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, Linn,  Morris,  Niles,  Preston,  Robinson,  Ruggles^ 
Shepley,  Tallroadge,  Walker,  Wall,  Wright— 20. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Davis,  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Hendricks,  King  of  Georgia,  Hangum,  Nauaain, 
Nicholas,  Robbins,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  WhHe — 13. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with 
$75,000,  so  as  to  make  the  appropriation  for  Penobscot 
for  two  years,  $75,000  for  each  year;  which,  after  some 
remarks  from  Mr.  PRESTON,  who  thought  the  sum 
too  large,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PRESTON  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  appro- 
priation of  $100,000  for  fortifications  at  Kennebec 
river,  that  being  one  of  the  places  for  which  there 
were  no  estimates  or  surveys. 

Af\er  some  remarks  in  support  of  the  motion  from 
Messrs.  CALHOUN  and  PRESTON,  and  from  Mr. 
BENTON  in  opposition  to  it,  the  question  was  decided 
in  the  negative:  Yeas  7,  nays  21,  as  follows*. 

YsAS'— Messrs.  Calhoun,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  King  of 
Georgia,  Mang^m,  Preston,  Robbins,  White — 7. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hub* 
bard.  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Robin- 
son, Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tidlmadge,  Walker,  Wall, 
Wright— 21. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by 
striking  out  the  appropriation  of  $100,000  for  fortifica- 
tions at  Kennebec  river,  and  inserting  $100,000  for  the 
same  object  for  the  year  1836,  and  $200,000  for  the 
year  1837. 

Mr.  PRESf  ON  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn— lost  9 
Ayes  12,  noes  13. 

Mr.  WALL  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  so  as  to 
make  it  read  $100,000  per  annum  fer  two  years;  which 
motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  aa 
amended,  and  it  was  adopted:  Yeas  19,  nays  9,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Mor* 
ris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tall- 
madge.  Walker,  Wall,  Wright— 19. 

Nats — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hen- 
dricks, King  of  Georgia,  Mangum,  Preston,  Webster, 
White— 9. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  further  to  amend,  by  striking 
out  the  appropriation  for  fortifications  at  Portland,  and 
inserting  for  the  same  object  $75,000  per  annum  for 
two  years;  which  motion  was  carried  in  the  affirmative: 
Yeas  20,  nays  8,  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Mor- 
ris, Nicholas,  Niles,  Preston,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shep- 
ley, Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wall,  Wright— 20. 

Nats— Messrs.  Calhoun,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hen- 
dricks, King  of  Georgia,  Mangum,  Webster,  White — 8. 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn— lost: 
Ayes  11,  noes  15. 

Mr.  PRESTON  tlien  moved  to  strike  out  the  appro- 
priation for  fortifications  at  Portsmouth,  which  motion 
was  lost  without  a  division. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill,  by 
inserting  in  lieu  of  the  appropriation  for  fortifications 
at  Portsmouth,  <*  for  fortifications  at  Portsmouth, 
$150,000  annually,  for  two  years." 

On  taking  this  question,  it  was  found  that  there  was 
not  a  quorum  voting. 

The  following  is  the  vote: 
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YxAs — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Nicho- 
las, NileR,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shcpley,  l^allmaOge, 
Walker,  Wall,  Wright— 18. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Hendricks,  White— 3. 

Mr.  DAVIS  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn— lost; 
Ayes  8,  noes  13. 

There  still  being  no  quorum. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


MoiTDAT,  Mat  23. 
RECOGNITION  OF  TEXAS. 

Mr.  WALKER  rose  and  said  there  had  been  forward- 
ed to  him  the  proceedings  of  a  large  and  respectable 
meeting  of  citizens  of  the  State  of  Mississippi,  held  at 
the  court-house  of  Warren  county,  which  he  had  been 
requested  to  present  to  the  Senate.  The  resolutions 
contained  in  these  proceedings  (Mr.  W.  said)  instruct* 
cd  their  Representatives  and  requested  their  Senators 
in  Congress  to  use  their  utmost  endeavors  to  obtain 
from  this  Government  the  immediate  recognition  of  the 
independence  of  Texas,  stating  the  reasons  which  have 
induced  the  people  of  this  county  to  urge  this  measure. 
The  time  had  now  arrived  (Mr.  W.  believed)  for  action 
on  this  subject;  and  be  therefore  moved  the  reference 
of  these  proceedings  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations. I 

Mr.  W.  handed  up  to  the  table  the  resolutions  in  a 
printed  form;  upon  which. 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  a  paper  in  that  form  could 
not  be  received;  that  it  roust  be  attested  by  the  real  sig- 
natures of  some  of  the  parties,  or  accompanied  by  a 
letter  vouching  for  its  authenticity. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  (hat  he  was  himself  satisfied  of 
the  authenticity  of  the  proceedings;  their  having  been 
se  nt  in  a  printed  form,  was  merely  for  the  convenience 
of  transmission;  and  that  he  bad  received  a  letter  on 
th  e  subject,  but  that,  in  consequence  of  its  containing 
also  matters  of  a  private  nature,  he  did  not  wish  to  com- 
municate it  for  publication. 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  the  rule  of  the  Senate  was 
inoperative  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  that  if  it  was  out  of  order  to  re- 
ceive this  pa])t'r,  he  would,  in  obedience  to  the  instruc- 
tions of  bis  constituents,  move  the  reference  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  citizens  of  Cincinnati,  having  a  similar 
object  in  view,  presented  some  days  since  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Moaniit.] 

Mr.  MORRIS. did  not  feel  disposed  to  take  up  these 
resolutions  at  this  time.  This  was  a  very  important 
question,  which  would,  in  all  probability,  produce  some 
excitement  in  the  country,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to 
act  on  it  before  it  Became  necessary.  He  was  not  will- 
ing to  take  all  he  had  heard  as  facts,  until  officially  com- 
municated. It  was  true,  it  was  a  glorious  struggle,  in 
wliich  our  citizens,  and  he  among  tlie  rest,  ft  It  a  deep 
interest;  nevertheless,  he  did  not  go  the  length  of  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Walker.]  He  had  re- 
ceived from  the  capital  of  his  State  proceedings  of  a 
meeting  of  highly  respectable  citizens,  warmly  espous- 
ing the  cause  of  Texas;  and  he  was  the  first  to  present 
to  the  Senate  proceedings  on  this  subject.  The  recog- 
nition of  Texas  involved  a  question  which  did  not  meet 
the  eye,  and  which  was  beyond  the  mere  recognition  of 
her  independence — a  question  that  would  convulse  this 
Union  from  one  end  to  the  other;  and  the  observance 
of  prudence  and  caution  was  necessary.  While  there 
was  agitation  on  this  subject,  it  was  not  the  most  appro- 
priate time  for  action  upon  it.  It  might  have  a  material 
effect  upon  some  portions  of  the  country,  aod  he  there- 


fore thought  the  time  had  not  yet  arrived  when  )t  was 
proper,  in  his  judgment,  to  act. 

Mr.  PRESTON,  with  great  satisfaction,  tendered  to 
his  friend  from  Mississippi  the  use  of  the  memorial  on 
the  subject  of  Texas  presented  by  him  some  days  since. 
It  might  have  been  supposed  that  he  would  call  up  this 
memorial  himself,  and  he  had  proposed  to  do  so  this 
morning;  but  he  had  much  rather  second  the  views  of 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  and  follow  in  bis  wake, 
than  take  the  lead  himself.  There  was  much  propriety 
in  this  movement  coming  from  that  quarter;  the  zeal 
and  ardor  which  that  gentleman  had  manifested  on  the 
subject,  and  the  powerful  interest  in  the  affairs  of  Tex- 
as which  his  constituents  had  exhibited,  alike  qualified 
him  to  take  the  lead  on  this  occasion.  He  was  glad,  for- 
another  reason,  that  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  waft 
the  first  to  move  in  this  business.  He  himself  was  in  the 
minority,  belonging  to  that  party  which  had  no  control 
over  the  destinies  of  this  country,  except  by  repulsion; 
and,  therefore,  the  motion,  coming  from  a  distinguished 
member  of  the  party  of  the  administration,  would  have 
a  more  powerful  effect  than  one  coming  from  him.  It 
showed  the  strength  of  the  cause  of  Texas,  and  indicated 
the  feelings  of  the  administration  party  in  its  behalf;  or, 
if  it  did  not  indicate  such  feelings,  it  showed  that  a  pow- 
erful current  of  public  sentiment  was  urging  them  on. 
He  had  expected  this  morning  to  follow  the  lead  of  other 
Senators.  He  had  expected  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  would  have  presented  a  memorial  on  this  subject 
from  that  great  State,  containing  such  a  vast  number  of 
signatures  as  to  put  all  others  in  the  shade;  and  he  had 
also  expected  that  a  memorial  of  the  same  nature  would 
have  been  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

The  period  had  now  arrived,  when,  if  public  inform- 
ation was  not  false,  some  action  on  the  part  of  this  Gov- 
ernment would  be  proper.  He  did  not  mean  direct 
and  positive,  but  initiatory  action,  to  put  things  in  a 
course  of  investigation.  If  a  tithe  of  that  information 
was  true,  no  one  could  question  but  that  the  domination 
of  the  President  of  Mexico  was  forever  at  an  end.  If 
it  was  true  that  his  army  was  dispersed,  his  person  cap- 
tured, and  the  Texan  army  triumphant,  Texas  was  m  . 
the  situation  supposed,  some  days  since,  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  having  a  Government  dt  faciOt  and 
being  to  all  intents  and  purposes  independent.  They 
had,  it  was  true,  received  no  official  confirmation  of  this 
intelligence;  and  therefore  it  was  not  proposed  to  do 
more  than  take  the  initiatory  steps  to  obtain  further  in- 
formation through  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations; 
but,  without  overestimating  the  feelings  of  tlie  Senator 
from  Mississippi,  he  would  take  it  for  granted,  that  if,  in- 
stead of  these  rumors,  they  had  been  in  possession  of 
official  confirmation  of  the  Texan  victory,  the  gentleman 
would  at  once  ha\e  laid  a  resolution  on  the  table  for  the 
immediate  recognition  of  the  independence  of  Texas. 

Mr.  WALKER  accepted  with  great  pleasure  the  pro- 
ceedings tendered  him  by  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina, [Mr.  PnESTON.] 

Mr.  MORRIS  said  he  would  not  now  object  to  the  use 
of  the  Ohio  proceedings  by  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr.  WALKER  then  moved  the  reference  of  all  the 
proceedings  and  memorials  in  relation  to  Texas  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  He  said  that  his  feel- 
ings had  perhaps  been  more  deeply  excited  than  those 
of  any  other  Senator,  by  tl^e  fact,  that  he  attributed  the 
death  of  a  very  near  and  much  beloved  relative,  in  pass- 
ing through  Texas  immediately  preceding  the  late  strug- 
gle, to  the  unwarrantable  proceedings  of  the  Mexican 
authorities  in  Texas.  Mr.  W.  said  he  spoke  and  acted 
on  this  subject  upon  his  own  responsibility,  and  not,  as 
was  supposed  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Pbxstov,]  as  the  organ  of  the  administration.     Mr.  W. 
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Mid  tie  bad  no  authority  to  represent  the  President's 
▼iewB  on  this  subject;  but  that,  were  be  to  give  his  own 
opinion  of  those  views,  Mr.  W.  could  not  doubt  but 
that,  as  a  man,  the  President  could  not  be  otherwise 
than  friendly  to  the  cause  of  those  who  were  struggling 
for  liberty  against  usurpation  in  any  quarter  or  the 
globe)  that  the  love  of  liberty  still  glowed  as  warmly 
in  the  bosom  of  our  venerated  President  as  when  in  the 
mormng  of  life  he  shed  his  blood  in  the  defence  of  bis 
country  in  the  war  of  the  Revolution ;  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  feelings  of  the  President,  as  a  man,  he 
would  no  doubt  so  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office  as 
to  preserve  unsullied  the  national  faith  and  the  national 
honor. 

If  (said  Mr.  W.)  the  accounts  we  had  received  from 
Texas  were  official,  he  would  have  moved  a  resolution 
for  the  immediate  recognition  of  the  independence  of 
Texas.  Mr.  W.  believed  these  accounts  to  be  true; 
but,  as  the  information  was  unofficial,  be  bad  moved  the 
reference  of  the  Texas  memorials  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  in  the  expectation  that  they  would 
immediately  investigate  the  subject,  and  be  enabled  to 
present  the  facts  to  us  in  the  authentic  form  which 
would  justify  immediate  action.  When  South  America 
was  not  yet  wholly  disenthralled  from  the  power  of 
Spain — when  the  scale  was  still  balancing,  and  the 
question  not  yet  entirely  determined  which  shotild  pre- 
ponderate, liberty  or  despotism.  Congress  had  acted 
upon  the  question  of  South  American*  independence. 
And,  at  a  late  period,  when  the  struggle  in  Greece  was 
still  progressing — when  her  classic  soil  was  still  the  the- 
atre of  a  sanguinary  and  doubtful  conflict — when  the 
Moslem  crescent  had  not  yet  faded  before  the  dawn  of 
liberty — ^ibe  distinguished  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
had  moved  to  accredit  an  agent  to  Greece.  If  we  were 
warranted  in  thus  acting  upon  that  occasion,  why  refuse 
now  to  investigate,  through  the  appropriate  committee, 
the  situation  of  affairs  in  Texas?  The  intelligence  is, 
that  a  division  of  the  Mexican  army  has  been  overthrown, 
and  the  survivors  of  the  contest  captured  by  the  troops 
of  Texas;  that  Santa  Anna,  the  leader  of  the  Mexican  ar- 
my,  and  the  head  of  the  Mexican  Government,  the  very 
nan  in  whose  person  that  Government  was  concentra- 
ted, was  also  a  prisoner;  and  that  h^ad  consented  to 
the  exaltation  of  Texas,  and  the  immediate  recognition 
of  her  independence.  If,  then,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  Texas 
has  muntained,  upon  the  field  of  battle,  that  declaration 
of  independence  made  by  her  many  months  since~if 
that  independence  has  been  acknowledged  by  the  head 
of  the  Mexican  Government,  and  Texas  evacuated  by 
the  Mexican  troops— if  there  be  now  a  Government  de 
faeto'in  operation  in  Texas,  and  her  enemies  overthrown — 
we  must,  upon  the  principles  that  have  always  guided 
our  course,  recognise  at  once  the  independence  of 
Texas. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  if  the  people  of  Texas  had 
established  a  Government  defado,  it  was  undoubtedly 
the  duty  of  this<3overnment  to  acknowledge  their  inde- 
pendence. The  time  and  manner  of  domg  so,  how- 
ever, were  all  matters  proper  for  grave  and  mature  con- 
sideration. He  should  have  been  better  satisfied,  had  this 
matter  not  been  moved  sgain  till  all  the  evidence  had  been 
collected,  and  until  they  had  received  official  informa- 
tion of  the  important  events  that  had  taken  place  in 
Texas.  As  this  proceeding  had  been  moved  by  a  mem- 
ber of  the  administration  party,  he  felt  himself  bound  to 
understand  that  the  Executive  was  not  opposed  to  take 
the  first  steps  now,  and  that  in  his  opinion  this  proceed- 
ing was  not  dangerous  or  premature.  Mr.  W.  was*  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  best  not  to  act  with  precipita- 
tion. If  this  information  was  true,  they  would  doubt- 
less before  long  hear  from  Texas  herself;  for  as  soon  as 
•he  felt  that  she  was  a  country,  and  bad  a  country,  she 


would  naturally  present  her  claims  to  her  neighbors,  to 
be  recognised  as  an  independent  nation.  He  did  not 
say  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  wait  for  this  event,  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  discreet  to  do  so.  He  wouM 
be  one  of  the  first  to  acknowledge  the  independence  of 
l*exas,  on  reasonable  proof  that  she  had  established  a 
Government.  There  were  views  connected  with  Tex« 
as  jvhich  lie  would  not  now  present,  as  it  would  be  pre- 
mature to  do  so;  but  he  would  observe  that  he  had  re- 
ceived some  information  from  a  respectable  source, 
which  turned  his  attention  to  the  very  significant  ex- 
pression used  by  Mr.  Monroe  in  his  message  of  1822, 
that  no  European  Power  should  ever  be  permitted  to 
establish  a  colony  on  the  American  continent.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  attempts  would  be  made  by  some  Euro- 
pean Government  to  obtain  a  cession  of  Texas  from  the 
Government  of  Mexico. 

Mr.  MORRIS  said  that  on  this  question  be  was  in 
hopes  he  should  be  able  to  make  himself  fully  under- 
stood. He  explained  his  views  of  the  effect  of  the  mo* 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Walksb,) 
which  he  thought  was  premature  and  hasty.  Mr.  M. 
disclaimed  being  under  Executive  influence  in  this  mat- 
ter. He  went  with  and  for  the  people  of  the  State  he 
represented.  It  was  true  he  respected  the  Executive 
will,  when  be  knew  it  officially.  But,  he  asked,  where 
was  the  Government  or  the  authorized  agents  of  Texas  f 
Those  gentlemen  who  were  here  as  agents,  he  believedj 
had  ^own  no  credentials  from  the  authorities  of  Texas. 
He  would  go  as  far  as  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  in 
favor  of  civil  and  religious  liberty,  and  held  that  all 
men  were  born  free  and  equal.  When  he  acted  as  the 
humble  organ  of  a  portion  of  the  people  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, he  desired  to  act  on  something  official.  He 
would  be  prepared  to  act  on  this  most  important  event 
at  the  proper  time»  and  he  believed  that  time  would 
soon  arrive.  He  could  sympathize  in  the  feelings  of  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Walkxb.]  That  Sena- 
tor had  reason  to  feel  in  this  matter,  having  met  with 
the  loss  of  a  near  relative.  But  be  ought  not  to  suffer 
bis  judgment  to  be  misled  by  the  intensity  of  his  feel- 
ings. They  might,  out  of  these  walls,  act  in  their  indi- 
vidual capacity  like  men;  but  when  acting  as  Senators, 
they  should  be  cautious.  But  as  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi said  time  would  be  taken  for  consideration  by 
the  committee,  if  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  and  as  that  committee  was  an  able  one,  he 
would  withdraw  his  objection  to  the  reference. 

Mr.  WALKER  stated  that,  from  the  observations  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio,  it  would  seem  that  the  gentle- 
man supposed  that  his  course  on  this  occasion  had  been 
dictated  by  the  impulses  of  his  heart,  and  not  by  his 
judgment.  The  gentleman  was  deeply  mistaken;  for 
there  was  no  one  subject  upon  which  he  Jiad  more 
deeply  reflected,  and  more  deliberately  consulted  his 
judgment,  than  on  the  subject  of  Texas.  At  the  pe- 
riod when  the  treaty  w^s  made,  by  which  the  valley  of 
the  Mississippi  was  dismembered,  and  Texas  surrender- 
ed to  a  foreign  Power — at  that  period,  not  yet  having 
arrived  at  the  ag^  of  manhood,  and  not  being  entitled 
to  a  vote,  he  had  expressed  his  conviction  against  that 
treaty,  anH,  by  addresses  in  1826  in  the  public  papers 
over  his  own  signature,  had  shown  bis  opposition  tu  that 
unwise  and  improper  measure. 

These  were  the  deliberate  dictates  of  his  own  judg- 
ment, before  he  ever  had  a  relative  in  Texas,  before 
he  was  a  resident  of  a  southern  State,  and  before  he 
ever  expected  to  have  a  seat  on  this  floor.  These,  he 
said,  were  not  southern  feelings^they  were  not  north- 
ern feelings---no,  they  were  the  feelings  which  were 
wholly  American,  prompted  by  an  ardent  zeal  for  civil 
and  religious  liberty;  and  which,  he  trusted,  would  ever 
have  influence  in  every  American  b^om.     It  was  tlie 
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solemn  and  deliberate  conTiction  of  his  judgment,  that 
tbey  should  recognise  the  independence  of  Texas, 
whenever  they  were  satisfied  that  she  had  an  established 
Govemment.  Whether  they  extended  their  Jurisdiction 
to  Texas,  as  he  desired,  or  not,  they  should  congratu- 
late themselves  that  American  institutions,  American 
feeling^,  our  freedom,  our  language,  and  our  kindred 
race,  predominated  over  that  fair  country,  instead  of  the 
colored'  mongrel  race,  and  barbarous  tyranny,  and  su- 
peretitions  of  Mexico.  They  had  not,  it  was  true,  re- 
ceived official  confirmation  of  the  glorious  intelligence, 
which  there  was  so  much  reason  to  credit.  If  they  had, 
he  would  have  at  once  laid  a  resolution  on  the  table, 
looking  t'>  the  acknowledgment  of  the  independence  of 
Texas;  but  not  having  received  such  official  mforntation, 
he  did  not  propose  more  at  present,  than  to  take  the 
initiatory  steps  of  an  inquiry  by  the  appropriate  com- 
mittee. The  Senator  from  Ohio  referred  to  the  agents 
from  Texas  now  in  this  city,  as  being  private  agents 
only.  He  begged  leave  to  tell  the  gentleman  that  they 
were  public  and  accredited  agents,  and  not  the  less  re- 
spectable because  they  were  once  American  citizens, 
and  not  less  respectable  than  the  accredited  agents  of 
the  tyrant  and  usurper,  Santa  Anna.  They  had  been 
toid  to  wait  till  Texas  had  established  ber  independence. 
She  had  established  it,  and  was  able  to  maintain  it.  By 
her  great  and  glorious  victory,  she  bad  her  oppressor  in 
ber  power,  and  could  dictate  to  him  what  terms  she 
pleased;  and  (Mr.  W.  said)  the  battle  in  which  Santa 
Anna  was  captured  was  next  in  importance,  to  the 
civilized  world,  to  the  conflict  which  terminated  in  the 
surrender  of  Cornwallis,  and  would  be  equally  decisive 
of  the  fate  of  an  Infant  republic. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  was  aware,  from  the  present 
excited  state  of  feeling  on  the  subject  of  Texas,  that 
-every  wise  and  prudent  course  would  be  misunderetood, 
and  probably  construed  into  hostility  to  the  efforts  now 
making  by  the  Texans  to  establish  a  free  and  indepen- 
dent Government;  but,  so  long  as  he  remained  a  member 
on  that  floor,  he  would,  regardless  of  every  considera- 
tion, throw  himself  in  opposition  to  all  measures  which 
he  conceived  were  calculated  to  detract  from  the  exalted 
character  of  this  country  for  good  faith  and  an  undevta- 
ting  adherence  to  all  its  ireaty  stipulations.     He  knew 
not  whether  the*information  received  of  the  extraordina- 
ry successes  of  the  Texans  was  to  be  relied  on  or  not; 
he  sincerely  hoped  it  might  prove  true;  no  man  here  felt 
a  deeper  detestation  of  the  bloodthirety  wretches  who 
had  cruelly  butchered  their  defenceless  prisonera,  than 
he  did;  but,  whether  true  or  false,  did  it  become  wise, 
discreet,  prudent  men,  bound  bv  the  strongest  considera- 
tions to  preserve  the  honor  and  faith  of  the  country,  to 
be  hurried  along  by  the  eflervescence  of  feeling,  and  at 
once  abandon  the  course,  and,  he  would  say,  the  only 
true  course,  which  this  Government  lias  invariably,  here- 
tofore,  pursued  towards  foreign  Powers?    IVe  have 
uniformly  (said  Mr.  K.)  reoMrnised  the  existing  Gov- 
ernments—the Governments  mffaetov  we  have  not  stop- 
ped to  inquire  whether  it  is  a  despotic  or  constitutional 
Government;  whether  it  is  a  republic  or  a  despotism. 
All  we  ask  is,  does  a  Government  actually  exist;  and 
having  satisfied  ourselves  of  that  fact,  we  look  no  fur- 
ther, but  recognise  it  as  it  is.     It  was  on  this  principle, 
(said  Mr.  K.,)  this  safe,  this  correct  principle,  that  we 
recognised  what  was  called  the  republic  of  France, 
founded  on  the  ruins  of  the  old  monarchy;  then  the  con- 
sular Government;  a  little  after,  the  imperial;  and  when 
that  was  crushed  by  a  combination  of  all  Europe,  and 
that  most  extraordinary  man  who  wielded  it  was  driven 
into  exile,  we  again  acknowledged  the  kingly  Govern- 
^nent  of  the  house  of  Bourbon,  and  now  the  constitu- 
tional King  Louis  Philippe  of  Orleans. 
Sir,  (said  Mr.  K.,)  we  take  things  as  they  are;  we 


ask  not  how  Governments  are  established— by  what  rev^ 
olutions  they  are  brought  into  existence.  Let  us  see 
an  independent  Government  in  Texas,  and  he  would 
not  be  behind  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  nor  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  in  pressing  forwsrd  tOMts  re* 
cognition,  and  establishing  with  it  the  most  cordial  and 
friendly  relations.  Why  (said  Mr.  K.)  should  our 
course  now  be  made  to  differ  from  that  puraued  by  us 
when  South  America  was  strup^gling  to  free  herself 
from  the  grinding  tyranny  of  Spain,  from  the  horrofs  of 
the  inquisition'  Was  there  a  man  who  did  not  deeply 
sympathize  with  them,  and  desire  to  see  them  freed 
from  their  oppressors?  Not  one,  sir,  not  one;  every 
heart  throughout  this  widely-extended  republic  throb- 
bed with  joy  at  their  successes,  with  pain  at  their  re- 
verses. Did  we  at  once  acknowledge  their  independ- 
ence? No,  sir;  far  from  it.  The  eloquent  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  then  a  member  of  the  House  of  Roji- 
resentatives,  exerted  all  his  powers  in  vain.  The  then 
administration,  wise,  cautious,  just,  could  not  be  in- 
duced to  act  in  the  absence  of  ail  informatioff  on  which 
certain  reliance  could  be  placed.  Three  of  our  mo!»t 
respectable  citizens  were  deputed  to  ascertain  the  true 
state  of  things;  and  it  was  not  until  their  report  was 
received,  that  that  prudent  administration  recommend- 
ed the  recognition  of  the  iniependence  of  the  South 
American  republics,  and  the  whole  country  joyfully 
responded  to  the  recommendation.  So»  he  should  hope, 
would  be  the  action  or  the  administration  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  Let  us  have  information  on  which  we 
may  rely,  not  mere  rumor. 

Gentlemen  had  declared  tlieir  determination  to  sus- 
tain the  proposition  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi, because  they  regarded  it  as  evidencing  the  feel- 
ings and  wishes  of  the  Executive  on  this  subject.  He, 
for  one,  could  not  consent  that  such  an  impression 
should  ^  abroad.  He  had  bad  no  communication  with 
the  Chief  Mai^istrate  on  the  subject;  but  he  felt  confi- 
dent that  the  distinguished  individual  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  was  too  wise  and  too  prudent  to  recom- 
mend premature  action  in  relation  to  a  matter  involving 
consequences  of  the  deepest  importance.  He  should 
liave  been  much  g^tified  if  it  had  pleased  honorable 
gentlemen  to  have  waited  for  the  development  of  com- 
ing events,  and  not,  upon  the  receipt  of  every  rumor,  to 
seize  upon  it  and  press  for  an  immediate  action.  He 
could  not  see  the  necessity  of  referring  these  memori- 
als to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations;  they  had 
not  the  means  of  procuring  any  information  not  already 
in  the  possession  of  the  public.  He  would  hate  pre- 
ferred that  these  manifestations  of  public  feeling-should 
have  been  received  and  suffered  to  lie  on  the  table  until 
the  proper  period  for  action  should  arrive.  He  would 
not,  however,  oppose  the  motion,  if  gentlemen  contin- 
ued to  press  it;  but  he  trusted  to  the  intelligence  and 
sound  discretion  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
to  let  the  matter  slumber  for  the  present,  and  not  rec 
ommend  any  action,  until  possessed  of  the  fullest  in* 
formation,  sustaining  the  settled  policy  of  this  Govern- 
ment, and  becoming  to  the  national  Legislature. 

Mr.  MANGUM  hoped  the  Senate  would  not  send  this 
matter  to  the  committee — not  to  sleep,  for  they  ought  to 
report  something  on  the  subject.  From  the  relation  in 
which  he  stood  as  a  member  of  that  committee  towards 
the  Executive,  he  ought  to  be  cautious  not  to  embarrass 
that  department  of  the  vGovernment;  and  from  local 
causes  it  would  naturally  be  expected  he  should  have 
some  feeling  on  this  subject.  If  he  had,  he  dare  not 
move  in  the  matter  until  the  Executive  moved.  He 
would  not  vole  for  a  reference  of  these,  or  any  other 
proceedings,  to  embarrass  the  executive  department.  He 
alluded  to  a  bill  before  another  branch  of  Congress  to 
fix  the  boundary  Ime  between  this  Govemmuit  and  the 
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Gorernment  of  Mexico,  and  they  ought  to  act  with  some 
delicacy.  He  knew  he  would  be  denounced  in  a  certain 
quarter  as  wanting  in  a  due  sense  of  feeling  for  Texas. 
But  when  Texas  came  up  to  the  standard  of  indepen- 
dence, he  was  prepared  to  act  promptly,  but  was  not 
willing  to  embarrass  the  Executive  upon  mere  newspa- 
per rumor.  He  would  rote  against  the  reference,  on  the 
ground  tliat  he  was  unwilling  to  take  any  step  until  he 
could  go  the  whole  length.  At  present,  there  was  no 
authentic  information  that  there  was  any  Government  in 
Texas.  He  would  not  yield  that  he  had  less  sensibility 
than  others  in  behalf  of  Texas;  and  being  unwilling  that 
the  committee  should  be  embarrassed  by  this  delicate 
question,  he  would  move  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  add 
more  strength  to  the  c:iuse  of  Texas  to  wait  for  a  few 
days,  until  they  received  official  confirmation  of  the  vic- 
tory and  capture  of  Santa  Anna,  in  order  to  obtain  a 
more  unanimous  vote  in  favor  of  the  recognition  of 
Texas.  Ue  had  been  of  but  one  opinion  from  the  be- 
ginning, that,  so  far  from  Mexico  being  able  to  reduce 
Texas,  there  was  great  da-ger  of  Mexico  herself  being 
conquered  by  the  Texans.  The  result  of  one  battle  had 
placed  the  ruler  of  Mexico  in  the  power  of  the  Texans; 
and  they  were  now  able,  either  to  dictate  what  terms 
they  pleased  to  him,  or  to  make  terms  with  the  opposi- 
tion in  Mexico. 

This  extraordinary  meeting  had  given  a  handful  of 
brave  men  a  most  powerful  control  over  the  destinies  of 
Mexico;  he  trusted  they  would  use  their  victory  with 
moderation.  He  had  made  up  his  mind  not  only  to 
recognise  the  independence  of  Texas,  but  for  her  ad- 
mission into  this  Union;  and  if  the  Texans  managed 
their  affairs  prudently,  they  would  soon  be  called 
upon  to  decide  that  question.  No  man  could  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  that  country  could  ever  come  again 
under  the  dominion  of  Mexico;  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  it  was  nut  for  our  interests  that  there  should  be  an 
independent  community  between  us  and  Mexico.  There 
were  powerful  reasons  why  Texas  should  be  a  part  of 
this  Union,  The  southern  States,  owning  a  slave  popu- 
lation, were  deeply  interested  in  preventmg  that  coun- 
try from  having  the  power  to  annoy  them;  and  the 
navigating  and  manufucturing  interests  of  the  North  and 
Kast  were  equally  interested  in  making  it  a  part  of  this 
Union.  He  thought  they  would  soon  be  called  on  to  de- 
cide these  questions;  and  when  they  did  act  on  it,  he 
was  for  acting  on  both  together — for  recognising  the  in- 
dependence of  Texan,  and  for  admitting  her  into  the 
Union. 

Though  he  felt  the  deepest  solicitude  on  this  subject, 
be  was  ktr  acting  calmly, deliberately,  and  cautiously,  but 
at  the  same  time  with  decision  and  firmness.  They 
should  not  violate  their  neutrality;  but  when  they  were 
once  satisfied  that  Texas  had  established  a  Government, 
they  should  do  as  they  had  done  in  all  other  similar  cases 
— recognise  her  as  an  independent  nation;  and  if  her 
people,  who  were  once  citizens  of  this  republic,  wished 
to  come  back  to  us,  he  would  receive  them  with  open 
arms. 

If  events  should  go  on  as  they  hsd  done,  he  could  not 
but  hope  that  before  the  close  of  the  present  session  of 
Congress,  they  would  not  only  acknowledge  the  inde- 
pendence of  Texas,  but  admit  her  into  the  Union.  He 
hoped  there  would  be  no  unnecessary  delay,  for  in  such 
cases  delays  were  dangerous;  but  that  they  would  act 
with  unanimity,  and  act  promptly. 

Mr.  BROWN  said  he  would  not  enter  into  the  consid- 
eration of  the  very  important  topics,  on  the  present 
occasion,  which  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Calhoun]  had  alluded  to,  in  the  course  of  his  re- 
marks, as  to  the  position  which  Texas  ought  to  occupy, 
in  relation  to  the  United  States,  in  the  CYent  of  her  suc- 


ceeding in  the  establishment  of  her  independence. 
Whether  she  was  to  be  incorporated  into  our  confedera- 
cy as  one  of  its  members,  or  whether  she  was  to  sUnd 
in  the  relation  of  an  independent  sovereignty,  having  no 
political  connexion  with  gs,  as  a  nation,  were  questions 
which  were  fraught  with  the  most  important  conse- 
quences, and  would,  when  presented  for  deliberation, 
deserve  the  most  solemn  consideration. 

He  would  proceed  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  motion 
to  refer  the  memorials  in  favor  of  the  recognition  of  the 
independence  of  Texas  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations.  We  had  been  called  on  (said  Mr.  B.)  to  take 
this  step,  by  the  advocates  of  the  motion,  confessedly  on 
the  grounds  of  the  propriety  of  an  immediate  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  existing  authorities  in  Texas  as  a  Government. 
He,  therefore,  should  view  the  motion  as  looking  to  that 
result,  and  as  the  means  by  which  it  was  sought  to  be  ac- 
complished. What,  he  would  ask,  was  the  nature  of  the 
information  on  which  this  important  step  was  to  be  predi- 
cated? Were  we  in  possession  of  that  well  authenticated 
intelligence,  as  regards  the  condition  of  Texas,  and  the 
competency  of  its  existing  authorities  to  maintain  them- 
selves against  the  power  of  the  Mexican  Government, 
which  would  authorize  such  a  measure?  These  were 
important  preliminary  inquiries,  and  should  not  be  re- 
garded as  settled,  until  we  had  received  more  certain 
and  definite  information  than  we  yet  had  in  our  pos- 
session.  Mr.  B.  could  not,  he  said,  consider  the  effort 
which  was  now  making  by  honorable  gentlemen  to 
stimulate  action  on  this  subject  by  our  Government,  in 
any  other  light  than  an  attempt  to  change  practically 
and  radically  the  neutral  and  pacific  character  of  our 
Government,  which  had  long  been  cherished  as  one  of 
its  wisest  and  best  settled  principles  of  policy— a  policy 
under  the  guidance  of  which  we  had  grown,  and 
strengthened,  and  become  powerful  at  home  and  re- 
spectable abroad.  He,  for  one,  was  not  willing  to  ex- 
change a  policy  which  had  produced  such  rich  and 
valuable  fruits,  for  one  of  novel  experiment  and  of  un- 
certain  issue.  He  could  not  yield  his  judgment  to  the 
enthusiastic  appeals  which  hsd  been  made  to  our  sympa- 
thies on  this  occasion.  He  trusted  that  he,  too,  felt  a 
becoming  and  proper  sympathy  for  those  in  every  clime, 
and  in  every  country,  who  were  engaged  in  a  struggle 
for  liberty  against  arbitrary  power.  But  there  was  a 
sympathy  which  he  owed  in  another  quarter,  and  which 
he  acknowledged  he  felt  in  its  full  extent— higher, 
stronger,  and  of  more  sacred  obligation  than  that  which 
bad  been  on  the  present  occasion  claimed  of  us.  It 
was  a  sympathy  for  the  preservation  of  our  national 
character,  for  justice,  and  for  the  preservation  of  our 
own  free  institutions.  Such  was  the  ardent  anxiety  and 
solicitude  that  he  felt  for  the  success  of  our  own  great 
and  hitherto  eminently  successful  experiment  in  self- 
government,  that  he  believed  we  should  not  only  be  do- 
ing great  injustice  to  our  own  country,  but  to  the  cause 
of  liberty  everywhere,  bv  embarking  our  Government, 
which  was  the  best  antHPightest  hope  of  the  friends  of 
civil  liberty,  in  schemes,  if  not  dangerous,  to  say  the  least 
of  them,  injudicious  and  precipitate.  Mr.  B.  thought  he 
could  see,  m  the  considerations  to  which  he  had  advert- 
ed, reasons  at  least  as  strong,  and  motives  as jpowerful, 
to  call  forth  our  patriotic  sympathies,  and  to  afford  us  an 
ample  occasion  for  thf  ir  exercise,  as  any  which  had  been 
urged  on  the  other  side. 

It  had  repeatedly  (stiid  Mr.  B.)  been  charged  against 
republics,  by  the  advocates  of  power,  that  they  were  too 
much  governed  by  a  spirit  of  conquest,  and  had  often 
endeavored  to  aggrandize  themselves  at  the  expense  of 
other  nations,  disregarding  the  principles  of  justice.  •  He 
believed  the  charge  unfounded,  and  trusted  that  the 
United  Slates  would  continue,  as  they  had  heretofore 
done,  to  afford  an  exemplification  of  the  truth,  that  a 
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republican  Government  can  not  only  ad  with  justice  and 
moderation  towards  other  nations,  but  that  it  can  pre- 
serve a  character  for  those  elevated  national  virtues, 
placing  it  in  honorable  contrast  with  the  selfish  and  ar- 
bitrary examples  too  often  set  by  Governments  of  a  dif- 
ferent form. 

Mr.  B.  said  that  generous  as  the  enthusiasm  was  which 
had  been  expressed  on  this  occasion  in  behalf  of  Texas, 
and  disinterested  as  the  motives  doubtless  were,  alleged 
in  favor  of  the  proposed  departure  from  our  neutrality, 
(for  such  he  should  regard  a  recognition  of  the  indepen- 
dence of  Texas  at  present,)  did  gentlemen  believe  that 
the  sharp-sighted  diplomacy  of  foreign  nations  would 
not  suspect  us  of  some  disposition  to  aggrandize  ourselves 
at  the  expense  of  a  weaker  neighbor,  and  of  impatience 
'to  plant  our  eagles  on  a  foreign  soil? 

He  regarded  our  national  character  as  worth  infinitely 
more  than  all  the  temtorial  possessions  of  Mexico,  her 
wealth,  or  the  wealth  of  all  other  nations  added  together. 
We  occupied  a  standing  among  the  nations  of  the  earth, 
of  which  we  might  well  be  proud,  and  which  we  ought 
not  to  permit  to  be  tarnished.  We  have,  said  Mr.  B., 
arrived  at  that  period  of  our  history,  as  a  nation,  when  It 
Behooves  us  to  act  with  the  greatest  wisdom  and  circum- 
spection. But  a  few  years  since,  as  a  nation,  we  were 
oomparatively  in  a  state  of  infancy;  we  were  noW|  in  the 
confidence  of  youth,  and  with  the  buoyancy  of  spirit  in- 
cident to  this  period  of  our  existence  as  a  nation,  about 
to  enter  on  *<  man's  estate.'^  Powerful  in  resources, 
and  conscious  of  our  strength,  let  us  not  forget  the 
sacred  obligations  of  justice  and  good  faith,  which  form 
the  indispensable  basis  of  a  nation's  character — greatness 
and  freedom;  and  without  which,  no  people  could  long 
preserve  the  blessings  of  self-government.  Republican 
government  was  based  on  the  principles  of  justice;  and 
for  it  to  be  administered  on  any  other,  either  in  its 
foreign  or  domestic  affairs,  was  to  undermine  its  found- 
ation and  to  hasten  its  overthrow. 

Mr.B.  said  that  the  peaceable  acquisition  of  Texas  by 
purchase,  was  a  question  which  might  well  merit  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States; 
but  any  step  which  looked,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  obtaining  possession  of  it  in  any  other  way,  or  which 
would  commit  us  to  take  part  in  the  contest  in  which  it 
was  at  present  engaged,  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be 
steadily  resisted.  If,  in  the  existing  condition  of  things, 
we  acknowledge  her  independence,  it  would  become 
not  only  a  matter  of  pride,  but  somewhat  of  obligation 
on  our  part,  to  maintain  it  by  military  force;  an  extremity 
on  which  gentlemen  ought  to  pause,  before  they  were 
prepared  to  precipitate  the  country  improvidentfy  into. 

If,  said  Mr.  B.,  we  shall  receive  unquestionable  infor- 
mation that  Texas  can  maintain  her  independence  against, 
the  authority  of  the  Mexican  Government,  none  j^nukT 
be  mqre  willing  to  see  her  recognised  as  a  free  and  in- 
dependent State  than  himself;  but,  until  then,  we  owed  it 
to  our  character  as  a  nation,  to  our  love  of  justice  and 
moderation,  and  to  our  republican  form  of  government, 
to  do  nothing  which  would  coropromit  the  one  or  en- 
danger the  other. 

•31r.  WALK£R  said  the  arguments  made  by  some 
Senators  were  calculated  to  place  him  in  a  position  which 
be  had  not  occupied,  and  demanded  a  reply.  Honorable 
Senators  bad  spoken  as  though  he  (Mr.  W.)  had  made 
some  proposition  to  dismember  Mexico,  to  violate  the 
ikith  of  treaties,  and  tarnish  the  national  honor.  Mr.  W. 
bad  made  no  such  proposition.  He  said  he  would 
violate  no  treaty;  he  would  never  desire  to  tarnish  the 
national  honor,  or  sully  a  single  star  that  beams  in  the 
banner  of  the  Union.  The  question  is  to  inquire, 
through  the  appropriate  committee,  into  the  existence 
of  a  Government  ae  facio  in  Texas.  The  sole  ques- 
tiou  ia«  has  a  revolution  been  effected  in  Texas  P    Has 


the  Mexican  Government  been  overthrown  there?  And 
whether  this  revolution,  as  in  the  present  case,  in  a 
single  campaign,  or  as  in  the  three  days  at  Paris,  has 
been  effected,  leaves  the  question  unchanged.  Mr.  W. 
would  desire  to  call  back  honorable  gentlemen  from  the 
fields  of  speculation  into  which  they  had  wandered,  and 
ask  them  to  meet  the  question  now  proposed — whether 
the  Senate  ought  not  to  inquire  into  the  fact  of  the 
existence  of  a  Government  de  fado  in  Texas?  If  in 
Texas  there  be  a  successful  Government  in  operation* 
then  we  shall  violate  the  fundamental  principle  of  the 
law  of  nations,  if  we  continue  to  recognise  the  existence 
of  the  Mexican  authority  in  a  country  from  which  it  baa 
been  expelled.  But  the  recognition,  it  is  said,  should 
come  from  the  Executive,  or  upon  his  suggestion.  Had 
the  President  proceeded  to  recognise  the  independence 
of  Texas,  or  to  dictate  our  course  here  on  this  subject, 
some  of  those  very  Senators  who  object  to  my  motion 
would  have  at  once  denounced,  as  a  usurpation,  such  a 
course  upon  the  part  of  the  Executive.  But  the  Senate 
has  a  right  to  act  on  this  subject,  not  only  as  a.branch  of 
the  Legislature,  but  as  a  branch  of  the  executive  depart- 
ment, in  controlling  our  foreign  relations.  No  treaty 
can  be  made  with  any  foreign  Power,  no  envoy  accred- 
ited there,  but  through  the  direct  action  of  the  Senate, 
as  a  branch  of  the  executive  department;  and  it  is  there- 
fore peculiarly  appropriate  that  the  proposed  inquiry 
should  commence  here.  But  we  are  told  the  proposed 
inquiry  is  indelicate,  under  existing  circumstances.  In- 
delicate to  whom?  To  Santa  Anna,  the  captive  chief  of 
the  Mexican  Government?  Mr.  W.  said  that,  to  his  mind, 
such  an  idea  was  irresistibly  ludicrous.  When  our  illus- 
trious Franklin  presented  his  credentials  as  the  first 
American  ambassador  to  France, 'did  we  think  it  indeli- 
cate to  send  such  an  envoy  on  such  an  embassy?  And 
when  the  young  Franklins  from  Texas  shall  present 
their  credentials,  as  they  may  already  have  done,  on  a 
similar  embassy,  shall  we  be  told  that  the  inquiry  is  in- 
delicate, whether  they  do  in  fact  represent  a  Government 
de  fado  or  not?  But  if  the  inquiry  is  indelicate  on  our 
part,  would  it  not  be  miich  more  so  on  the  part  of  the 
Executive— brought  heretofore,  and  perhaps  at  the 
present  moment,  into  actual  conferences  with  the  minis- 
ter of  Santa  Anna'  There  was  another  strong  reason 
for  immediate  action.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
had  stated  that  a  foreign  Power  was  endeavoring  to 
obtain  a  cession  of  Texas  from  Mexico.  If  Mexico  could 
ever  cede  Texas  to  that  foreign  Power,  now  would  be 
the  moment.  If  she  made  such  cession  when  we  refused 
even  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  recognising  the  in- 
dependence of  Texas,  might  not  Mexico,  and  such  foreign 
Power  to  whom  Texas  was  ceded,  then  declare  her 
independence,  because  we  sliall  have  considered  the 
Mexican  Power  as  the  lawful  Government  of  Texas? 
This  circumstance  alone  demanded  immediate  action. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  PRESTON, 
CALHOUN,  and  MANGUM, 

Mr.  RIVES  concurred  in  the  necessity  of  caution. 
This  Government  should  act  with  moderation,  calmness, 
and  dignity;  and  because  he  wished  the  Senate  should 
act  with  that  becoming  moderation,  calmness,  and  dig^ 
nity,  which  ought  to  characterize  Us  deliberations  on  in- 
ternational subjects,  it  was  his  wish  that  the  subject 
might  be  referred.  If  it  was  postponed,  it  would 
come  up  ag^n  for  discussion  from  morning  to  morning, 
to  the  exclusion  of  most  of  the  business  of  the  Senate, 
as  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  presentation  of 
petitions  every  morning,  to  excite  discussion.  It  was 
for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  these  discussions,  that  he 
should  vote  to  refer  it  at  once  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  A  prominent  member  of  that  com- 
mittee had  been  long  and  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  subject  of  our  foreign  relations,  and  there  were 
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members  on  it  representing^  all  the  different  sections  of 
the  country,  to  whose  charge  he  beliered  the  subject 
could  be  safely  committed.  It  would  seem,  from  the 
course  of  debate  this  morning-,  that  gentlemen  supposed 
the  question  of  the  recognition  of  the  independence  of 
Texas,  or  its  admission  into  this  Union,  was  directly  be* 
fore  the  Senate;  and  some  gentlemen  had  volunteered 
their  opinions  in  advance  of  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee. He  did  not  vote  to  refer  it  to  the  committee  to  re- 
ceive its  quietus,  but  that  they  might  give  their  views 
upon  it{  nor  did  he  feel  as  if  he  were  called  upon  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  the  propriety  of  the  measure.  It 
was  strange  that  Senators,  who  stated  that  their  opinions 
were  made  up,  should  oppose  the  reference. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  explained.  He  stated  that  he  was 
not  prepared  now  to  take  either  course  that  he  had  sug- 
gested. But  he  said  that  the  questions,  both  of  the  re- 
cognition of  Texas^  and  her  incorporation  into  the  Union, 
would  soon  be  brought  before  them.  He  stated  that 
the  Texans,  having  the  power,  could  make  good  terms 
with  Sania  Anna,  or  with  the  opposing  party  in  Mexico; 
and  that  if  they  acted  with  pinidence.  Congress  would 
soon  be  called  upon  to  decide  whether  they  should  be 
incorporated  into  the  Union.  The  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, he  presumed,  would  not  oppose  this.  He  was  not 
so  prudent  as  to  wait  for  the  opinion  of  the  committee. 
He  bad  the  fullest  confidence  m  the  committee,  but,  hav- 
ing made  up  his  mind  long  ago,  he  did  not  rely  on  the 
opinions  of  any  one.  It  was  not  that  he  considered 
action  to  be  now  premature,  but  because  he  desired  to 
see  a  greater  unanimity  of  opinion,  that  he  wished  this 
matter  delayed. 

Mr.  RIVES  was  under  the  impression,  without  being 
able  to  recall  to  his  mind  particularly  who  the  individual 
Senators  were,  that  other  gentlemen  had  so  expressed 
themselves.  He  held  it  to  be  entirely  premature,  in 
any  Senator,  in  cases  of  reference,  to  express  an  opin- 
ion in  advance.  The  committee  would  be  governed 
by  all  proper  and  patriotic  feelings,  in  their  deliberations 
upon  the  subject,  and  report  to  the  Senate  their  views 
upon  it  in  detail,  based  upon  authentic  information  re- 
ceived from  all  the  sources  within  their  reach.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  discussion  of  all  preliminary  questions, 
without  having  well  authenticated  facts  before  them, 
gave  rise  to  excited  feelings.  The  gmntleman  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calbouh]  had  stated  his  feelings 
as  a  southern  man* 

Mr.  CALHOUN  explained.  He  stated  that  all  parts 
of  the  Union,  the  manufacturing,  navigating,  and  com- 
mercial interests,  were  all  equally  interested  in  the  in- 
dependence of  Texas. 

Mr.  RIVES  repeated  that  it  was  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  these  excited  feelings  and  discussions,  that  he 
was.  in  favor  of  the  reference.  They  all  knew  the  in- 
terest felt  in  relation  to  this  Government.  He  did  not 
conceive  that  voting  for  a  reference,  committed  any 
one.  Uid  any  gentleman,  when  he  voted  for  the  re- 
ference of  a  particular  claim  to  a  committee,  consider 
himself  bound  to  vote  for  that  claim?  Certainly  not. 
He  hoped  every  Senator  would  acquiesce  in  the  refer- 
ence; and  in  all  probability,  in  a  short  time,  they  would 
have  placed  in  their  hands  such  information  of  an  offi- 
cial character  as  would  enable  them  to  act  with  unani- 
mity, and  perhaps  even  without  discussion. 

Mr.  President,  when  Santa  Anna  descended  upon 
Texas,  like  Hyder  Alt  on  the  plains  of  the  Carnatic, 
spreading  destruction  and  desolation  before  him;  when 
he  stormed  the  Alamo,  aAd  put  its  noble  and  devoted 
defenders  to  the  sword;  when  Colonel  Fannin,  who, 
afler  fighting  gallantly  an  overwhelming  force  of  his 
enemies,  was  seduced  into  an  honorable  capitulation; 
when  this  capitulation  was  basely  and  treacherously  vio- 
lated, and  bis  followers  assassinated;  when  property  was 


plundered  and  laid  waste;  when  women  and  children 
were  seen  flying  to  the  swamps,  forests,  and  cane-brakes^ 
for  shelter  and  protection  against  the  power  of  these 
ruthless  invaders;  then,  in  the  hour  of  their  darkest 
hopes,  I  was  willing  to  vote  an  acknowledgment  of  the 
independence  of  Texas,  because  at  that  moment  it  would 
have  served  their  cause  a  good  purpose.  But  now,  air, 
the  scene  is  chan|^;  they  have  met  their  proud  and 
vainglorious  enemies,  and  completely  triumphed;  they 
have  trampled  their  enemies  in  the  dust,  and  worked 
out  their  own  salvation.  Texas  is  independent,  and  it 
matters  but  little  whether  we  now  pass  through  the  forew 
of  admitting  it  or  not.  She  is  too  prosperous  for  me  to 
take  much  interest  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  that  be  had  in  his  possesskm  ft 
memorial  from  citizens  of  the  city  and  county  of  Phila- 
delphia, urging  Congress  to  recognise  the  independence 
of  Texas,  which  he  intended  to  present  to  the  Senate  as 
soon  as  an  opportunity  should  offer.  After  much  delih* 
eration,  he  had  determined  to  move  ito  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations;  believing  that,  under 
existing  circumstances,  this  was  the  most  proper  dispo- 
sition which  could  be  made  of  these  memorials. 

Mr.  B.  entirely  concurred  in  the  views  which  had 
been  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr. 
Rives.]  A  reference  of  these  memorials  to  that  com^- 
mittee  committed  nobody.  It  left  the  future  course  oC 
every  Senator  as  free  as  it  had  been  before.  Such  a 
vote  did  not,  in  itself,  imply  either  that  we  favored  or 
that  we  opposed  the  recognition  of  Texan  indepen- 
dence. No  inference  could  be  fairly  drawn  from  it,  ex- 
cept that  we  deemed  the  subject  of  sufficient  importance 
to  justify  an  Inquiry.  Could  any  Senator  deny  this 
proposition^  It  might  be,  though  he  confessed  he 
thought  it  highly  improbable,  that  the  committee  would 
feel  themselves  bound  to  determine  against  the  cause  of 
Texas,  and  against  the  ardent  wishes  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  In  that  event,  it  would  become  the  duty 
of  the  committee  to  endeavor  to  tranquillize  the  country, 
and  to  satisfy  the  public  that  this  view  of  the  subject 
was  correct.  The  simple  reference  of  these  memorials 
was  the  best  mode  of  getting  clear  of  the  subject  for  the 
present;  and  for  these  reasons,  if  he  bad  no  other,  he 
should  vote  for  it.  He  did  not  believe  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  war  between  Mexico  and  Texas,  the 
most  jealous  minister  ever-sent  from  old  Spain  or  Mexico 
would  have  any  cause  to  complain  of  the  mere  reference 
of  these  memorials  to  a  committee  of  the  Senate. 

But,  Mr.  B.  said,  he  should  not  do  justice  either  to 
his  feelings  or  his  jud^ent,  if  he  were  to  place  his  vote 
upon  these  considerations  alone.  When  be  had  last  ad- 
dressed the  Senate  upon  this  subject,  the  civil  war  was 
stiil  raging  in  Texas,  and  the  result  of  the  conflict  was 
still  involve  in  doubt.  It  would  then  have  been  a  vio- 
lation of  the  established  principles  of  our  policy  to  in- 
stitute an  inquiry  whether  we  should  recognise  its  inde* 
pendence.  From  these  principles,  whatever  might  be 
bia  feelings  as  a  man,  he  should  never  depart  as  an 
American  Senator.  But  since  that  time,  the  aspect  of 
affairs  had  materially  changed.  Although  he  was  not 
ofa  credulous  or  sanguine  disposition,  yet  the  sources 
of  xMir  inforoiation  were  so  numerous,  and  of  such  a  re- 
spectable character,  that  he  now  believed  the  dominion 
of  Mexico  over  Texas  was  gone  forever.  For  this  be 
thanked  his  God.  Its  mountains  and  its  fertile  plains 
were  destined  to  sustain  millions  of  American  freemen 
in  the  enjoyment  of  American  liberty.  Whatever  strug- 
f^les  the  patriots  of  Texas  might  yet  be  compelled  to  make 
in  the  sacred  cause  of  liberty,  of  one  things  he  felt  cer- 
tain—that they  would  be  finally  triumphant.  But  would 
tliey  use  their  victory  as  wisely  as  it  bad  been  bravely 
wonf  This  was  a  question  on  which  we  should  soon  be 
able  to  form  an  opinion.    Before  we  could  acknowledge 
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tbeir  independence,  we  must  be  satisfied  that  they  had 
orgftnized  and  established  a  Government  de  fadOf  and 
were  actually  independent.  When  these  facts  were 
clearly  proved,  we  should  then  owe  it  to  ourselves — we 
should  owe  it  to  the  feeling^  of  the  American  people — 
to  exhibit  an  alacrity  in  declarin|f  them  independent. 
On  this  subject  we  should  manifest  no  tardiness  nor 
cold  delay;  but,  until  that  time  should  arrive,  we  must 
be  faithful  to  our  principles,  and  to  our  duties  as  a  mem« 
ber  of  the  g^eat  family  of  nations. 

A  habit  seemed  to  be  g^rowing  in  this  body,  of  attrib- 
uting to  the  opinions  of  Senators  on  this  floor,  who  were 
known  to  be  friendly  to  the  present  administration,  a 
meaning  beyond  what  could  be  fairly  inferred  from  their 
expressions,  and  thus  attempting  to  commit  the  Execu- 
tive. This  had  been  done  in  the  course  of  the  present 
debate.  He  protested  against  the  justice  of  any  such 
inference.  What  he  had  said  upon  the  present  occasion 
were  his  own  opinions,  for  which  be  was  individually 
responsible,  without  any  reference  whatever  to  those 
which  might  be  entertained  by  tlie  President  of  the 
United  States.  H$  trusted  that,  without  further  debate 
or  delay,  these  memorials  might  be  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee, and  we  mjght  thus  have  a  breathing  spell  from 
this  subject,  to  attend  to  the  other  important  business 
which  was  now  pressing  upon  us. 

AAer  some  further  observations  from  Mr.  PRES- 
TON, 

The  several  memorials  were  then  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

FORTIFICATION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HUBBARD,  the  fortification  bill 
was  laid  on  the  table  until  to-morrow. 

RESCINDING  RESOLUTION. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  rescinding  resolution, 
which  came  up  as  the  special  order,  wa;  postponed,  and 
made  the  special  order  for  Thursday,  after  some  re- 
marks from 

Mr.  HILL,  who  expressed  a  wish  to  speak  on  the 
subject  before  he  left  the. Senate,  which  he  proposed  to 
do  at  the  end  of  this  week,  or  the  beginning  of  the  next. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  offered  a  resolution,  setting  apart 
Friday  and  Saturday  of  every  week  for  the  considera- 
tion of  private  bills,  and  asked  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution;  but  an  objection  was  made,  and  the  resolu- 
tion lies  over. 

The  special  orders  were  then  postponed  until  to-mor- 
row, for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  the  general  orders. 

The  resolution  offered  some  time  ago  by  Mr.  Hdb- 
BABD,  concerning  the  incorporation  of  banks  in  Florida, 
was  taken  up,  and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio, 
with  the  consent  of  the  mover,  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TuBSBAT,  Mat  24. 
ALABAMA. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  stated  that  he  had  received 
information,  on  which  the' most  perfect  reliance  could  be 
placed',  that  a  great  number  of  individuals  had  been  dri- 
ven from  their  homes  on  the  Alabama  side  of  the  Chatta- 
hoochie  river,  by  the  hostile  Creek  Indians,  many  of 
them  having  families,  being  deprived  of  their  all,  and 
having  no  means  of  sustaining  themselves  until  the  In- 
dians can  be  put  down,  and  the  country  restored  to  a 
state  of  peace  and  quiet.  It  was  not  necessary,  Mr.  K. 
said,  to  dwell  on  the  scenes  of  affliction  which  were  now 
witnessed  in  that  unhappy  country  $  all  they  could  now 
do  was,  to  extend  to  them  such  assistance  as  would  ena- 
ble these  unfortunate  people  to  susUin  nature  until  their 
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country  could  be  restored  to  a  state  of  peace  and  quiet, 
and  they  reinstated  in  their  homes.  He  therefore  asked 
leave  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution,  authorizing  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  cause  rations  to  be  is- 
sued from  the  public  stores  to  supply,  for  the  present, 
those  sufferers  who  have  not  the  means  of  sustaining 
themselves  and  families. 

He  hoped  that  the  resolution  would  be  received  by 
unanimous  consent;  and  that  the  rule  of  the  Senate,  rer 
quiring  one  day's  previous  notice,  would  be  dispense4 
with.  In  a  case  of  this  nature,  Mr.  K.  said,  that  even 
one  day  was  of  importance. 

The  resolution  was  then  read  twice,  and  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

[At  a  subsequent  part  of  the  day,  the  above  resolu- 
tion having  been  reported  correctly  engrossed,  was,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  K.,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  read  the 
third  time  and  passed.] 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Hubbard,' 
of  New  Hampshire,  setting  apart  Fridays  and  Saturdays 
for  the  exclusive  consideration  of  private  bills  and  pri- 
vate business,  was  taken  up  and  discussed. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  NAUDAIN  moved  to  strike  out  Friday,  and  the 
amendment  was  accepted  by  the  mover,  as  a  modifica- 
tion of  his  resolution. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the 
table:  Yeas  16,  nays  17. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution:  Ayes  16,  noes  17. 

So  the  resolution  was  rejected. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  a  resolution  lying  on  the 
table,  that  the  Senate  hereafter  meet  at  eleven  o'clock, 
daily,  instead  of  twelve;  which  was  agreed  to. 

FORTIFICATION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HUBBARD,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  erec- 
tion of  fortifications,  purchase  of  sites,  &c. 

The  question  being  to  strike  out  the  appropriation  as 
it  stands  for  the  fortifications  in  Portsmouth  harbor,  and 
inserting  $150,000  per  annum,  for  two  years- 
Mr.  HUBBARD  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Mr.  President:  At  this  late  period  of  the  session,  it 
may  fairly  be  presumed  that  every  subject  connected 
with  the  legislative  proceedings  of  Congress  has  been 
so  thoroughly  examined,  so  faithfully  considered,  and 
so  well  matured,  that  every  member  of  the  Senate  is 
prepared  for  action;  and  that  discussion,  if  not  unac- 
ceptable, would  seem  to  be  wholly  unnecessary.  I  am 
fully  sensible  of  the  truth  of  this  sentiment,  and  I  can 
assure  the  Senate  that  no  man  more  deeply  regrets  than 
myself  the  necessity  imposed  upon  me  to  present  my 
views  upon  the  immediate  question  before  the  Senate. 
If  the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Pbebton]  had  not  expressly  intimated  thit  he  should 
renew  his  motion  to  strike  from  the  bill  the  appropria- 
tion for  a  fortification  at  Portsmouth,  I  would  not  trou- 
ble the  Senate  with  one  single  remark;  but,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, coming  as  I  do  from  New  Hampshire,  and  being 
entirely  sensible  of  the  importance  of  the  proposed  for- 
tification near  the  mouth  of  the  Piscataqua,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  public  and  private  property  in  time  of  war, 
and  for  the  belter  security  of  an  enterprising,  intelli- 
gent, and  patriotic  population  in  that  immediate  vicinityi 
1  should  be  deaf  to  the  call  of  duty,  I  should  be  faithleijS 
to  the  interests  of  my  constituents,  if  I  should  remain  si- 
lent; if  I  should  fail  to  present  to  the  Senate  the  facts 
within  my  own  knowledge,  and  which  facts  cannot  be 
presumed  to  be  within  the  knowledge  of  all  the  Sena- 
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tors;  if  I  should  fail  to  urge  such  general  considera- 
tions, which  ought  to,  and  which  I  trust  will,  induce  the 
Senate  to  retain  this  appropriation  in  the  bill;  and  that, 
should  any  appropriation  be  made  for  the  following 
year,  the  particular  amendment  presented  by  (he  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri,  proposing  a  like  appropriation  fof 
1837,  will  be  adopted.  I  must,  therefore,  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  Senate  for  a  few  minutes,  with  the  view- 
to  show  the  fitness,  the  propriety,  the  urgent  necessity, 
of  erecting  a  fortification  at  the  mouth  of  the  Piscataqua, 
Yiear  the  harbor  of  Portsmouth. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  President,  we  are  relieved  from 
all  constitutional  difficulties  in  making  appropriations 
for  objects  of  this  character.  J'hey  are  objects  so  in- 
timately connected  with  the  general  defence  and  per- 
ntanent  security  of  the  country,  so  essentially  necessary 
to  the  security  of  public  property,  that  there  is  no  doubt 
of  the  constitutional  authority  of  Congress  over  the  sub- 

It  is  not  only  within  our  power,  but  I  hold  it  to  be  our 
boundcn  duty,  «<lo  provide  for  the  common  defence  and 
general  welfare  of  the  United  States."  So  strong  and 
so  general  was  this  sentiment,  that  in  1790,  immediately 
af^er  the  adoption  of  the  present  form  of  government, 
General  Washington,  in  his  message  to  Congress,  re- 
marked that  "among  the  many  interesting  objects  which 
will  engage  your  attention,  that  of  providing  for  the 
common  defence  will  merit  particular  regard.  To  be 
prepared  for  war,  is  one  of  the  most  effectual  means  of 
preserving  peace."  In  1791  the  same  distinguished 
patriot  again  called  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  sub- 
ject, by  remarking  "that  the  fortification  of  snch  places 
as  are  peculiarly  important  and  vulnerable  naturally  pre- 
sent themselves  to  your  consideration." 

«« The  safety  of  the  United  States,  under  Divine  pro- 
tection,  ought  to  rest  on  the  basis  of  systematic  and  solid 
arrangement,  exposed  as  little  as  possible  to  the  hazard 
of  fortuitous  circumstances."  In  1794  Washington  com- 
municated that,  **  as  auxiliary  to  the  state  of  our  de- 
fence, to  which  Congress  can  never  too  frequently  recur, 
Ihey  will  not  omit  to  inquire  whether  the  fortifications 
which  have  been  already  licensed  by  law  be  commensu- 
rate with  our  exigencies."  And,  in  his  farewell  address, 
^e  urged  upon  the  people  to  bear  in  mind  «  that  timely 
disbursements  to  prepare  for  danger  frequently  prevent 
much  greater  disbursements  to  repel  it."  Such  were 
the  sentiments  of  the  Father  of  his  Country,  and  such 
have  been  the  sentiments  of  the  most  distinguished  pa- 
triots of  our  republic.  Such  has  been  the  favorite  doc- 
trine of  every  administration,  with  perhaps  a  single  ex- 
ception, from  the  formation  of  the  Government  to  the 
present  period.  As  a  means  of  defence,  fortifications 
will  continue  to  be  regarded  as  of  primary  importance? 
and  in  the  language  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  as  used  in 
his  able  and  acceptable  report,  ••  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  afibrd  adequate  protection  to  the  sea- 
coast — a  subject  of  paramount  obligation;  and  that  we 
are  called  upon  by  every  consideration  of  policy  to  push 
the  necessary  arrangements  as  rapidly  as  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  and  the  proper  execution  of  the 
work  will  allow."  "Every  town  large  enough  to  tempt 
the  cupidity  of  an  enemy  should  be  defended  by  works 
(ixed  or  floating,  suited  to  its  local  position,  and  suffi- 
ciently extensive  to  resist  such  attempt  as  would  proba- 
bly be  made  against  it."  This,  sir,  is  mv  text,  and  this 
my  doctrine.  Whatever  may  be  our  reliance  upon  the 
efficiency  of  our  army  in  time  of  war?  whatever  may  be 
our  confidence  in  the  energies  of  our  navy  in  the  day  of 
danger;  yet  it  will  not  be  denied  that  fortifications,  well 
manned  and  well  armed,  are  indispensably  necessary  for 
affording  adequate  and  proper  protection  to  our  princi- 
pal harbors  and  towns  upon  our  maritime  frontier.  In 
no  other  mode  or  manner  can  the  population  and  prop- 


erty at  particular  points  be  so  well  defended  and  ao 
securely  preserved.  It  is,  then,  the  voice  of  wisdom 
and  of  prudence,  Hie  dictate  of  sound  policy  and  econ- 
omy, to  continue  the  system  of  fortifications — of  pro- 
tecting our  maritime  frontier,  by  the  erection,  at  im* 
portant  and  vulnerable  points  upon  the  coast,  of  perma* 
nent  and  enduring  fortresses.  I  believe  this  to  be  the 
prevailing  sentiment  of  our  country;  and  io  this  day  of 
our  prosperity,  in  the  abundance  of  our  means,  we  ought 
to  make  liberal  appropriations  for  objects  of  general  de- 
fence and  permanent  protection. 

It  cannot  be  controverted  that  aome  of  our  most  im- 
portant harbors,  some  of  our  principal  towns  and  cities^ 
some  of  our  most  valuable  navy  yards  and  naval  depots 
upon  our  maritime  frontier,  are  at  this  moment  entirely 
defenceless;  so  exposed  to  attack  that,  in  the  event  of  a 
war,  they  would  have  to  rely  for  their  security  upon  the 
forbearance  of  the  enemy.  This  is  literally  true  with 
reference  to  the  whole  extent  of  our  maritime  frontier 
within  the  limits  of  New  England,  it  is  not  my  purpose 
to  speak  of  any  other  point  except  the  harbor  of  Ports- 
mouth, which  re^uii'ea  at  the  hands  of  the  Government 
better  protection,  security,  and  defence.  I  leave  other 
places  to  the  care  of  other  Senators  better  able  than  my- 
self to  look  after  their  interests.  I  am  free  to  admit 
that  the  opposition  to  this  particular  bill,  as  now  modi- 
fied, has  gfreatly  surprised  me,  after  the  expression  of 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Senate  upon  the  subject 
of  public  defence,  and  of  the  duty  of  Congress  to  make 
appropriations  with  reference  to  that  subject. 

After  the  adoption  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  in  the  early  part  of  the  session,  proposing 
to  make  appropriations  for  the  permanent  security  of 
the  country,  1  could  not  but  regard  it,  in  some  degree, 
as  a  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  give  "  their 
support  to  such  legislative  measures  as  shall  have  for 
their  object  the  accomplishment  of  these  great  pur- 
poses." I  could  not  have  anticipated  such  an  opposi- 
tion as  is  made  to  this  bill.  It  has  not  been  urged,  from 
the  commencement  of  the  debate  to  the  present  time, 
and  he  believed  that  it  was  not  even  pretended  by  any 
one,  that  fortifications  were  not  necessary,  and  were  not 
required  by  every  consideration  of  public  policy,  at  the 
various  points  named  in  the  bill.  It  seemed  to  be  dis- 
tinctly admitted,  that  a  proper  regard  to  public  and  to 
private  security  called  upon  Congress  to  erect  adequate 
fortifications  at  th^  several  places  designated  in  the  bill 
before  the  Senate.  And  yet  the  bill  was  opposed — stren- 
uously and  resolutely  opposed.  He  would,  therefore, 
attempt  to  show  that  the  opposition  to  the  appropriation 
for  a  work  of  defence  near  Portsmouth  was  altogether 
unreasonable;  and  that  the  facts  which  he  would  pre- 
sent to  the  consideration  of  the  Senate  would,  he  be- 
lieved, demonstrate  the  propriety,  the  peculiar  fitness, 
the  absolute  necessity,  of  fortifying  this  particular  point 
upon  our  maritime  frontier. 

The  bill  proposes  to  appropriate  for  tliis  year  one 
hundred  and  fihy  thousand  dollars  to  this  object;  and 
the  amendment  now  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri continues  the  same  amount  of  appropriation  for  the 
year  1837.  The  immediate  questions  presented  to  the 
Senate  are— 

1st.  Would  a  fortification  at  the  mouth  of  the  Piscata- 
qua  river,  under  existing  circumstances,  be  necessary? 

2d.  Would  it  be  practicable  > 

3d.  Would  the  cost  of  its  erection  be  extravagant? 

4th.  Would  its  importance  justify  its  probable  ex- 
pense? 

Certain  the  fact  is,  that,  at  this  time,  there  are  at 
that  place  no  fortifications,  worthy  of  the  name.  Fort 
Constitution,  on  New  Castle  island,  and  Fort  McCleary, 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river,  are  both  in  a  ruinous 
condition.     The  other  works  of  defence  which  were 
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built  during  the  last  war,  near  the  hftrbor  of  Portumouth, 
•nd  for  its  protection,  were  designed  as  merely  tempo- 
rary in  their  character,  and  at  the  close  of  that  contest 
were  suffered  to  go  to  ruin.  It  may  then  be  stated,  as  a 
truth,  that  the  only  seaport  town  within  the  limits  of  New 
Hampshire  is,  at  this  time,  utterly  defenceless;  that,  in 
the  event  of  a  war,  if  our  difficulties  had  not  been  ar- 
ranged, if  actual  hostilities  had  resulted  from  recent 
collisions  with  our  ancient  ally,  there  is  no  work  of  pro- 
tection, either  on  the  Maine  or  the  New  Hampshire  side 
of  the  Piscataqua,  which  could  have  prevented  the  fleet 
of  the  enemy  from  entering  the  harbor  of  Portsmouth, 
and  laying  waste  the  private  property  of  her  citizens  and 
the  public  property  of  our  Government. '  If  the  enemy 
had  cried  "  havoc,  and  let  slip  the  dogs  of  war;"  if  they 
had  dared  to  invade  oiir  territory,  to  plant  themselves 
iipoR  our  soil,  they  would  have  met  a  body  of  yeomanry 
too  patriotic  to  be  subdued,  too  strong  to  be  conqueredf 
and  yet  this  fact  furnishes  no  argument  against  the  erec- 
tion of  a  sufficient  fortification  at  the  mouth  of  that 
harbor.  So  far  from  it,  it  strongly  exhibits  the  necessity 
of  the  measure.  As  all  such  works  are  intended  to  give 
security  against  any  sudden  attack  from  the  enemy,  to 
afford  protection  to  private  and  to  public  property,  and 
to  inspire  a  confidence  of  safety  in  the  8urroun<ling 
popuUtion,  the  first  inquiry  then,  is,  does  the  harbor  of 
Portsmouth  deserve  protection  and  defence  at  the  charge 
of  the  Government?  On  this  point  the  Secretary  of 
War,  in  bis  report  which  has  been  so  often  and  so  de- 
servedly commended,  when  speaking  of  the  contempla- 
ted works  at  particular  places,  (among  others,  at  Ports- 
mouth,) remarks:  "  These  proposed  works  all  commaiid 
the  approach  to  places  suflficiently  important  to  justify 
their  construction  under  any  circumstances  that  will 
probably  exist.  I  think,  therefore,  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  promoted  by  the  passage  of  the  neces- 
sary appropriations  for  them."  «•  Ittbese  appropriations 
are  early  made,  most,  if  not  all  these  works  can  be  put 
in  operation  this  season,  and  the  money  usefully  applied 
SLs  fast  as  their  progress  will  justify."  And  he  adds,  « I 
think  the  measure  would  be  expedient.'* 

There  is  certainly  no  ambiguity  in  this  language  used 
hy  the  Secretary  of  War  in  his  report.  There  is  no 
room  for  doubt  as  to  what  are  the  sentiments  of  that 
oflicer  in  relation  to  this  matter.  And  ia  this  same 
document  he  further  remarks,  that  «  all  the  harbors  and 
inlets  upon  the  coast,  where  there  are  cities  or  towns 
whose  situation  and  importance  create  iust  apprehension 
of  attack,  and  particularly  where  we  nave  public  naval 
establishments,  should  be  defended  by  works  propor- 
tioned to  any  exigency  that  may  probably  arise.  The 
political  considerations  which  urge  forward  this  great 
object  are  entitled  to  much  more  weight.  When  once 
completed,  we  should  feel  secure. 

••There  is  probably  not  a  man  in  the  country  who 
did  not  look  with  some  solicitude  durinj^  the  past  season 
at  our  comparatively  defenceless  condition,  and  who  did 
not  re^et  that  our  preparations,  during  the  long  inter- 
val of^ peace  we  had  enjoyed,  had  not  kept  pace  with 
our  growth  and  importance.  We  have  now  this  lesson 
to  add  to  our  other  experience.  Adequate  security  is 
n»t  only  due  from  the  Government  to  the  country,  and 
the  conviction  of  it  is  not  only  satisfactory,  but  the 
knowledge  of  its  existence  cannot  fail  to  produce  an  in- 
fluence upon  other  nation?,  as  well  in  the  advent  of  war 
itself  as  in  the  mode  of  conducting  it. 

••  If  we  are  prepared  to  attack  and  resist,  the  chances 
of  being  compelled  to  embark  in  hostilities  will  be  di- 
minished much  in  proportion  to  our  preparations.  An 
unprotected  commerce,  a  defenceless  coast,  and  a  mili- 
tary marine  wholly  inadequate  to  the  wants  of  our 
service,  would  indeed  hold  out  strong  inducements  to 
other  nations  to  convert  trifling  pretexts  into  serious 
causes  of  quarrel." 


Such  pure  and  patriotic  sentiments  are  worthy  of  the 
head  and  of  the  heart  from  which  they  emanated.     And 
what  is  their  sum?    That,  in  the  time  of  peace,  in  the 
day  of  our  prosperity,  and  in  the  midst  of  our  abundance^ 
we  should  be  prepared  for  war.     The  quoted  remarks 
of  the  Secretary  have  literally  and  faithfully  described 
the  present  state  and  conditfon  of  Portsmouth  and  of 
tliat  section  of  our  maritime  frontier.     A  fortification  is 
all-important  for  the  due  protection  and  security  of  the 
harbor  of  Portsmouth.     In  a  document  communicated 
from  General  Bernard,  Commodore  Elliot,  and  Captain 
Totten,  it  is  stated  "that  the  only  good  roadstead  or 
good  harbor  between  Cape  Elizabeth  and  Cape  Ann  is 
Portsmouth  harbor,  within  the  mouth  of  Piscataqua 
river.     Line-of-battle  ships  can  ascend  this  river  seven 
miles  above  the  town  of  Portsmouth."    And  I  hazard 
nothing  in  saying  that  a  safer  or  a  better  harbor  cannot 
be  found  upon  the  whole  extent  of  our  maritime  frontier. 
The  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts  must  be 
much  better  acquainted  with  these  facts  than  I  am  my- 
self. Although  we  are  both  nativesof  New  Hamp8bire,and 
have  both  resided  for  a  time  in  Portsmouth;  yet  my  own 
residence  was  merely  temporary,  while  I  engaged  in  the 
prosecution  of  my  professional  studies.    At  a  much  later 
period  the  Senator  was  numbered  among  the  inhabitants 
of  that  place.     He  must,  therefore,  be  much  more  con- 
versant with  its  particular  history  than  I  can  bej  and, 
Mr.  President,  I  hope,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  he 
will  lend  his  aid  in  doing  an  act  of  justice  to  that  ancient 
town,  and  to  that  section  of  country.     I  am,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, in  the  possession  of  a  memorial,  presented  to  Con- 
gress in  1827  by  the  citizens  of  Portsmouth,  respecting 
the  construction  of  a  dry  dock  at  the  navy  yard  at  that 
place,  which  contains  much  valuable  information  upon 
this  subject,  and  from  which  I  roust  be  excused  for  ma- 
king liberal  extracts.    The  memorial  represents  ••that 
at  every  period  of  the  history  of  this  country,  the  har- 
bor of  Portsmouth  has  been  considered  of  gi^at  impor- 
tance for  naval  purposes;  that,  under  the  colonial  systep), 
and  long  before  the  Revolution,  the  British  Government^ 
aware  of  the  advantages  of  the  place,  were  induced  to 
make  it  a  resort  for  their  vessels  of  war,  and  to  establish 
a  yard  where  ships  of  a  large  class  were  built  for  the 
public  service.    That,  during  the  war  of  independence, 
the  Continental  Congress  ordered  the  construction  at 
this  port  of  a  number  of  ships  of  the  United  States;  one 
of  which  was  the  America,  of  seventy-four  guns,  the  first 
ship  of  the  line  ever  built  in  this  country.     The  harbor 
of  Portsmouth  is  formed  by  a  cluster  of  islands,  on  one 
of  which  the  navy  yard  is  situated,  and  through  which 
the  river  Piscataqua,  dividing  Maine  from  New  Hamp- 
shire, disembogues  into  the  ocean.     Several  of  these 
islands  on  each  side  of  the  channel  afford  eflTective  ra- 
king positions,  where  such  fortifications  might  be  erected, 
at  a  comparatively  trifling  expense,  as  would  render  it 
completely  impregnable  to  the  attacks  of  any  naval  fbroe 
that  could  be  brought  against  it.     There  is  no  bar  or 
obstruction  at  the  mouth  of  this  harbor;  on  the  contrary* 
at  the  lowest  tides,  there  are  ten  fathoms  of  water  at  the 
entrance  through  the  main  channel  to  the  navy  yard, 
and  at  the  navy  yard  wharf,  where  ships  of  the  larffest 
class  may.  lie,  and  from  whence  they  may  proceed  to 
sea  at  dead  low  water.     It  is  easy  of  access;  and  ships* 
when  in,  are  safe  from  all  storms;  the  loss  of  a  vessel 
here,  by  stress  of  weather,  being  a  circumstance  wholly 
unknown.     It  is  never,  in  the  most  intense  cold  of  win- 
ter, obstructed  by  ice:  while  other  naval  ports  are  occa- 
sionally closed,  this  is  as  free  and  open  as  at  midsum- 
mer,"   Such  is  the  harbor  of  Portsmouth;  and  the  pro- 
posed fortifications  at  the  mouth  of  the  Piscataqua  are 
for  the  defence  and  protection  of  this  harbor. 

The  position  of  Fort  Constitution,  on  the  New  Hamp- 
shire siae,  must  certainly,  and  that  of  Fort  McCleary*  on 
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the  Maine  side  of  the  river,  may  possibly,  be  occupied 
by  the  contemplated  defences.  I  am  entirely  aware  that 
ever  since  the  famous  report  of  General  Bernard,  Feb- 
ruary 7,  1821,  Portsmouth  has  been  regarded  with  no 
special  favor.  Although  possessing  advantages  superior 
.to  any  other  harbor  upon  our  whole  coast;  although  the 
harbors  of  Boston  and  those  further  south  are  frequent- 
ly obstructed  by  the  ice;  although  some  of  them  are  in- 
approachable, by  reason  of  sand-bars  and  of  low  water; 
although  Portsmouth  is  entirely  exempt  from  all  such 
like  embarrassments;  and  although  this  same  board  of 
engineers,  in  1821,  placed  the  harbor  of  Portsmouth 
in  the  very  first  class  of  those  requiring  works  for  de- 
fence and  protection,  and  ranked  it  as  the  seventh  in 
point  of  importance  in  that  class;  yet,  from  that  period 
to  the  present,  hardly  a  dollar  has  been  expended  for 
the  accomplishment  of  the  objects  recommended  by  the 
board.  While  works  far  less  important,  in  his  estima- 
tion, have  been  erected  at  other  points,  not  a  single  step 
baa  been  taken,  not  a  movement  has  been  rosde,  for  the 
defence  of  Portsmouth,  since  the  report  of  the  board  was 
communicated,  although  the  importance  of  the  station 
has  been  time  and  agam  urged  upon  the  consideration  of 
Congress.  The  fact  is,  we  have  had  to  contend  with 
deep-rooted  prejudices,  with  principalities  and  powers; 
and,  in  behalf  of  the  good  citizens  of  that  section,  I 
tender  my  thanks  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
for  having  brought  the  interest,  the  claim  of  Ports- 
mouth, to  the  notice  of  the  Senate;  anc^I  cannot  but  be- 
lieve that,  af^er  a  lapse  of  fifteen  years,  Congress  will 
now  proceed  to  do  that  which  was  asked  to  be  done  in 
1821,  viz:  fortify  that  point  upon  our  seacoast.  It  is 
important  to  have  a  fortification  erected  there  for  the 
security  of  the  public  property.  Portsmouth  is  about 
three  miles  from  the  ocean,  from  the  mouth  of  the  Pi»- 
cataqua.  Almost  directly  opposite  to  the  town,  upon 
Bennet's  island,  is  the  navy  yard.  This  is  the  most  an- 
cient yard  in  our  country.  I  have  already  ahown  that 
at  any  season,  in  any  wind,  from  any  point,  you  can  ap- 
proach this  yard;  and,  when  there,  you  have  a  sufficieot 
depth  of  water  to  ride  in  perfect  safety  in  low  as  well  as 
in  full  tide.  There  is  no  yard  upon  our  coast  which 
can  compare  with  it,  and  will  not  suffer  by  that  com- 
parison. Ships  and  vessels  have  been  built  at  that  yard 
for  nearly  one  hundred  and  fif^y  years,  as  the  subjoined 
extract  from  a  paper  printed  in  1828  clearly  shows;  and 
from  the  same  extract,  as  well  as  from  other  records,  it 
appears  that  more  public  vessels  have  been  built  at  that 
yard  than  at  any  other  in  our  country: 
From  the  PorUmouik  Advertiser,  of  September  25,  1828. 

Lauhch.— Yesterday  at  noon  was  launched,  at  the 
navy  yard  in  this  harbor,  the  United  States  sloop  of  war 
Concord.  She  is  pronounced  by  judges  to  be  one  of  the 
finest  ships  of  her  class  in  the  navy.  She  is  six  hundred 
tons  burden,  and  is  pierced  for  eighteen  guns. 

The  following  vessels  of  war  have  been  built  at  this 
harbor: 

Ships.  Guns.  Dates. 

Falkland,  -  54  -  1690 

Bedford,  -  32  .  1696 

America,  -  50  .  1749 

Haleigh,  -  32  -  1776 

Ranger,  -  18  -  1777 

America,  -  74  -  1782 

Crescent,  -  32  -  1797 

Scammell,  -  14  .  1797 

Fortomouth,  -  24  .  1798 

Congress,  -  36  -  1799 

Washington,  -  74  -  1814 

Porpoise,  -  14  -  1821 

Concord,  -  18  -  1828 

Alabama,  -  7^1^  ,>        .    , 

Santee,  .  44  ^  Not  launched. 


The  America,  the  first  ship  of  the  line  built  in  our 
country,  under  the  agency  of  that  true  patriot,  the  hon- 
orable John  Lan|;don,  was  in  1782  presented  by  Con- 
gress to  our  distinguished  ally,  the  King  of  France. 
The  Ranger,  another  vessel  built  at  that' navy  yarti,  is 
identified,  with  its  intrepid  commander,  with  some  of  the 
glorious  achievements  of  our  Revolution.  This  naval 
station  is  approachable  by  vessels  of  any  size;  it  is  situa- 
ted on  an  island  of  less  than  sixty  acres,  and  is  easily 
defended  by  works  erected  for  that  purpose  upon  any 
of  the  commanding  heights  by  which  it  is  surrounded. 
This  navy  yard  is  now  so  connected  with  the  main  shore, 
by  bridges,  that  in  case  of  fire  it  may  be  readily  defend- 
ed by  the  citizens  of  Portsmouth  and  the  adjacent  coun- 
try; and  it  is  believed  that  insurance  of  the  public  pro- 
perty on  that  island,  by  reason  of  the  facilities  of  com- 
munication, is  reduced  at  least  one  per  cent,  and  is  less 
than  at  any  other  naval  depot  upon  our  coast.  Another 
advantage  which  this  yard  possesses  over  other  yards, 
is,  that  it  is  located  in  the  midst  of  ship  carpenters 
and  builders,  at  a  point  where  all  the  materials  for  ship- 
building can  be  procured  at  a  less  rate  than  elsewhere; 
where  every  description  of  labor  costs  less  than  it  docs 
at  the  yard  at  Charlestown,  Massachusetts,  at  Gosport, 
or  at  any  other  yard  in  our  country.  <*  Here  ship  carpen- 
ters, in  any  number  usually  wanted,  can  be  readily  ob- 
tained upon  an  emergency  for  repairing  or  building. 
At  Gosport,  nearly  one-third  of  all  the  expenditures  in 
the  United  States  is  made  for  the  repairs  of  our  public 
ressels;  and  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year,  it  is  not  ap- 
proachable. During  this  very  last  winter,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken,  it  has  not  been  possible  at  all  times  to  ap- 
proach the  yard.  A  heavy  loaded  seventy.four  would 
find  it  difficult,  without  lessening  her  cargo,  to  reach 
that  point  in  twenty-five  feet  of  water,  the  usual  depth 
in  full  tide;  while  at  Portsmouth,  at  the  lowest  ebb,  near 
the  yard,  you  have  always  a  depth  of  at  least  forty-five 
feet." 

Again:  «the  deterioration  in  the  bull  of  ships  is  far 
less  at  this,  than  at  the  stations  further  south.  A  differ- 
ence of  twenty-five  per  cent,  in  thi?  respect  may  be 
calculated  on;  an  important  and  serious  consideration, 
when  vessels  of  war  are  for  a  long  time  laid  up  in  ordina- 
ry." This  single  fact  shows  the  all-importance  of 
having  a  dry  dock  established  at  this  naval  station;  and, 
with  reference  to  this  very  subject.  Congress  passed  an 
act  on  the  3d  of  March,  1827,  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent to  cause  the  navy  yards  of  the  United  States  to  be 
thoroughly  examined,  and  plans  to  be  prepared  and 
sanctioned  by  the  President,  for  the  improvement  of  the 
same,  and  the  preservation  of  the  public  property  there- 
in. And  by  the  ssme  act  the  President  is  authorized  to 
have  constructed  two  dry  docks  on  the  most  approved 
plan,  for  the  use  of  the  navy  of  the  United  States;  the 
one  of  the  said  docks  to  be  erected  at  some  point  to  the 
south,  and  the  other  to  the  north  of  the  Potomac  river. 

<*  Commodores  Chauncey,  Bainbridge,  and  Morris 
were  appointed  commissioners  by  the  President,  to  car- 
ry this  act  into  effect.  The  high  opinion  they  entertain- 
ed of  this  yard,  is  plainly  made  manifest  by  the  improve- 
ments they  recommended,  and  the  dimensions  of  the 
ground,  plans  of  which  are  here  subjoined. 

<*One  dry  dock:  commandant's  house,  50  feet  square, 
with  out-buildings  extending  80  feet  in  length;  houses 
for  fiye  officers;  one,  32  feet  in  front,  the  other  four  30 
feet,  i Including  out-buildings  extending  85  feet  to  the 
rear:  porter's  house,  SO  feet  by  25;  two  ship-bouses,  each 
240  feet  by  120,  to  be  located  one  each  side  of  the 
bridge:  smithery,  150  feet  by  60:  one  timber  shed,  300 
feef  by  65:  two  ditto,  200  feet  by  65:  one  do.  175  feet 
by  65:  one  saw  shed,  70  feet  by  25:  one  ditto,  70  feet 
by  20:  one  timber  dock,  440  feet  by  200:  one  storehouse, 
125  feet  by  50:  one  mast  and  boat  shed,  350  feet  by  70: 
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one  rigging  and  sail  lof>,  175  feet  by  70:  pile  wharf,  150 
feet  by  60:  armory,  tinman's  and  coppersmith's  shop, 
65  feet  by  25:  quay  walls,  additional  wharves,  building 
dip,  road,  anchor  and  gun  wharf,  and  coaUhouse. 

*•  When  these  improvements  are  carried  into  effect, 
the  yard  will  probably  by  levelled,  the  wooden  build- 
ings all  taken  down,  e'xcept  the  two  ship-houses,  and 
the  new  buildings  be  constructed  of  brick  and  stone." 
'  It  would  be  difficult  to  present  any  piece  of  evidence 
•of  higher  authority  than  this  report  of  the  commission- 
ers— which  goes  most  clearly  to  establish  the  extent  and 
importance  of  this  navy  yard;  and  which  also  recom- 
mends the  establishment  of  a  *<dry  dock"  to  be  connect- 
ed with  this  station.  I  would  state,  Mr.  President,  as 
fbrther  evidence  of  the  extent  of  the  public  property  at 
this  naval  depot,  that  there  was,  in  1829,  ship  timber  depos- 
ited for  use  in  the  timber  dock,  and  in  sheds,  to  the  value 
of  three  hundred  and  eighth-two  thousand  dollars;  and 
that  the  material  for  ship-building  has  more  than  doubled 
since  at  that  yard. 

.  Again:  it  is  a  fact,  and  worth v  of  consideration,  that 
way  given  vessel  of  any  size  can  be  built,  and  is  ordinarily 
built,  at  Portsmouth,  from  13  to  20  per  cent.  less  than 
at  any  other  yard  in  the  country;  it  results  from  this  fact, 
that  materials  can  there  be  procured  at  a  cheaper  rate 
than  they  can  at  other  yards.  LAbor  is  cheaper  also, 
and  can,~and  does,  accomplish  more.  Commodore  Bain* 
bridge,  in  his  report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in 
1827,  shows  the  sum  total  of  the  whole  cost  of  building 
each  vessel  at  each  yard,  when  any  other  vessel  of  a  like 
size  has  been  built  at  any  other  yard,  and  exhibits  the 
whole  cost  of  building  the  sloops  Lexington  and  Boston, 
(vessels  of  the  same  size,)  and  the  schooners  Porpoise 
•and  Alligator.  It  will  distinctly  appear  that  a  vessel 
built  at  New  York  costs  15  per  cent,  more  than  one  of 
the  same  size  built  at  Boston;  and  a  vessel  built  at  Bos- 
ton costs  10  per  cent,  more  than  one  of  the  same  size 
built  at  Portsmouth.  The  Lexington,  a  sloop,  was  built 
in  New  York,  and  cost  $112,080  89.  The  Boston,  a 
sloop,  built  in  Boston,  cost  $96,938  40;  making  a  dif- 
ference of  more  than  15  per  cent,  in  the  cost  of  build- 
ing between  New  York  and  Boston,  and  in  favor  of  the 
latter.  The  Porpoise,  a  schooner,  was  built  at  Ports- 
mouth, and  cost  $20,408  7S,  The  Alligator,  a  schoo- 
ner, was  built  at  Boston,  and  cost  $22,745  65;  makings 
difference  of  more  than  10  per  cent,  in  the  cost  of  build- 
ing between  Portsmouth  and  Boston,  and  in  favor  of  the 
former;  and  hence  it  follows,  that  the  difference  in  the 
cost  of  building  between  New  York  and  Portsmouth,  is 
more  than  25  per  cent.,  and  in  favor  of  Portsmouth. 

I  have  stated,  Mr.  President,  all  that  I  wish  to  state 
with  reference  to  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth,  and  with 
reference  to  the  public  property  ordinarily  at  that  yard. 
I  would,  then,  close  this  part  of  my  argument,  by  adding 
-that  fortifications  at  the  mouth  of  the  Piscataqua  would 
afford  ample  protection  and  security  to  this  naval  station, 
and  to  the  public  property  there  deposited.  It  is  also  ne- 
cessary to  fortify  the  harbor  of  Portsmouth,  with  a  view 
•to  the  better  security  and  protection,  in  time  of  war,  of  the 
population  of  Portsmouth  and  of  the  adjacent  country. 
The  amount  of  population  which  would  derive  an  immedi- 
-ste  benefit  intimeof  war  by  the  erection  of  a  permanent 
fortification  at  the  mouth  of  the  Piscataqua,  would  fall  but 
little  short  of  thirty  thousand  inhabitants,  comprising  as 
patriotic,  as  enterprising,  and  as  industrious  a  portion  of 
the  community,  as  can  be  found  within  the  limits  of  the 
republic.  They  have  strong  and  unanswerable  claims 
upon  the  Government  for  protection  and  security.  No 
State  did  more,  in  proportion  to  her  means,  for  the 
achievement  of  American  independence,  than  New 
Hampshire;  she  was  one  of  the  pioneers  of  the  Revolu- 
tion. No  State  has  done  more  to  maintain  inviolate  that 
independence;  no  State  has  received  less  favor  at  the 


hands  of  the  Government.  It  is  due,  then,  to  New 
Hampshire,  that  her  commercial  capita l^the  only 
seaport  town  of  her  State — should  be  well  fortified,  and 
rendered  impregnable  to  the  attacks  of  her  and  her 
country's  enemies.  A  fortification  is  necessary  for  the 
proper  protection  and  security  of  private  property. 

As  I  have  before  remarked,  Portsmouth  is  situated 
about  three  miles  from  the  mouth  oF  the  Piscataqua.  It 
has  a  population  of  nearly  ten  thousand  inhabitants;  it 
has  a  large  shipping  interest,  employed  principally  in 
the  carrying  trade;  an  interest,  to  a  very  considerable 
extent,  in  the  South  Sea  whale  fishery.  She  has  also  a 
large  interest  in  the  West  India  trade,  and  a  very  exten- 
sive coasting  trade.  It  is  not  my  purpose,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  enter  into  any  comparison  between  the  tonnage 
of  Portsmouth  and  the  tonnage  of  other  ports,  or  be- 
tween the  exports  and  imports  of  New  Hampshire  with 
the  exports  and  imports  of  other  States.  I  hold  such 
calculations  and  comparisons  wholly  unnecessary  and  su- 
perfluous. It  is  on  the  ground  of  affording  a  just  protec- 
tion to  the  population,  and  adequate  security  (o  public 
and  private  property,  that  I  rest  our  claim  In  favor  bf  the 
measure.  It  is  on  these  grounds  that  I  place  my  reliance 
for  the  vote  of  the  Senate  for  this  particular  appropria- 
tion. 

The  Piscataqua  divides  into  five  branches  above 
Portsmouth.  The  most  easterly  branch  is  called  Salmon 
Falls  river.  The  tide  flows  up  this  river  to  South  Ber- 
wick, a  flourishing  and  populous  ttfwn  in  Maine.  Upon 
this  branch  is  also  situated  Somerset,  in  New  Hampshire, 
a  large  manufacturing  village,  with  a  population  exceed- 
ing three  thousand  inhabitants,  and  giving  employment 
to  a  capital  in  manufactures  of  nearly  two  millions  of 
dollars.  The  next  westerly  branch  of  tlie  Piscataqua  is 
the  Cocheco  river;  the  tide  extending  up  this  river  to 
Dover,  a  distance  of  thirteen  miles  at  least  from  the 
mouth  of  the  Piscataqua.  This  town  now  contains  near- 
ly seven  thousand  inhabitants,  and  has  an  extensive  trade. 
Dover  is  second  to  no  town  in  New  England,  save 
Lowell,  in  the  excellence  and  extent  of  its  manufacturing 
establishments,  employing  a  capital  of  three  millions  of 
dollars.  This  place  has  also  a  large  shipping  interest. 
There  are  annually  built,  both  at  Dover  and  at  South  Ber- 
wick, many  private  vessels.  Still  further  west,  you 
strike  the  Durliam  river;  at  the -head  of  tide  waters 
stands  Durham,  a  flourishing  ship-building  town.  Ano- 
ther branch  of  the  Piscataaua  is  Lamprey  river;  at  the 
head  of  the  tide  waters  of  which  is  situated  Newmarket, 
also  an  extensive  manufacturing  town,  having  not  less 
than  a  million  of  dollars  entirely  employed  in  that  busi- 
ness, and  possessing  a  population  of  upwards  of  two 
thousand  inhabitants.  The  fifth  and  last  branch  leads  to 
Exeter,  containing  a  population  of  three  thousand  inhabit- 
ants; a  town  of  great  wealth,  and  possessing  also  an  in- 
terest in  manufactures.  If  the  Piscataqua  consisted  of 
but  one  branch  from  the  head  of  tide  water  to  the  ocean, 
and  upon  it  were  concentrated,  in  one  town,  all  the  pop- 
ulation and  all  the  business  of  the  various  towns  on  its 
branches,  the  importance,  the  necessity  of  protecting 
the  entrance  of  this  river,  would  be  better  understood. 
But  I  cannot  doubt,  Mr.  President,  that  enough  has  been 
shown  to  prove  the  necessity  of  fortifying  the  harbor  at 
Portsmouth. 

The  project  of  erecting  a  fortification  at  the  mouth  of 
the  Piscataqua  has  not  a  recent  origin.  This  point  has 
been  more  or  less  protected  and  tie  fended  for  nearly  a 
century.  Before  the  perio<],  and  during  the  period,  of 
the  Revolution,  the  British  Government  had  erected  a 
fort  for  its  defence  and  protection;  and,  from  the  adop* 
tion  of  the  constitution  to  this  period,  appropriations 
have  been  made  (sparingly,  I  admit)  fur  the  repairs  of 
this  fortress.  In  speaking  of  Fort  Constitution,  Mr. 
Jefferson  says,  that  it  is  the  remains  of  an  ancient  for- 
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tifi^ation,  which  has  been  repaired  at  diflTerent  periods, 
with  some  improvements.  From  1789  to  1830,  less  than 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  the  ag^g^regate  had  been 
expended  by  the  Government  upon  this  work.  But  it 
will  be  found,  by  referring  to  the  tables,  that  there  has 
been  in  almost  every  year  some  small  expenditure  for 
the  purpose  of  making  repairs. 

As  further  evidence  that  the  Government  considered 
it  an  important  point,  and  one  requiring  works  for  de- 
fence, it  will  be  found  that,  in  1794,  a  committee  of 
Congress,  to  whom  the  subject  was  referred,  reported  as 
their  opinion  that  the  port  and  harbor  of  Portsmouth 
ought  to  be  protected,  and  recommended  an  appropria- 
tion {  and  an  act  was  passed  accordingly.  And  at  an 
after  period  it  was  resolved,  that  the  necessary  works 
for  fortifying  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States 
ought  to  be  constructed  of  the  most  durable  materials, 
so  as  best  to  answer  the  purposes  of  defence  and  per- 
manency. And  in  1796,  Mr.  Pickering,  then  Secretary 
of  War,  reported  in  highly  favorable  terms  of  the  pro- 
priety, utility,  and  necessity  of  the  works  erected  at 
Portsmouth,  which  he  represented  then  to  consist  of  a 
fort,  a  citadel,  an  artillery  store,  and  a  reverberatory 
furnace,  all  completed.  At  no  period  of  our  history  has 
it  ever  been  hinted  or  pretended  by  any  one,  in  office  or 
out  of  office,  that  works  for  defence  and  security  were 
not  required  at  Portsmouth. 

There  can  be,  Mr.  't^resident,  no  doubt  of  the  practi- 
cability of  the  meaHre:  it  is  inferrible  from  the  facts 
which  have  already  been  stated;  from  the  antiquity  of 
the  fortress,  and  the  repairs  that  have  from  time  to  time 
been  made  by  the  Government.  There  is  as  little  doubt 
as  to  the  location  of  the  contemplated  fortification.  Ob- 
servation, experience,  common  sentiment,  have  de- 
cided on  its  necessity,  its  praclicabUity,  as  well  as  upon 
its  locality. 

Another  point  remains  to  be  examined,  and  that  is, 
would  its  erection  be  necessarily  attended  with  a  large 
and  unreasonable  expenditure  of  the  public  money?  or, 
in  other  words,  can  different  works  of  defence  be  de- 
vised costing  less,  which  will  accomplish  thie  same  gen« 
eral  object?  This  will  not,  and  cannot,  be  alleged.  It 
will  not  be  pretended  that  the  expense  can  be  dispro- 
portionate to  its  importances  that  it  will  cost  more  than 
it  is  worth.  For  one,  I  verily  believe  that  the  honorable 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhoun]  would  give 
me  his  vote  if  he  were  certain  that  its  actual  cost  would 
quadruple  the  estimate.  On  what  ground>  then,  is  it 
opposed?  Its  importance  wiH  not  be  questioned— its 
practicability  cannot  be  questioned;  nor  will  it  be  pre- 
tended that  its  cost  can  be  disproportionate  to  its  impor- 
tance. It  is  opposed  for  the  single  reason  that  we  have 
not,  accompanymg  the  Secretary's  report,  a  map  and 
survey,  giving  all  the  localities,  and  an  actual  detailed 
estimate  giving  the  amount  in  the  aggregate  of  the  ex- 
penditure which  will  be  required^  and  the  particulars 
which  go  to  make  up  the  general  agg^eg^te.  The  ob- 
jection is  not  well  taken;  for  we  have  a  map  giving  all 
the  localities,  which  has  been  in  the  possession  of  the 
committee;  and  the  facts  already  narrated  go  most 
clearly  to  show  where  this  fortification  must  be  erected; 
and  we  are  not  without  book,  we  are  not  without  author- 
ity, upon  the  cost  and  necessary  expense  for  this  work. 

By  the  report  of  General  Bernard,  made  in  February, 
1821,  the  cost  of  fortifying  the  harbor  of  Portsmouth 
was  estimated  at  $500,000.  That  is  now  the  estimate. 
This  is  not  mere  conjecture.  This  is  not,  as  has  been 
stated,  *^ guess  work."  The  estimate  was  not  made  in 
1821,  nor  is  it  now  made,  without  calculation.  They 
had  certain  principles — known  data — upon  which  to  base 
their  estimate.  The  size  was  determined;  the  number 
of  guns  was  fixed;  the  ground  had  been  carefully  in- 
spected by  the  board  of  engineers  in  1821}  and  was  it 


difficult  for  them,  having  fixed  its  size  and  its  number  of 
guns,  to  have  calculated,  with  a  great  degree  of  accura* 
cy,  what  would  be  its  cost?  It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that 
this  same  board  of  engineers  then  estimated  the  cost  of 
the  contemplated  works  at  Penobscot  at  $100,000;  and 
it  will  be  found,  by  looking  into  the  survey  and  estimate 
made  since,  with  reference  to  the  cost  of  the  same  work» 
aAer  a  most  minute,  particular,  and  detailed  computa-* 
tion  of  the  expense  of  the  requisite  materials,  and  of  the 
expense  of  the  labor,  that  tlie  aggrei^ate  of  the  cost  ex* 
ceeds  the  estimate  made  by  the  board  of  engineers  only 
one  thousand  dollars.  And  such  will  be  the  result  of 
any  detailed  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  contemplated 
work  at  Portsmouth.  The  value  of  the  material  is  not 
liable  to  great  fluctuations;  the  cost  of  labor  is  very 
nearly  the  same,  one  season  with  another;  and  whoever 
sees  the  work  completed  will  find  that  the  expenditure 
has  not  exceeded  the  estimates. 

The  sentiments  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
upon  that  point  deserve  much  consideration.  Every 
wise  man,  who  is  about  to  build  for  himself  a  house,  first 
computes  the  cost;  and  every  wise  Government,  before 
commencing  any  public  work,  should  first  compute  the 
cost.  But,  Mr.  President,  all  this  will  be  done.  The 
Secretary  of  War  will  decide  upon  its  form,  its  location, 
and  have  an  accurate  estimate  made  of  its  cost,  before  a 
single  dollar  ahall  be  expended  under  this  appropriation. 
He  would  do  all  this,  in  the  faithful  discharge  of  his 
official  duty.  He  would  do  this  with  reference  to  his 
own  reputation.  Another  idea  has  been  suggested,  here 
and  elsewhere,  and  by  way  of  objection  to  this  bill,  and 
that  is,  it  would  prevent  a  distribution  of  the  public  mo- 
neys among  the  States,  to  the  amount  of  the  appropria- 
tions. I  shall  be  slow  to  believe  that  any  such  consider** 
ation  can  influence  the  action  of  this  body.  What  works 
are  necessary,  I  trust  will  be  established;  and  what  money 
can  be  judiciously  expended,  I  trust  will  be  appropria- 
ted. I  am  free,  however,  to  say  that  the  following  ex- 
tract from  the  speech  of  a  member  of  Congress,  has  m 
some  measure  weakened  my  faith  that  the  bill  now  un- 
der consideration  will  be  passed. 

"  A  new  and  strong  motive  for  economy  is  now  pre- 
sented; a  motive  which  would  have  its  influence  on  him 
in  regard  to  every  expenditure.  He  looked  forward  to 
the  passage  of  a  bill  now  in  progress  for  the  distribution 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  in  eflTect,  of  the  sur^ 
plus  revenue,  among  the  States.  He  trusted  the  bill 
would  pass  the  present  session.  " 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  says  that  he  will 
vote  for  every  measure,  for  every  appropriation,  which, 
in  his  judgment,  is  necessarily  connected  with  the  gen- 
eral defence  and  permanent  protection  of  the  country, 
and  that  he  will  go  no  farther.  Just  so  far  will  I  go,  and 
no  farther.  What  shall  be  necessary,  what  shall  be  ju- 
dicious, whatever  the  exigency  of  the  country  shall  de- 
mand, with  reference  to  general  defence,  I  stand  ready, 
with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  to  appropriate; 
and  I  trust  that  no  Senator  in  this  body,  whether  the 
friend  or  the  foe  of  the  administration,*  would  wish  to 
do  less,  or  could  be  induced  to  do  more.  Whatever 
the  state  of  our  aflfairs,  whatever  the  condition  of  our 
country  requires  in  relation  to  public  defence,  to  gen- 
eral security,  is  matter  of  opinion.  Men  may  difi'er,  and 
honestly  differ,  in  sentiment,  with  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion; but  whatever  is  required,  whatever  is  clearly  ne- 
cessary for  the  accomplishment  of  these  great  objects, 
all  profess,  and  I  trust  sincerely  profess,  a  willingness  to 
grant.  This,  then,  should  be  the  subject,  the  exclusive 
subject,  fur  our  investigation.  We  stiould  enter  upon 
its  consideration  with  minds  free  from  local  jealousy, 
from  scctionsl  feeling;  we  should  lay  aside  every  politi- 
cal and  party  excitement  which  may  tend  to  mislead  and 
misguide  our  better  judgment.     There  is  great  danger 
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that  we  shall  bring  into  this  debate  too  ardent  a  tennper- 
ament  for  a  fair  discussion  and  judicious  determination  of 
the  whole  matter. 

I  I  have  said,  sir,  that  no  Senator  would  wish  to  go 
further  than  the  Senator  from  Soulh  Carolina  professes 
himself  willing  to  go  in  making  appropriations  for  this 
branch  of  the  public  defence.  There  can  be  no  dispo- 
sition wastefully,  extravagantly,  with  no  regard  to 
economy,  to  appropriate  the  public  money  fur  fortifica« 
tions.  We  have  light  upon  this  subject  sufficient  for 
our  guidance.  We  have  no  occauon,  at  this  day,  to  en- 
gage in  unprofitable  experiment,  whatever  may  have 
been  the  injudicious  application  of  the  public  money 
upon  fortifications  at  certain  points  heretofore.  From 
actual  surveys,  from  the  most  careful  and  scientific  ex- 
aminations, we  have  now  shed  upon  this  whole  subject 
the  most  ample  and  satisfactory  information.  The  proper 
location  of  the  public  fortresses,  for  general  defence  and 
permanent  protection,  the  kind  of  fortifications  expedi- 
ent and  necessary,  are  matters  settled  by  approved 
authority.  The  documental  history  with  which  we  have 
been  furnished,  clearly  shows  at  what  points  upon  our 
seaboard,  upon  our  ex:tended  maritime  frontier,  further 
defences  are  required. 

In  connexion  with  this  subject,  the  surplus  revenue  is 
constantly  presented  to  our  consideration.  That  subject 
is  arrayed  before  ua  in  the  most  imposing  form. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  says  that  all  the 
projects  embraced  in  this  bill,  and  all  the  projects  in 
contemplation  connected  with  the  general  defence,  can- 
not by  any  possibility  reduce  the  revenue  to  the  wants 
of  the  Government,  Be  it  so.  I  shall  rejoice  if  the 
predictions  of  the  Senator  shall  become  history.  But 
shall  our  course  be  governed  by  the  miserable  and  sordid 
policy,  that  the  amount  of  appropriations  for  public  de- 
fence is  to  be  regulated  by  the  effect  to  be  produced 
upon  the  surplus  fund?  That  we  are  to  withhold  ap- 
propriations, if  that  fund  should  thereby  be  lessened,  so 
as  to  renfjer  it  unimportant  to  make  distribution  of  the 
remainder  among  the  States?  I  protest  against  any  such 
policy.  What,  sir,  have  we  to  do  with  the  state  of  the 
Treasury,  any  further  than  to  ascertain  whether  its  con- 
dition will  bear  the  appropriation  contemplated?  What 
have  we  to  do  with  the  surplus  money»  in  deciding  where, 
and  how,  and  when  a  fortification  shall  be  erected  for  the 
purpose  of  permanent  and  public  defence?  Sir,  whether 
the  passage  of  this  bill,  and  whether  the  adoption  of  all  the 
projects  proposed  by  the  chairman, of  the  Committee  oa 
Military  Affairs  should  have  the  effect  mentioned  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carotins,  or  whether  it  should  have 
the  effect  to  exhaust  every  dollar  in  the  Treasury,  save 
what  might  be  necessary  for  the  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment, would  be  to  me  wholly  immaterial.  I  would  go 
on  steadily  and  perseveringly  to  appropriate  and  expend 
for  these  great  objects  as  fast  as  I  could,  in  the  exercise 
of  a  sound  discretion,  and  with  a  proper  regard  to  econ- 
omy, until  our  chain  of  fortresses  shall  be  perfected  upon 
our  maritime  frontier.  This  would  be  my  policy;  and  I 
ahall  endeavor  to  exercise  my  best  judgment  where 
fortifications  are  necessary,  with  a  view  to  defence  and 
security.  And  there,  sir,  I  would  erect  them,  and  of 
such  materials  that  the  lapse  of  time  can  have  no  effect 
upon  tbeir  durability,  be  the  cost,  the  charge,  the  con- 
sequent expenses  ever  so  large. 

I  know  of  no  better  principle  to  guide  us  in  our  ac- 
tion upon  this  bill,  than  to  suppose  that  our  country, 
after  a  lapse  of  fivt  years,  will  be  inevitably  and  unal- 
terably involved  in  a  war  with  the  most  powerful  nation 
in  Christendom.  What,  then,  Mr.  President,  would  be 
our  action  upon  this  bill  ?  What  would  be  the  voice  of 
wisdom,  of  prudence?  What  would  a  proper  regard  to 
public  and  private  security,  to  general  and  individual 
protection,  demand  at  our  hands r    Precisely,  sir,  ^hat 


the  same  general  considerations  now  require.  What 
would  then  be  the  dictate  of  good  sense,  of  sound  dis- 
cretion, would  now  be  suggested  under  the  influence  of 
the  same  safe  principles.  If  we  were  certain  that,  af^er 
the  expiration  of  five  years,  war,  with  all  its  evils,  were 
to  visit  our  land,  there  is  no  man  who  loves  his  country, 
there  is  no  patriot,  who  would  not  exert  all  his  exergies 
to  be  prepared  for  the  calamity;  to  strengthen  our  weak- 
ness, to  fortify  every  vulnerable  point,  to  render  impreg- 
nable our  seacoast  and  our  lake  frontiers,  to  put  in  per- 
fect defence  our  whole  country:  this  would  be  the 
course  of  every  patriot.  And,  Mr.  President,  just  this 
course  should  be  observed  now,  with  reference  to  this 
subject. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  admitted  the  great  importance  of 
Portsmouth  harbor,  and  expressed  his  entire  willingness 
to  vote  for  the  original  appropriation;  but  he  must  vote 
against  the  amendment. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  and 
decided  as  follows: 

Yxis^Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, Linn,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Sbepley,  Tall- 
roadge,  Walker,  Wright— 17. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  King  of  Georgia,  Leigh, 
Mangum,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbtns,  Tomlin- 
son,  Webster,  White— 16. 

Mr.  PRESTON  then  moved  to  ^ike  out  the  appro- 
priation for  Portsmouth,  on  the  ground  that  there  were 
no  estimates  and  surveys  for  fortifications  at  that  harbor. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  this  question  involved  so  impor- 
tant a  principle,  that,  without  plans  or  estimates,  he  was 
not  willing  to  trust  it  even  to  the  discretion  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War,  and  must,  therefore,  oppose  \X, 

Mr.  HUBBARD  had  addressed  the  Senate  on  this 
subject,  the  other  day,  at  some  length.  He  was  so  well 
satisfied  of  the  course  of  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina, heretofore,  in  relation  to  this  subject,  that  he  had 
expected  he  would  have  voted  for  this  provision  of  the 
bill.  Mr.  H.  exhibited  to  the  Senate,  in  detail,  the 
great  necessity  and  importance  of  this  fortification,  ss 
a  means  of  commercial  protection,  as  well  as  defence 
against  invasion. 

Mr.  BENTON  referred  to  a  refxort,  in  detail,  made 
by  the  proper  department  in  1821,  in  which  ^yery  thing 
that  was  necessary  for  the  information  of  Senators  on 
this  subject,  was  contained.  In  regard  to  these  fortlfi. 
cations,  there  were  two  questions  involved:  one  was  of 
a  political  character,  and  the  other  pro^ssional.  The 
political  question  was,  as  to  whether  the  point  of  location 
was  worth  defence;  and  the  professional  question  wap, 
as  to  the  plan  and  estimates,  which,  when  made,  no 
statesman  would  undertake  to  question. 

Mr.  B.  adverted  to  the  period,  in  1794,  when  the  first 
act  of  Congress  was  passed  in  relation  to  forts  generally, 
and  the  recommendation  of  General  Washington,  in 
which  this  one  was  named.  The  conjectural  estimate 
of  its  cost  was  $500,000,  and  100  guns  would  be  required 
to  arm  it.  He  spoke  of  the  uncertainty  of  estimates.  A 
slight  error,  he  said,  in  the  basis  of  a  calculation,  led  to 
a  large  one  in  its  result.  It  was  like  two  travellers  sepa- 
rating at  a  diverging  point  of  a  road.  When  they  began 
to  separate,  you  could  scarcely  see  them  dividing;  but 
after  they  bad  progressed  a  considerable  distance,  they 
were  a  great  way  apart. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  that  in  detailed  estimates  the 
quantity  of  materials  of  each  kind  was  minutely  put 
down,  and,  when  the  cost  of  construction  greatly  ex- 
ceeded the  estimates,  they  knew  who  was  to  blame. 
But,  he  asked,  upon  whom  did  the  responsibility  rest  in 
the  case  of  conjectural  estimates?  They  did  not  do 
their  duty  in  regard  to  the  trust  reposed  in  them  by 
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actings  in  this  general  way.  and  there  was  something 
more  at  the  bottom  or  this  than  mere  fortifications. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  had  been  utterly  astonished  that 
this  fortification  Itad  not  more  particularly  claimed  the 
attention  of  Congress.  l*he  first  committee  who  re- 
ported on  it  had  placed  it  in  the  first  class  and  the 
seventh,  in  the  order  of  fortifications,  and  yet  not  a 
dollar  was  voted  for  it  since  the  report  of  1821,  notwith- 
standing its  yearly  recommendations  from  that  day  to 
this.  Portsmouth,  it  seemed,  had  not  been  the  favorite 
of  any  administration.  At  Penobscot,  a  conjectural  es- 
timate had  been  made  by  Messrs.  Bernard,  Totten,  and 
Elliot.  But  his  friend  from  Maine,  anticipating  this 
objection,  had  procured  a  survey  and  estimate,  which 
had  increased  the  amount  only  one  thousand  dollars 
over  the  conjectural  estimate. 

Mr.  BENTON,  after  referring  to  a  late  estimate,  said 
that,  in  regard  to  plans,  so  many  guns  were  placed  on 
one  side  of  a  fort  and  so  many  on  another;  and  there 
was  not  a  Senator  there,  if  he  had  the  plan  before  him, 
would  presume  to  say  a  single  gun  should  be  changed 
in  its  location. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  asked  why  the  Senate  should  act  be- 
fore the  surveys  and  estimates  were  made,  when  the 
Secretary  of  War  himself  would  think  it  unwise  to  pro- 
ceed without  them?  They  were  in  no  danger  of  a  war 
at  this  time  with  any  European  Power;  and  why  the  ne- 
cessity of  acting  at  this  time  with  such  precipitation? 

Mr.  BENTON  asked  how  it  came  that  the  whole 
stress  of  the  opposition  was  laid  on  the  want  of  esti- 
mate? There  were  some  ten  or  eleven  cases  in  which 
there  were  estimates,  and  nobody  asked  to  use  them. 
But  here  was  one  case  in  which  there  was  none,  and  in 
it  they  were  called  for.  It  would  be  perfect  ridicule 
for  Senators  to  criticise  on  one  of  these  estimates.  In 
cases  where  the  cost  exceeded  the  estimates,  it  was 
asked  where  was  the  responsibility,  and  who  was  to 
blame?  As  an  evidence  of  how  little  reliance  was  to 
be  placed  on  estimates,  he  adverted  to  a  case  of  a  fort 
in  Virginia,  where  the  cost  exceeded  the  detailed  esti- 
mate as  two  to  one. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  if  Congress  should  make  a  call 
on  the  engineer  in  the  case  of  a  detailed  estimate,  he 
could  explain  where  the  fault  wa",  and  who  was  to 
blame.  He  stated  the  reason  of  the  excess  of  cost  in 
the  case  of  Fort  Calhoun,  which  was  owing  to  its  being 
built  on  a  sand-bar. 

Mr.  CHITTENDEN  inferred  that  ^200,000  would 
not  be  sufficient  for  this  work,  as  in  all  probability  it 
would  cost  ovVr  $500,000;  and  how  much  over  that 
amount,  it  was  not  known.  ^ 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  the  arguments  of  gentlemen 
went  to  show  tit  at  no  estimates  were  to  be  relied  on. 
Heretofore  the  cost  exceeded  the  estimates  about  thirty 
per  cent.  But  notwithstanding  that  variation,  they  still 
opened  up  the  way  to  some  information,  some  approxi- 
mation to  the  amount  necessary  to  be  appropriated.  He 
bad  gone  to  the  Department,  and  found  estimates  on  file, 
which  he  had  examined,  and  the  examination  only  satis- 
fied him  that  the  Department  had  done  its  duty.  He 
would  not  pretend  to  say  that  conjectural  estimates  were 
not  to  be  relied  on,  as  well  as  those  detailed  ones  that 
were  made  so  long  since. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  believed  the  estimate  was  made  as 
high  as  it  could  be;  and  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  when 
the  work  should  be  completed,  the  cost  would  be  found 
to  come  within  the  amount  of  them. 

Alter  some  remarks  from  Mr.  PORTER,  the  ques- 
tion was  then  taken  on  the  amendment:  Yeas  10,  nays 
25. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  strik- 
ing out  "for  fortifications  at  Salem,  Massachusetts, 
^5,000,"  and  inserting  «<  $75,000  per  annum." 


Mr.  DAVIS  said  it  was  late  in  the  day;  and  though' 
the  Senate  seemed  to  be  exhausted,  literally  worn  out 
with  this  subject,  as  in  one  form  and  another  it  had  oc- 
cupied much  of  the  session,  he  hoped  they  would  bear 
with  him  a  short  time,  while  he  explained  the  principles 
which  would  guide  him  in  all  the  votes  he  should  give. 
The  proposition  now  is  to  increase  the  appropriation 
for  a  fort  at  Salem,  from  seventy-five  to  one  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand  dollars,  and  to  divide  it  equally  for 
the  two  coming  years.  It  seems  to  be  understood 
that,  as  this  fortification  is  in  Massachusetts,  I  shall 
not  have  the  courage  to  oppose  it,  even  in  this  un- 
precedented form.  In  this  gentlemen  are  mistaken — 
greatly  mistaken;  for  I  ask  no  indulgence  for  that 
State  beyond  what  I  am  willing  to  concede  to  others. 
I  hope  no  sound  rule  of  policy  will  be  violated,  no 
unnecessary  or  wasteful  expenditure  of  the  public 
money  will  be  proposed,  with  an  expectation  that  I  shall 
vote  for  it,  or  that  the  people  of  that  State  will  approve 
of  it,  because  the  money  is  to  be  disbursed  in  one  of  its 
harbors.  No,  sir;  gentlemen  need  not  flatter  them- 
selves with  success  in  any  such  schemes,  for  they  will 
not  triumph  by  mercenary  appeals  to  a  people  that  have 
at  all  times,  and  under  all  circu.nnstances,  defended 
themselves  and  maintained  their  liberties  without  fortifi- 
cations. You  may  make  such  appeals  to  the  weak,  the 
timid,  such  as  seek  protection  behind  stone  and  mortar, 
and  the  bristling  bayonets  of  a  trained  soldiery;  but  it 
will  be  treated  with  scorn  by  those  who  have  the  manly 
courage  and  patriotism  to  meet  fearlessly  whatever  crisis 
may  come,  and  to  trust  in  their  own  strong  arms  and 
stout  hearts,  fnstead  of  the  embattled  hosts  of  this  Gov- 
ernment. 

Sir,  this  is  called  a  fortification  bill  to  enlarge  the  de^ 
fence  of  the  country  by  the  erection  of  new  works. 
This  purports  to  be  the  object,  upon  the  face  of  it;  but, 
if  one  may  be  allowed  to  judge  from  «11  he  sees  and 
hears  in  this  chamber,  from  the  repeated  and  urgent 
application  to  the  Departments  to  ascerUin  the  greatest 
sum  that  oan  be  expended,  from  the  reiterated  prophe- 
cies that  there  will  be  no  surplus  found  in  the  Treasury, 
from  an  apparent  determination  to  make  appropriations 
two  or  three  years  in  advance,  there  is  some  object  be- 
yond fortifying  the  country,  some  ulterior  purpose, 
which  is  not  openly  avowed,  while  it  is  secretly  ami  ar- 
dently desired.  When  extraordinary  measures  are  urg- 
ed upon  us,  we  have  a  right  to  look  for  extraordinary 
motives;  and  what  motive  is  there  for  lavish  appropria- 
tions at  this  moment  ^-^for  appropriations  two  and  three 
years  in  advance?  It  seems  to  me  that  one  object  is  to 
squander  the  public  money,  lest  there  should  be  a  sur- 
plus to  go  to  the  people;  another,  to  secure  the  use  of 
it  to  the  deposite  banks  as  loans,  without  interest,  for 
them  to  speculate  upon,  while  it  is  thus  gradually  wast- 
ing. Who  does  not  perceive  thst,  if  a  million  and  a  half 
of  dollars  is  appropriated  by  this  bill  for  1837,  it  will  be 
left  in  these  banks,  and  that  they  will  have  the  use  of 
it  till  drawn  out,  a  year  to  eighteen  months,  and  two 
years  hence?  Who  cannot  understand  that,  at  the  low- 
est estimate,  this  would  amount  to  100,000,  or  120,000 
dollars,  as  a  clear  gratuity  ?  These  banks  now  hold 
about  forty  millions,  which  gives  them  a  clear  income 
or  gif\  of  more  than  two  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars 
annually,  under  any  the  most  unfavoriible  view  of  the 
matter,*  to  secure  the  allegiance  and  fidelity  of  the  stock- 
holders to  this  Government.  The  effect  of  this  upon 
the  mercenary  is  fearful;  and  I  shall  give  no  vote  to  per- 
petuate it,  either  under  pretence  of  defending  the  coun- 
try, or  in  any  other  way;  for  we  have  no  right  thus  to 
bestow  the  use  of  the  public  money  upon  individuals,  to 
the  exclusion  of  the  people. 

I  will  not  detain  the  Senate  with  this  view  of  the  mat- 
ter, but  will  consider  the  measure  as  it  purports  to  be— 
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a  bill  to  fortify  certain  places — and  examine  its  merits 
in  that  point  of  view.  We  have  for  a  long  time  heard 
the  cry  of  defence,  of  alarm,  of  fortifications,  as  if  some 
imminent  peril  threatened  us,  demanding  such  pruden- 
tial arrangements.  Yet  it  is  a  lime  of  peace  and  tran- 
quillity, so  far  as  regards  the  maritime  frontier,  and 
promises  to  continue  so.  It  is  but  a  short  year  since  no 
entreaty  could  prevail  on  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  grant  a  dollar  to  mount  a  gun  for  the  defence  of  Bos- 
tun,  where  the  forts  are  totally  dilapidated.  Where 
was  this  glowing  patriotism  then,  while  a  war  with 
France  was  impending?  We  heard  nothing  then  of  the 
bleeding  country,  and  the  cries  of  its  distressed  inhabit- 
ants! Nothing  of  the  urgent  necessity  of  surrounding 
ourselves  with  walls!  This,  again,  would  seem  to  indi- 
CHte  some  fresh  impulse,  some  new  motive  for  appro- 
priations. 

While  I  protest  agfainst  passing  fortification  bills  to 
empty  the  Treasury  into  the  banks,  I  am  decidedly 
friendly  to  defending  the  country  against  all  assaults, 
within  and  without,  upon  our  frontiers  and  upon  our 
treasure. 

That  the  country  must  be  defended,  can  admit  of  no 
doubt;  but  1  trust  our  patriotism  is  nut  to  be  measured 
by  the  height  and  length  and  breadth  of  the  walls  we 
advocate  for  that  purpose.  There  are  other  more  sen- 
sible methods  of  testing  our  love  of  country,  and,  above 
all,  our  love  of  public  liberty  and  free  government. 

Sir,  i  am  no  military  man,  and  make  no  pretensions 
to  military  science  and  skill;  but  we  are  required  as 
public  men  to  judge  of  the  propriety  and  expediency 
of  the  measures  submitted  to  us;  and,  for  one,  I  can  no 
more  yield  my  judgment,  or  submit  to  leading-strings  in 
settling  the  fundamental  principles  of  defence,  than  in 
any  other  matter.  The  defence  of  the  country  is  not  a 
new  thing,  an  invention  of  this  session,  as  some  seemed 
almost  to  imagine;  but  it  is  an  affair  towards  which  the 
country  has  occasionally  turned  its  attention,  when  its 
necessities  were  quite  as  urgent  as  at  this  time;  and 
there  are  some  things  to  be  considered  besides  pouring 
out  all  the  treasure  in  the  erection  of  walls  and  batte- 
ries. What  are  they?  In  settling  this  question  with 
ordinarv  sagacity,  we  must  inquire,  who  is  to  be  our 
probable  enemy/  How  he  is  to  approach  us?  What  is 
his  situation?  What  natural  obstacles  stand  in  the  way? 
What  use  we  may  make  of  them?  And,  above  all,  what 
kind  of  preparation  is  suited  to  our  country,  and  conge- 
nial to  its  free  institutions?  These  are  considerations 
that  should  be  weighed  with  the  greatest  care  before 
we  adopt  the  ordinary  European  tactics. 

We  are  then  about  to  fortify  our  maritime  frontier; 
and  who  is  to  assail  us  in  that  quarter?  There  is  no 
Power  upon  which  we  need  bestow  a  thought,  short  of 
Europe.  An  enemy  from  that  hemisphere  must  ap- 
proach us  by  sea;  and  the  broad  Atlantic,  three  thou- 
sand miles  wide,  rolls  between  us,  and  must  be  passed 
before  we  can  be  assailed.  This  great  natural  barrier 
is  in  itself  a  better  defence  than  armies.  Aside  from 
the  dangers  of  a  long  voyage,  it  is  no  easy  matter  to 
transport  an  army  that  distance,  with  its  necessary  ma- 
ieriei  of  war  and  provisions.  We  have  it  from  good 
authority,  that  it  employed  four  hundred  ships  to  trans- 
port the  French  army  of  forty  thousand  men  into  Egypt. 
What  hope  of  any  permanent  or  considerable  success 
could  forty  or  fifty  thousand  men  have  to  invade  this 
country  against  a  population  of  fiAeen  millions,  with  all 
their  resources  around  them'  It  would  be  the  extreme 
of  folly  and  madness  tp  make  the  attempt;  while  we  are 
a  united  people,  no  nation — not  England  herself,  with 
her  thou&and  ships — has  resources  sufficient  to  venture 
upon  such  a  hazardous  undertaking,  'i'he  disadvan- 
tages under  which  an  army  moves,  when  three  thou- 
sand miles  from  its  rcaources,  are  incalculably  great, 
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and  are  seldom  encountered  except  for  some  object 
nearly  certain  of  accomplishment.  Whatever  army  in- 
vades us  will  assuredly  meet  with  the  fate  of  Burgoyne 
and  Cornwallis;  and  if,  in  that  day  of  small  things,  with 
a  population  of  three  millions  and  no  resources,  we 
could  subdue  seven  thousand,  what,  with  like  resolution, 
and  our  present  resources,  may  we  not  do? 

But,  sir,  we  are  a  commercial  people,  having  prop- 
erly to  a  vast  amount  scattered  ever)'where  upon  the 
surface  of  the  high  seas;  and  this  is  not  to  be  abandoned, 
unless  we  are  willing  to  give  up  our  trade  and  intei^ 
course  with  foreign  nations.  Our  course,  then,  is  plain, 
if  we  adopt  a  system  of  defence  adapted  to  our  condi- 
tion. We  must  go  forth  upon  this  great  highway,  and 
maintain  our  right  to  be  there.  We  must  protect  our 
property  afloat,  keep  open  the  channels  of  communica- 
tion between  us  and  nations  with  whom  we  have  anik»- 
ble  relations,  compel  our  adversary  to  concentrate  his 
forces  and  to  move  cautiously,  and  fiing  from  our  fron- 
tier the  calamities  of  war,  by  making  this  ocean  the  great 
theatre  of  conflict. 

All  these  considerations  point  to  a  navy  as  the  first 
great  available  means  of  defence  against  European  ag- 
gression. Could  there  be  greater  folly  than  to  incase 
the  country  with  fortifications,  and  sit  down  behind  them 
to  wait  for  the  approach  of  an  enemy  at  his  leisure,  who, 
if  in  undisputed  possession  of  the  high  seas,  would 
spread  his  ships  out  in  every  direction,  and  make  an  easy 
prey  of  your  commerce?  What  gallant,  high-minded 
people  could  consent  to  abandon  their  property,  their 
countrymen,  and  their  rights,  to  the  seas,  and  sit  waiting 
for  the  ravages  of  war  to  be  brought  to  their  own  fron- 
tier? Not  those  who  liave  proudly  borne  the  flag  in 
triumph  to  the  remotest  portions  of  the  earth,  amid 
dangers  and  perils  that  seemed  insurmountable.  Not 
those  who  claim  and  are  willing  fearlessly  to  assert  their 
right  to  the  great  highway  of  nations.  Sir,  we  cannot; 
be  so  unwise  as  to  abandon  these  great  natural  means 
of  defence;  we  cannot  suffer  our  commerce  to  be 
broken  up,  and  our  property  wasted,  without  an  effort 
to  inflict  like  injury  upon  our  adversary.  Our  experi- 
ence demonstrates  that  small  means  are  capable  of  ex- 
ecuting much;  so  much,  that  we  have  no  occa«to»  ta 
despair,  and  little  more  to  fear  any  attempts  at  invasion. 

But,  sir,  maritime  defence  recommends  itself  to  us 
for  greater  and  more  urgent  reasons.  A  navy  is  more 
congenial  to  our  institutions  than  an  army.  It  consorts 
better  with  a  republican  government.  This  kind  of 
defence  is  kept  upon  its  own  element,  and  is  separated 
from  the  people.  They  therefore  experience  little  of 
that  vicious  influence  and  corrupting  power  which  in- 
sinuates itself  into  every  community  that  mingles  with 
an  array  of  soldiers.  We  see  little  of  a  navy.  It  is  by 
itself;  and,  whatever  of  the  despotic  spirit  of  military 
rule  may  belong  to  it,  belongs  to  it  alone.  This  is 
doubtless  a  principal  reason  why  Great  Britain  has  en- 
joyed a  greater  -share  of  public  liberty  than  the  conti- 
nental Powers.  The  absence  of  armies  has  permitted 
liberal  principles  to  expand  with  the  growth  of  the 
nation,  and  the  increased  knowledge  and  civilization  of 
an  improving  country.  Not  only  is  this  force  kept  by 
itself,  but  no  admiral  attains  to  civil  distinction.  They 
are  neither  made  ministers,  the  governors  of  provinces, 
nor  placed  in  any  high  stations.  A  sailor  is  seldom  heard 
of,  except  in  defending  the  honor  and  redressing  the 
wrongs  of  his  country. 

But,  further:  look  at  our  own  country;  at  achievements 
which  filled  every  bosom  with  surprise  and  Joy;  which 
redeemed  the  honor  of  the  nation,  and  acquired  for  it  a 
fame  as  illustrious  and  imperishable  as  will  be  the  history 
of  our  naval  victories.  In  all  times,  and  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, our  naval  history  is  almost  without  blemish. 
I  The  valor,  the  intrepidity,  and  the  skill  of  our  country 
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men  come  near  to  being  all  we  coald  desire;  and  their 
mag>nanimity,  patriotism,  and  disinterested neas  have 
never,  I  am  confident,  been  surpassed.  Where  is  the 
sailor  who  has  dishonored  the  deck  upon  which  he  has 
trod,  or  has  tarnished  the  flag^that  waved  over  his  head? 
To  no  other  class  of  men  can  the  honor  and  interests  of 
the  country  be  more  safely  confided,  for  they  pour  their 
blood  out  for  us  as  freel  v  as  water.  And  to  their  honor  be 
it  said-*and  let  a  grateful  country  acknowledge  it — they 
asFnothing  in  return  but  the  monthly  wages  we  by  law 
promise  to  them.  They  demand  no  places  of  honor,  of 
trust,  or  emolument.  They  claim  no  stations  as  a  reward 
for  public  service.  They  touch  not  a  foot  of  your  public 
lands;  and  though  your  tables  here  (I  speak  it  without 
reproach,  for  no  one  feels  more  grateful  for  valuable 
military  services)  have  for  years  groaned  under  the  weight 
of  petitions  for  pensions,  when  have  you  ever  heard 
among  them  the  name  of  a  sailor?  Sir,  as  a  singular 
illustration  of  this  disinterested,  lofty  patriotism,  petitions 
have  for  more  than  ten  years  been  pending  on  your  files 
for  remuneration  for  that  gallant  achievement,  the  de- 
struction of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,  in  the  harbor  of 
Tripoli;  and  I  believe  not  one  of  that  devoted  band  has 
ever  put  his  name  to  any  of  these  or  any  other  papers, 
asking  for  the  bounty  of  this  Government,  thougn  the 
sum  proposed  to  be  given  has  never  been  less  than  a 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  It  is  enough  for  the  sailor 
to  sustain  the  honor  of  the  country,  and  to  preserve  its 
liberties.  All  he  asks  In  return  is'the  proud  distinction 
of  having  borne  her  flag  in  triumph  to  the  remotest  cor- 
ners of  the  earth,  without  soiling  a  fold  of  it. 

Sir,  we  have  little  to  fear  from  such  a  class  of  men; 
and  yet  even  for  the  navy  I  want  no  extravagant,  lavish 
appropriations  of  money;  no  unnatural  growth;  but  a 
firm,  steady  advance  in  strength,  which  will  enable  us  to 
compel  til  adversaries  to  respect  our  rights,  because  we 
are  able  to  defend  them. 

And  now,  sir,  let  me  ask  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  militia,  which  ought  and  was  designed  to  be  our 
great  reliance  for  land  defence  and  protection  at  all  times, 
except  in  cases  of  actual  invasion.  Yes,  to  the  militia. 
Perhaps  the  word  itself  may  strike  some  ears  with  sur- 
prise; for,  in  this  long  debate,  this  endless  discussion 
about  the  defences  of  the  country,  the  militia  have  nei- 
ther been  mentioned  nor  thought  of.  I  beg  permission 
to  recall  attention  to  that  class  of  men — to  the  armed  citi- 
zens— who  seem  to  be  cast  by  as  unwortliy  of  notice 
among  the  splendid  preparations  for  war.  Let  us  not 
forget  that  those  who  achieved  our  independence  thought 
the  citizen  soldier  the  most  suitable  defender  and  gtiar- 
dian  of  their  rights,  the  only  force  in  harmony  with 
our  iostitutions^a  force  (however  fashioni^ble  it  may  be 
to  laugh  and  jest  at)  which  has  fulfilled  the  highest 
hopes  of  the  country,  by  proving  it#courage  and  skill 
equal  to  ^y^ty  great  crisis  which  has  occurred  from  the 
battle  of  Bunker's  Hill  and  that  of  Saratoga  to  this  day. 
The  name  of  a  million  and  a  half  of  armed  men  is  worth 
more  than  a  wall  of  brass.  It  is  a  living  fortification  that 
po  enemy  will  disregard.  Who,  without  an  overwhelm- 
ing force,  will  venture  upon  an  armed,  organized  pop- 
ulation? It  is  this  organization  which,  at  all  times,  has 
saved  the  country  from  inroads,  from  its  earliest  settle- 
ment. And  has  the  day  come  when,  in  the  pride  of 
power,  in  our  zeal  to  be  defended,  we  are  about  to 
abandon  the  militia,  and  substitute  a  regular  army? 
Sir,  we  have  always  been  taught  that  military  power  in 
a  free  Government  is  dangerous;  that  it  does  not  har- 
monize with  republican  institutions;  that  it  is  arbitrary 
and  violent  in  its  character;  that  its  lessons  are  obedi- 
ence and  submission,  and  all  its  elements  the  opposite  of 
popular  liberty.  We  have  been  instructed,  also,  that 
the  militia— in  other  words,  armed  citizens^can  be  trust-  I 
ed,  because  they  are  the  protectors  of  their  own  fire-  I 


sides;  because  they  are  the  people  themselves,  doing 
service  in  time  of  peace,  as  a  patriotic  and  not  as  a  mer- 
cenary act;  and  because  their  interests  are  identified 
with  the  preservation  of  peace,  the  perpetuity  of  popular 
rights,  and  the  dominion  of  law.  They  mostly  hold  the 
elective  franchiA,  and  thus  constitute  part  and  parcel 
of  the  elements  of  the  Government  itself!  Thus  bound 
to  us  by  every  tie  of  affection  and  interest,  and  exempt 
from  all  dependence  on  the  Government,  they  consti<* 
tute  a  force  on  which  we  may  safely  rely  4  a  force  that 
can  have  no  motive  to  follow  an  ambitious  leader,  or  to 
conquer  the  liberties  of  the  country.  They  are,  in  truth, 
the  people  themselves,  who  become  soldiers  for  no  other 
purpose  than  to  preserve  the  country.  This  force 
constitutes  a  part  of  our  organization;  a  part  of  our  re- . 
publican  system.  It  is  the  strong  arm  on  which  the 
framers  of"^  the  constitution  relied;  and  are  we  about  to 
pass  it  by,  as  of  no  account  in  the  defence  of  the  country ' 
Sir,  we  have  fallen  upon  new,  \f  not  unpropitious  times. 
Efforts  have  been  made  here,  year  after  year,  to  give 
some  encouragement  to  the  militia.  We  have  been  en- 
treated by  the  States  to  turn  our  attention  to  the  matter, 
and  to  place  this  force  upon  a  more  respectable  and  a 
more  honorable  footing;  but,  as  far  as  my  memory 
serves  me,  we  have  never  even  condescended  to  take  the 
matter  into  consideration,  while  scarce  a  day  passes  with- 
out an  exhortation  to  increase  the  army,  or  to  enlarge 
the  fortifications.  Sir,  I  have  a  confiding  reliance  on  a 
gallant,  patriotic  people,  that  they  will  never  suflfer 
their  country  to  be  dishonored;  and  when  they  cease  to 
justify  that  trust,  they  will  cease  to  have  a  Government 
in  which  they  will  participate.  It  is  plain  to  me  that 
our  fathers  relied  upon  a  navy  and  the  militia  for 
the  protection  and  defence  of  the  country,  except  in 
great  and  urgent  emergencies*  and  I  feel  an  earnest 
desire  that  their  great  principles  in  this  matter,  so 
intimately  connected  as  they  are  with  our  future  hopes, 
may  not  be  abandoned.  The  militia,  if  properly  re- 
garded, is  daily  becoming  more  and  more  efiective,  by 
the  great  facilities  for  intercommunication  which  are  now 
afforded  by  steam.  Forces  to  a  great  amount  may  now 
be  suddenly  collected  at  important  points  along  the  sea- 
coast,  without  the  fatigue  of  long  and  dilatory  marches* 
which  must  add  greatly  to  our  military  strength  and  se- 
curity. Indeed,  the  expediency  and  wisdom  of  relying 
upon  this  force  was  never,  at  any  moment,  more  appa- 
rent  than  now. 

While  I  contend  for  these,  as  leading  matters  of  a  de- 
fence founded  upon  enlightened  views  of  our  position 
and  our  republican  Government,  I  by  no  means  deny 
the  propriety  of  fortifying  to  some  extent.  The  chief 
cities  and  places  of  commercial  business  ought  to  have 
some  protection;  but  I  object  to  such  fortifications  as 
that  at  Old  Point  Comfort,  containing  over  sixty  acres 
of  land,  and  costing  about  two  millions  of  dollars.  This 
is  a  system  of  defence  belonging  to  standing  armies  and 
burdensome  taxation.  Our  republic  should  shun  both. 
I  would  construct,  at  important  points,  forts  of  suitable 
dimensions  and  strength  to  guard  against  surprise  or 
sudden  assaults  by  an  enemy.  For  the  rest,  I  would 
rely  on  the  emergency.  Sir,  if  the  whole  coast  is  to  be 
fortified,  and  the  fortifications  are  to  be  of  this  gigantic 
character,  is  not  this  preparation  to  be  the  apology  for  a 
standing  army,  and  for  an  annual  expenditure  that  will 
oppress  and  bow  down  the  people  under  burdens  griev- 
ous to  be  borne?  If  the  people  would  see  what  comes 
of  splendid  Governments,  let  them  look  into  Europe, 
and  see  the  laborer  toiling  through  a  life  of  poverty  and 
wretchedness  to  sustain  them.  Let  them  see  the  inex- 
orable decree  which  binds  him  to  the  earth,  and  fleeces 
him  with  tithes  and  taxes. 

Sir,  when  the  people,  or  the  people*s  representatives, 
are  captivated  with  military  glory;  when  the  tap  of  the 
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drum  is  heard  daily  in  the  gtreet;  when  a  military  spirit 
has  seized  us;  when  our  thoughts  run  upon  the  achieve- 
ments  of  arms,  the  acquisition  of  territor}-,  the  enlarge- 
ment of  our  limits;  when  we  become  belligerant  in  our 
feelings, quarrelsome  and  oyerbearing  towards  our  neigh- 
bors; when  we  are  for  drawing  the  sword  and  unfurling 
the  banner  to  settle  every  controversy;  when,  in  a  word, 
we  begin  to  play  the  bully,  and  to  rely  on  our  strength, 
instead  of  dealing  justly  and  temperately,  the  signs  of 
the  times  must  be  viewed  as  ominous  of  evil,  for  our  in- 
stitutions are  peaceable  in  their  character,  and  always 
suffer  when  touched  by  the  jarrinsf  elements  of  war. 
Let  that  state  of  sentiment  be  aided  by  a  concentration 
of  public  affection  in  military  leaders  and  a  standing 
srmy,  and  we  may  read  our  fate  in  that  of  Athens  under 
Pericles,  republican  Britain  under  Cromwell,  and  repub- 
lican France  under  Napoleon.  The  transition  is  easy; 
and  the  history  of  the  world  shows  that,  under  these  symp- 
toms, it  is  certain,  from  a  free  Government  to  a  military 
despotism.  Names  usually  remain  unchanged,  but  the 
power  is  shiAed  from  the  many  to  one.  Let  me,  then, 
entreat  the  Senate  to  be  no  way  instrumental  in  creating 
a  necessity  for  a  standing  army,  which  is  the  bane  of  a 
free  Government.  A  standing  army  enjoys  no  liberty, 
and  knows  not  how  to  appreciate  it;  it  is  acquainted 
with  nothing  but  obedience  and  dependence;  it  feeds 
from  the  public  crib,  and  is  too  often  faithful  to  the  roas- 
ter that  deals  out  its  daily  bread,  or  promises  it  an  op- 
portunity to  plunder  others.  All  example  teaches  us, 
by  the  melancholy  fate  of  others,  to  shun  this  certain 
destruction.  I  would  listen  with  strong  distrust  to  all 
propositions  to  increase  the  army,  or  to  erect  works 
which  will  make  such  an  increase  necessary;  and  so  will 
the  people  of  Massachusetts.  Do  gentlemen  suppose 
that  a  people  who  have  been  nursed  in  the  cradle  of  lib- 
erty— a  people  whose  soil  was  once  stained  with  the 
tread,  and  whose  churches  were  desecrated  by  the 
sports  of  armies  brought  here  to  defend  the  royal  Gov- 
ernment— will  be  seduced  from  their  principles  by  a  prof- 
fer to  spend  ia  their  harbors  one  or  two  hundred  thousand 
dollars?  Sir,  you  must  come  with  heavier  bribes,  if  you 
would  tempt  the  mercenary  spirit  of  that  people,  or  se- 
duce them  from  their  steady,  firm,  and  unchangeable 
love  of  public  liberty.  You  must  first  blot  from  their 
memories  the  history  of  the  Revolution,  before  you  will 
succeed  in  teaching  them  that  standing  armies  are  in  har- 
mony with  our  institutions.  This  scheme,  therefore,  of 
placing  a  fort  in  each  State,  will  not  recommend  to  us 
double  and  triple  appropriatbos,  or  a  lavish  waste  of 
public  money.     The  object  and  the  effect  are  apparent. 

No  one  doubts,  Mr.  President,  that  if  you  msist  on 
finding  out  how  much  money  can  be  spent,  the  military 
bureaus  will  send  you  projects  that  would  absorb  the 
revenues  of  the  earth.  Look,  sir,  at  the  monstrous 
sums  which  this  report  proposes  to  disburse  fcir  the  army 
and  the  navy.  Sixty-two  millions  for  the  former,  and 
seventeen  for  the  latter;  making  about  eighty  millions. 
Sir,  such  propositions  are  not  to  be  listened  to  for  a  mo- 
ment. What  follows f  According  to  the  annunciation 
just  made  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  these  estimates  are  not  large  enough  by  bne 
third  or  more.  We  should  then  have  forts  enough  to 
employ  one  hundred  thousand  men  in  time  of  war;  and 
how  many  in  time  of  peace*  I  know  not;  but  an  army  at 
least  to  absorb  like  a  sponge  the  earnings  of  the  laborer. 

Sir,  let  us  abandon  this  lavish  spirit,  and  return  to  the 
great  cardinal  virtues— economy  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  public  money  and  reform  of  abuses.  I  will  not,  for 
one,  be  tempted  into  a  violation  of  these  gpreat  princi- 
ples, under  the  delusive  cry  of  defence*  defence!  An 
honest,  upright,  and  just  course  of  policy  will  seldom 
call  for  any  defence.  It  is  the  noisy  tone  <of  bravado  that 
demands  defence,  and  generally  makes  it  necessary. 


Let  us  proceed  upon  the  old  and  safe  principles:  deal 
justly,  and  cease  to  hunt  for  injuries  and  to  give  provo- 
cation, and  we  shall  have  few  wrongs  to  redress.  I  have 
no  objection  to  beginning  new  works  where  they  are 
necessary,  as  I  believe  most  of  those  in  this  bill  are;  but 
I  cannot  vote  for  these  long  and  extravagant  appropria- 
tions. 1  have  said  that  great  forts  are  not  necessary; 
and  in  proof  of  this,  and  that  nothing  urgent  presses 
upon  us,  I  do  not  retollect  that  any  town,  however 
poorly  fortified,  was  ever  entered  by  an  enemy's  ship, 
from  the  settlement  of  the  country  to  this  time,  except 
in  the  war  of  the  Revolution,  when  the  British  had  m 
the  outset  possession  of  most  of  the  important  posts. 
And  yet  we  were,  in  colonial  times,  involved  in  long  and 
bitter  wars.  These  two  hundred  years  of  experience, 
when  we  were  weak,  ought  to  be  worth  something. 
The  history  of  them  furnishes  a  striking  contrast  to  the 
present  dayr-a  contrast  humbling  to  our  pride.  The 
^spirit  of  chivalry  that  sustained  a  feeble  community  has 
vanished,  and,  like  tortoises,  we  are  crawling  into  shells. 
For  one,  sir,  I  have  no  distrust  of  the  manly  courage 
and  patriotism  of  the  people;  they  will,  come  what  may, 
save  the  country  from  dishonor,  unless  you  teach  them 
to  rely  for  protection  upon  standing  armies. 

I  have  another  objection  to  the  present  plan  of  opera- 
tions. The  apology  for  anticipating  the  demands  for 
future  years  is  to  enable  the  engineers  to  make  long 
contracts.  This  is  the  most  unpropitious  of  all  times 
to  make  long  contracts;  every  thing  is  run  up  to  the 
highest  price,  and  nothing  could  be  more  unwise  than 
to  make  long  contracts  at  the  present  value  of  labor 
and  materials.  To  force  works  now,  when  there  is  no 
pressing  emergency,  would  not  only  be  a  great  waste  of 
public  money,  out,  if  extensive  new  works  are  commenc- 
ed, then  the  United  States  becomes  a  bidder  for  labor 
and  materials  against  other  public  works  and  improve- 
ments, as  well  as  ag^ainst  individual  operations;  and,  sir, 
it  requires  no  sagacity  to  predict  that  the  weaker  parly 
must  yield.  It  has  been  said  that  no  such  effect  can  be 
produced,  because  millions  upon  millions  are  expending 
in  New  York  to  rebuild  the  burnt  district,  and  no  such 
result  has  followed.  Sir,  !  have  before  me  evidence 
proving  that  this  course  has  pressed  so  heavily  on  other 
portions  Of  the  country  as  actually  to  suspend  works 
under  contract. 

I  have,  sir,  as  all  know  who  have  observed  my  public 
course,  been  the  unwavering  advocate  of  the  laboring 
class  of  the  public.  My  most  sincere  desire,  at  all  times, 
has  been,  that  they  should  realize  a  just  and  liberal  com- 
pensation for  their  work;  for  no  other  state  of  things  can 
give  a  vigorous  prosperity  to  the  country.  These  opin- 
ions remain  unaltered.  I  am  still  under  the  firm  belief 
that  labor  must  be  well  paid,  to  make  a  happy  and  well- 
regulated  community.  But  how  is  labor  best  encour- 
aged? How  is  it  that  employers  in  this  country  can 
afford  to  pay  higher  wages  than  are  paid  for  like  services 
in  Europe?  One  great  reason  is  tnis:  public  improve- 
ments here  have  been  pushed  forward  to  an  extent  un- 
exampled. The  canal,  for  example,  from  Lake  Erie  to 
Albany,  opens  a  line  of  water  communication  thousands 
of  miles  in  extent,  and  brings  into  action  the  resources 
of  a  vast  country  which  before  were  dormant.  A  barrel 
of  flour  may  probably  be  delivered  from  the  Lakes  at 
New  York  at  less  expense  of  transportation  than  a  like 
transit  of  fifly  miles  over  land  in  Germany.  Here,  then, 
labor  4cts  with  a  power  of  production  unknown  in 
Europe.  It  can  make  more  grain;  send  into  the  market 
more  of  the  fruits  of  its  action  in  all  ways;  and  hence  it 
is  justly  entitled  to  more  compensation.  Such  is  the 
eflfect  of  all  internal  improvements,  all  facifilies  of  trans- 
portation, which  bring  products  at  leas  expense  into  the 
market.  Every  line  of  railroad  opens  new  resources, 
I  gives  employment  to  new  capital,  and  to  labor  invigora- 
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ted  action,  because  it  has  more  material  at  cheaper  rates 
to  work  upon.  IIow  deeply  interested,  then,  are  all 
laborers  in  internal  improvement!  How  anxious  ouf2rht 
they  to  be  to  advance  them!  With  these  yiews,  I  have 
felt  a  most  anxious  solicitude  to  prevent  the  pubfic  mo- 
ney from  beingf  lavished  away  on  objects  that  will  yield 
little  lasting  benefit  to  the  public,  when  it  may  be  dis- 
tributed among  the  States,  and  be  made  instrumental  in 
advancing  the  interests  and  prosperity  of  the  people. 
S«ire  I  am,  if  the  States  should  have  a  little  aid  in  this  way, 
great  lines  of  rapid  and  cheap  communication  would 
soon  penetrate  them,  infusing  fresh  vigor  into  agricul- 
ture, manufactures,  and  all  the  multifarious  objects  upon 
which  labor  acts.  If  you  give  to  a  man  two  acres  of  fer- 
tile land  to  cultivate,  instead  of  one,  it  will  be  his  fault 
if  he  does  not  produce  more,  and  make  his  situation  bet- 
ter. I  must,  therefore,  be  permitted  to  say  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  demand,  imperiously  demand,  the 
distribution  of  the  surplus  in  the  Treasury,  to  be  ex- 
pended for  their  benefit,  instead  of  being  lavi&hed  upon 
uimecessary  measures  of  defence. 

Sir,  in  the  course  of  this  debate  I  have  heard  the  sur- 
plus heavily  and  bitterly  denounced,  and  fortifications 
recommended  in  its  stead.  The  people  themselves  have 
been  harshly  characterized  as  scrambling  after  the  pub- 
lic money.  The  people  scrambling  after  it;  after  their 
own  property!  You  took  it  from  them,  have  no  need  of 
it,  and  now  they  call  on  you  to  return  it.  This  is  de- 
nominated scrambling!  Sir,  the  people  are  not  scram- 
bling; but  the  scramble  is  here,  in  these  halls,  and 
among  the  pet  banks,  to  keep  the  people's  money  from 
them  by  devising  new  schemes  of  defending  the  country, 
and  by  niaking  appropriations  years  in  advance.  The 
scramble  is  to  keep  what  does  not  belong  to  you;  and, 
sir,  the  public  are  not  so  blind  as  not  to  comprehend 
this.  They  understand  to  whom  this  money  belongs, 
and  will  not  be  satisfied  to  have  a  few  favored  individuals 
enjoy  the  use  of  it.  There  must,  sir,  either  be  a  sur- 
plus, or  such  a  profligate  and  wasteful  expenditure  as 
has  never  been  witnessed.  This  cannot  be  disguised. 
It  must  be  met,  and  gentlemen  must  choose  the  alterna- 
tive they  mean  to  take.  On  this  point  1  join  issue  with 
all  who  favor  lavish  schemes,  to  waste  the  public  money 
under  guise  of  defending  the  country.  It  is  to  keep  the 
money  from  the  people,  to  prevent  their  being  benefited 
by  it.  It  is  declaring  to  them  they  cannot  be  trusted 
with  their  own  property;  but  the  Government,  ay,  the 
Government,  as  their  guardians,  must  hold  it  and  waste 
M,  to  advance  selfish  schemes,  and  to  enlarge  its  influ- 
ence, by  the  all-subduing  and  corrupting  power  of  mo- 
ney. What  stockholder  of  all  these  banks,  when  his 
property  has  been  advanced  from  par  to  thirty  per  cent, 
advance  by  the  public  deposites,  will  not  be  silenced  in 
his  opposition  to  all  abuses  of  power?  Talk  of  corrupt- 
ing the  people,  and  their  scrambling  after  the  money! 
It  is  now  employed  in  a  more  efi^ctual  way  than  to 
diffuse  its  benefits  among  the  whole  public.  Its  seduct- 
ive power  is  now  felt,  for  it  works  out  certain  conver- 
sion: and  the  question  is,  shall  it  perform  this  corrupting 
ofHce,  or  shall  the  people  have  it?  I^et  this  be  the  issue; 
let  the  people  understand  that  this  is  the  reason  for  dou- 
ble and  triple  appropriations  in  advance,  and  for  pre- 
venting the  distribution  under  the  land  bill. 

Our  true  policy  is  to  return  to  the  old  and  safe  course 
of  policy.  Give  up  the  double  and  triple  appropriations. 
Keep  the  expenditures  on  a  reasonable  footing,  and  let 
the  people  have  the  benefit  of  the  great  balance  which 
will  remain.  It  is  theirs,  and  they  know  how  to  spend 
\i  i  and,  allow  me  to  say,  they  will  see  and  understand 
where  the  scramble  is. 

Mr.  NILES  said  that  as  the  Senate  ha$l  been  occupied 
one  week  or  more  with  the  debate  on  this  bill,  he  had 
supposed  that  the  discussion  of  the  general  principles  of 


it  were  terminated;  and  he  had  been  somewhat  surprised 
at  the  observations  of  the  honorable  and  distinguished 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Davis,]  who  had  just 
taken  his  seat.  He  felt  reluctant  to  detain  the  Senate, 
or  to  renew  this  debate,  yet  could  not  forbear  to  notice 
some  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator,  as  he  felt  bound  to 
do  this  in  justice  to  himself  and  those  with  whom  he 
acted .  The  honorable  Senator,  if  not  in  direct  terms, 
at  least  by  fair  inference  from  his  remarks,  has  assigned 
to  the  friends  of  this  bill  positions  which  they  do  not, 
1  apprehend,  assume  themselves,  and  the  justice  of 
which  they  by  no  means  acknowledge.  So  far  as  re- 
spected himself,  he  disavowed  the  positions  in  which 
the  Senator  seemed  disposed  to  place  the  friends  of  the 
bill.  The  gentleman  can  select  what  ground  he  pleases 
for  opposing  this  measure;  but  he  could  not  assent  to 
his  assigning  to  him,  as  one  of  its  friends,  a  position 
which  he  haul  not  taken,  and  which  he  did  not  approve. 

The  Senator  seems  to  charge  those  who  support  l1iis 
bill,  as  not  having  proper  confidence  in  the  navy,  and  as 
not  placing  a  sufficient  reliance  on  that  as  a  means  of 
defending  the  maritime  frontier.  Sir,  said  Mr.  N.,  so 
far  as  I  know  the  sentiments  of  the  friends  of  this  meas- 
ure, this  is  entirely  incorrect  and  unjust.  Fortifications, 
to  the  extent  that  they  may  be  necessary  for  the  defence 
and  security  of  our  towns  and  harbors,  are  not  only  not 
incompatible  with  a  main  reliance  on  the  naval  force  for 
the  protection  of  the  maritime  frontier,  but  they  form 
an  essential  part  of  that  system  of  defence.  Fortifica- 
tions at  proper  points  are  not  only  required  to  defend 
our  towns,  but  equally  so  for  the  shelter  and  security  of 
our  ships.  In  case  of  war,  we  cannot  expect  at  all  times 
and  in  all  places  to  have  a  naval  force  superior  to  that 
of  the  enemy  on  our  coast. 

But  I  pass  from  this  point,  as  my  principal  object  was 
to  notice  what  the  honorable  Senator  said  concerning  the 
militia.  He  remarked  that  Senators  seemed  to  forget 
that  our  principal  reliance  in  war,  and  our  sole  reliance 
in  peace,  was  on  the  militia;  on  an  armed  body  of  citi- 
zens. In  this  opinion  he  fully  concurred.  It  was  a  noble 
sentiment,  correct,  just,  and  patriotic;  and  he  congratu- 
lated the  Senate  and  the  country  on  this  evidence  of  the 
f>rogress  of  sound  doctrine,  and  in  a  quarter  where  he 
east  expected  it.  He  rejoiced  to  hear  sentiments  so  just 
and  correct,  from  so  distinguished  a  gentleman,  who  has 
occupied  so  prominent  a  portion,  and  possessed  such 
commanding  influence,  in  a  leading  State  in  the  eastern 
section  of  the  Union.  But  he  feared  that  the  gentleman 
was  somewhat  singidar  in  his  views,  or  somewhat  in  ad- 
vance of  his  political  associates.  Sir,  said  Mr.  N.,  I  had 
supposed  that  the  party  to  which  that  Senator  belongs 
Rad  for  many  years,  and  particularly  since  the  last  war, 
endeavored  to  degrade,  disorganize,  and  break  up  the 
entire  militia  system.  Such,  he  knew,  had  been  the  case 
in  his  own  State;  and  although  he  could  not  speak  witli 
the  same  confidence  of  others,  yet  he  believed  such  had 
been  the  tendency  of  their  influence  generally.  That 
party,  in  his  own  State,  had  for  many  years,  individually 
and  collectively,  exerted  a  steady  influence,  unfriendly 
and  injurious  to  the  militia;  they  had  passed  numerous 
laws  calculated  to  derange  the  system,  destroy  its  effi- 
ciency, and  bring  it  into  disrepute.  These  laws,  in  many 
of  their  provisions,  had  been  in  direct  conflict  with  tho 
act  of  Congress  of  1795,  providing  for  organizing  the 
militia  of  the  States.  The  last  fatal  blow  in  this  work  of 
degrading  and  destroying  the  militia,  was  ^iven  during 
the  panic  session  of  1834.  Then  it  was,  sir,  that,  with 
an  Executive  fresh  from  this  hall,  where  for  six  years  he 
had  been  instructed  and  enlightened  in  the  true  theory  of 
our  Government,  and  the  great  principles  of  civil  liberty, 
the  Legislature  gave  the  finishing  stroke,  and  completely 
prostrated  the  militia  system.  Antl  this  was  done  in  a 
way,  and  under  circumstances,  that  I  hardly  dare  to  men« 
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tion,  lest  I  shouKl  expose  myself  to  the  imputation  of 
castinfr  discredit  on  my  own  State. 

[Here  Mr.  Bbhtott  requested  Mp.N.  to  state  the  facts 
to  which  he  alhidcd.] 

Sir,  said  Mr.  N.,  I  will  state  them,  for  the  discredit 
cannot  be  in  the  relation,  but  in  the  acts  themselves. 
Whilst  the  Leg^islature  was  in  session,  some  of  those  pa- 
triotic citizens  who  had  been  lonff  engaged  in  attempting* 
to  degrade  the  militia,  got  up  a  mock  military  company, 
composed  of  boys  and  young  men,  dressed  in  the  most 
fantastic  mock  uniforms,  and  with  arms  of  every  descrip- 
tion, both  wonderful  and  strange,  and  music  like  the 
sounds  of  rams'  horns.  This  company  of  patriots,  after 
being  marched  about  the  streets,  was  paraded  before 
tlic  State-house,  where  the  grave  and  wise  legislators, 
who  had  been  deputed  to  take  care  of  the  interests  and 
honor  of  the  State,  so  far  lost  sight  of  both,  so  far  forgot 
what  was  due  to  themselves  and  to  tlieir  constituents,  as 
to  leave  their  places  to  witness  this  contemptible  and 
ridiculous  spectacle.  But  this  was  not  all,  nor  the  worst. 
The  same  day,  and  apparently  under  the  influences  of 
this  mock  military  exhibition,  they  pass  the  act  to  which 
I  l»ave  referred — ^a  law  to  disorganize  and  degrade  the 
militia  of  the  State.  But  in  this  instance,  as  in  many 
others,  the  people  were  in  advance  of  their  representa- 
tives. This  unworthy  proceeding  aroused  a  spirit  which 
contributed,  with  other  causes,  to  produce  a  change  "in 
the  councils  of  ihe  State;  and  at  the  very  next  session  of 
the  Legislature  the  obnoxious  act  was  repealed,  and  the 
militia  re-established  on  that  basis  on  which  they  were 
placed  by  the  act  of  Congress  passed  in  1795.  Among 
the  consequences  of  the  proceedings  referred  to,  was 
one  (whether  advantageous  to  the  State  or  not,  he  would 
not  say)  which  had  been  of  some  importance  to  himself. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  N.,  I  have  long  believed,  .and  many 
years'  experience  has  added  to  the  strength  of  the  ctTn- 
viction,  that  the  militia  system— the  system  of  armed 
citizens,  of  combining  citizens  and  soldiers — the  system 
which  unites  not  the  sword  and  the  purse,  but  the  mus- 
ket and  the  ballot,  was  a  fundamental  part  of  our  politi- 
cal institutions.  And  when  he  had  witnessed  the  prece- 
dence of  sentiments  hostile  to  it,  and  the  tendency  of  in- 
fluences calculated  to  degrade  and  subvert  it,  he  had 
trembled  for  the  liberties  of  his  countryj  believing,  as  he 
did,  that  this  part  of  the  system  could  not  be  destroyed, 
without  endangering  the  whole  fabric.  He  had  felt  it  a 
duty  to  say  what  he  had  on  this  subject,  because  he  could 
not  consent  to  be  placed  in  a  position  unfriendly  to  the 
militia,  or  to  silently  suffer  an  inference  to  be  deduced, 
unsupported  and  unfounded  as  he  believed  it  to  be,  that 
those  who  supported  this  bill  did  not  rely  mainly  on  the 
militia  for  the  defence  of  the  country.  This  objection 
of  the  Senator  could  have  no  force  as  applicable  to  this 
bill;  although  he  would  admit  that  it  would  apply  with 
great  weight  to  a  comprehensive  plan  of  fortifications, 
based  on  the  principle  of  its  combining  in  itself  the  means 
of  a  complete  defence  of  the  maritime  frontier.  Such 
a  system  might  seem  to  exclude  a  reliance  on  the  militia, 
and  to  be  intimately  connected  with  a  standing  army,  or 
a  large  military  force.  But  this  bill  only  provides  for 
defending  cities  and  harbors  from  floating  batteries;  and 
as  much  confidence  as  he  had  in  the  militia*,  he  could 
not  believe  that  the  native  courage  and  muscular  arm 
of  the  ploughman  and  mechanic  were  a  safe  reliance,  or 
the  proper  kind  of  force,  with  which  to  defend  our  towns 
against  naval  batteries.  But  if  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Davis]  thinks  the  militia  a 
better  force  for  the  defence  of  seaports  than  fortifica- 
tions, and  his  distinguished  colleague  should  concur  in 
the  same  views,  he  should  be  willing,  and  presumed  the 
majority  of  the  Senate  would  consent,  to  strike  out  the 
fortifications  for  the  State  they  represent,  merely  to 
oblige  the  honorable  gentlemen. 


I  must  again,  said  Mr.  N.,  express  my  gratification 
that  the  militia  system— lliat  system  of  popular  military 
power—had  found  so  able  and  distinguished  an  advocate 
as  was  the  Senator  from  Massaclmsetts,  in  the  ranks  of 
the  old  federal  party;  a  party  which  it  had  often  been 
said  was  honest,  but  mistaken.  He  had  never  doubted 
that  it  was  mistaken;  and  had  sometimes  half  believed 
that,  in  its  better  days,  it  was  honest.  It  was  mistaken 
in  many  of  its  principles;  but  its  greatest  and  most  fatal 
mistake  was,  the  want  of  confidence  in  the  people.  He 
could  well  remember  the  time  when  that  party,  if  willing 
to  trust  the  people  with  arms  in  their  hands,  were  nut 
willing  to  trust  them  with  votes  in  their  pockets — when 
nothing  short  of  a  freehold  was  believed  to  be  sufficient  to 
render  it  safe  for  those  who  were  intrusted  with  the 
defence  of  the  country  to  have  a  voice  in  its  political 
affairs.  There  was  one  other  remark  of  the  honorable 
Senator  which  he  could  not  forbear  to  notice.  It  was 
with  surprise  and  astonishment  that  he  heard  this  bill 
characterized  as  presenting  a  bribe  to  the  people  of  the 
State  represented  by  the  Senator,  and  which,  he  thought, 
they  would  indignantly  spurn.  A  bribe!  What  have 
we  here  that  deserves  to  be  viewed  in  so  odioifs  a  light? 
Is  a  proposition  to  defend  the  population  in  our  seaports, 
to  be  regarded  as  an  attempt  to  bribe  them?  The  de- 
fence of  the  country  is  the  first,  most  important,  and 
most  sacred  duty  of  this  Government.  It  was  tikis  which 
led  to  the  formation  of  the  old  confederacy;  and,  from 
that  day  to  the  present  moment,  it  has  constituted  the 
strength  of  the  bond  of  our  union.  Sir.  said  Mr.  N., 
this  charge,  harsh  enough,  let  it  proceed  from  whom  it 
may,  is  peculiarly  so  when  coming  from  tiie  quarter  it 
has.  Are  the  advocates  of  that  extraordinary  measure, 
the  distribution  scheme — a  measure  which  bears  upon  its 
very  face  the  design  of  bribery  and  corruption— to  charge 
the  firiends  of  this  bill  with  attempting  to  bribe  the  peo- 
pie,  because  they  propose  to  defend  them?  Such  impu- 
tations come  with  an  ill  grace  from  that  quarter.  Sir, 
no  measure,  which  is  clearly  within  the  regular,  legiti- 
mate, and  constitutional  sphere  of  the  action  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, can  be  justly  regarded  in  the  odious  light  of  a 
proffered  bribe.  It  may  be  impolitic,  unwise,  and  even 
wasteful;  but  it  cannot  partake  in  any  degree  of  the 
character  of  bribery.  No,  sir,  it  is  only  when  we  over- 
step the  bounds  of  the  constitution;  when,  departing* 
from  our  prescribed  limits,  and  penetrating  into  those  of 
the  States,  we  attempt  to  accomplish  objects  over  which 
we  have  no  rightful  control,  by  applying  the  revenues 
of  this  Government,  that  our  measures  become  justly 
obnoxious  to  the  charge  of  bribery.  It  is  not  difficult 
to  perceive  that  it  is  schemes  like  Ihese  which  have 
called  forth  the  opposition  to  the  measure  now  before 
us.  Their  corrupting  and  pernicious  infiiience  is  already 
felt  on  every  measure  that  comes  up  for  consideration. 
That  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  under  this  infiu- 
ence,  he  has  furnished  sufficient  evidence.  He  asks  if 
the  public  funds  could  not  be  more  usefully  employed 
in  developing  the  resources  of  the  country,  and  seems 
to  suppose  that  railroads  will  be  more  efficient  than  for- 
tifications for  the  defence  of  the  country.  This,  he  be- 
lieved, was  a  new  advantage  claimed  for  railroads,  but 
thought  it  might  not  be  more  unfounded  than  some  other 
public  benefits,  which  were  anticipated  from  them.  But 
whatever  other  results  may  follow  their  introduction, 
he  (Mr.  N.)  thought  that  railroads  would  not  entirely 
supersede  the  necessity  of  fortifications.  He  had  seen 
enough  to  satisfy  him  that  it  is  the  disposition  to  seize 
upon  the  surplus  as  the  means  of  carrying  on  works  of 
this  kind,  which  produced  the  objections  to  this  bill  and 
embarrassed  our  entire  legislation.  The  mischievous 
infiuenco,  which  was  foreseen  and  foretold  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  that  scheme,  we  now  witness.  We  ought,  per- 
haps, to  feel  under  obligations  to  the  gentlemen  for  their 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


1563 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


1564 


Sbvatb.] 


Louisvilk  and  Portland  Canal, 


[Mat  25,  1836. 


reftdinets  to  verify  oiir  predictions;  they  seem  resolved 
that  we  shall  have  the  reputation  of  prophets,  and  to 
leave  nothing  for  us  to  do  to  acquire  this  reputation.  I 
have  read,  said  Mr.  N.,  of  two  brothers  in  England,  who 
became  fanatics,  and  imagined  that  they  had  the  gift  of 
prophecy ;  among  other  predictions,  they  foretold  the  death 
of  their  mother  on  a  certain  day;  but  as  the  good  lady 
did  not  value  the  reputation  of  her  sons  as  prophets  suf- 
ficiently to  be  willing  to  establish  it  at  so  great  a  sacrifice, 
she  obstinately  refused  to  die;  and,  to  avoid  the  imputation 
of  being  false  prophets,  they  were  obliged  to  murder 
her.  But  the  advocates  of  the  distribution  scheme,  who 
now  talk  about  defending  the  country  by  railroads,  im- 
pose no  such  hard  terms  on  the  opponents  of  that  scheme; 
and.  although  they  may  not  be  willing  to  sacrifice  their 
lives,  they  volunteer  their  declarations  and  votes,  to 
confirm  our  predictions  and  establish  our  reputation  as 
true  prophets. 

To  this  and  every  measure  involving  expenditure,  the 
distributors  discover  serious  objectlpns;  they  complain, 
they  remonstrate,  they  cannot  be  satisfied;  and  although 
they  do  not  tell  us  in  so  many  words  the  true  source  of 
their  objections,  it  is  sufficiently  manifest  it  is  the  sur- 
plus, which  they  want  for  other  purposes.  Sir,  said  Mr. 
N.,  we  are  informed  of  an  ancient  people,  for  whom 
much  was  done,  and  great  exertions  made  for  their 
benefit;  they  were  led  out  from  a  land  of  bondage,  and 
conducted  safely  through  the  wilderness  to  a  goodly  land; 
yet  they  were  not  satisfied;  they  murmured;  they  com- 
plained; they  found  fault  with  their  leader;  they  could 
not  be  satisfied  with  the  manna  of  the  wilderness, 
although  sent  down  from  Heaven;  but  when  the  true 
cause  of  their  complaint  was  discovered,  it  was  found 
that  they  all  sprang  from  a  longing  and  hankering  aAer 
the  "  flesbpots  of  Egypt."  So  it  is  with  those  who  mur- 
mur against  this  bill;  the  true  secret  of  their  opposition 
is,  a  longing  after  the  surplus,  a  hankering  after  the 
fleshpots  of  Egypt.  That  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  under  this  influence,  is  perfectly  manU 
fest;  he  is  thinking  about  the  fleshpots;  he  wants  a  part 
of  the  surplus  to  complete  the  western  railroad  hi^  State 
is  constructing.  But  the  citizens  of  that  enterprising 
and  wealthy  State  are  abundantly  able  to  accomplish 
that  work  without  looking  here  for  aid.  It  is  within  the 
means  of  individuals,  and  certainly  within  those  of  the 
State.  Let  them  go  ahead,  then,  with  the  work,  and 
rely  oA  their  own  resources;  be  wished  them  success, 
although  rather  skeptical  as  to  the  benefits  and  influence 
of  railroads  on  the  general  prosperity.  He  hoped  the 
gentleman  would  think  no  more  of  the  surplus,  nor 
longer  cherish  a  hankering  after  the  leeks  and  onions  of 
l^gyP^  but  rely  on  the  ample  resources  of  his  State;  and 
in  that  he  trusted  that  the  objection  to  this  measure  will 
not  appear  so  insurmountable. 

Mr.  DAVIS  said  there  seemed  to  be  no  great  disa- 
greement between  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. . 
NiLts]  and  himself.  The  gentleman,  said  Mr.  D., 
seemed  to  have  been  so  great  a  lover  of  these  «« flesh- 
pots," that  he  is  not  willing  to  let  us  have  any.  He  was 
glad  to  have  the  Senator  going  along  with  him,  and  that 
he  would  not  raise  an  army  to  eat  up  the  militia.  He 
hoped  that  as  the  gentleman  had  seemed  to  consider  the 
standing  army  not  the  proper  means  of  defence,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  spirit  of  our  constitution,  he  would 
not  go  for  these  fortifications,  that  would  require  an  army 
to  maintain  them. 

[The  Senate  adjourned  without  the  vote  being  taken.] 

WSDNESDAT,  MlT  35. 

LOUISVILLE  AND  PORTLAND  CANAL. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  purchase,  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States,  of  the  private  stock  in  the  Louisville  and 
Portland  canal,  was  taken  up  as  the  general  order. 


Mr.  HENDRICKS  said,  that,  having  reported  this  bill 
to  the  Senate,  it  would  no  doubt  be  expected  that  he 
should  give  an  explanation  of  it,  and  he  would  ask  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  a  short  time  for  that  purpose. 
This  bill  (said  Mr.  H.)  is  based  on  a  memorial  of  the 
Louisville  and  Portland  Canal  Company,  referred  by  the 
Senate  to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals.  The 
memorialists  state  the  whole  cost  of  the  canal,  the  interest 
the  Government  has  in  it,  the  dividends  it  has  declared 
and  is  declaring,  and  the  present  and  increasing  produc- 
tiveness of  the  stock;  and  ^o  on  to  say  that,  notwith- 
standing all  this,  much  remams  yet  to  be  done  to  make 
the  canal  what  it  is  capable  of  being  made,  and  what  it 
must  be  made,  before  it  will  be  capable  of  accommoda- 
ting the  immense  and  rapidly  increasing  trade  of  the 
western  country;  and  that  the  individual  stockholders 
do  not  think  it  a  duty  incumbent  on  them  to  make  ad« 
ditional  expenditures  pro  rata  with  the  federal  Govern- 
ment. They  pray  that  the  tolls  accruing  on  the  stock 
owned  by  the  United  States  in  the  canal  may  be  appro- 
priated to  improving  the  canal,  until  it  shall  be  render- 
ed as  capable  as  may  be  required  to  give  all  proper 
facilities  to  the  trade  passing  through  it,  or  that  the  tolls 
belonging  to  the  United  States  may  be  relinquished  for 
the  benefit  of  those  who  pay  toll. 

The  memorialists  declare  their  object  to  be-  lo  relieve 
the  commerce  of  the  West  from  the  burden  of  the  tolls 
which  now  go  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
either  by  causing  those  tolls  to  be  expended  in  improv- 
ing the  work,  or  by  reducing  the  tolls  in  favor  of  those 
whose  business  requires  them  to  use  the  canal.  They, 
therefore,  pray  that  an  act  of  Congress  may  be  passed, 
authorizing  the  Louisville  and  Portland  Canal  Company 
to  retain  the  dividends  that  may  be  declared  on  the 
Government  stock,  and  to  disburse  the  same  in  improve- 
ment on  the  canal;  or  that  an  act  may  be  passed  author- 
izing the  company  to  retain  the  dividends  on  the  stock 
belonging  lo  the  United  States,  and  appropriate  them  to 
their  own  use,  on  condition  that  they  reduce  the  present 
rates  of  toll  twenty  per  cent. 

The  committee,  however,  have  not  adopted  either  of 
these  propositions.  They  have  not  been  able  to  see 
how  the  commerce  of  the  West  can  be  materially  relieved 
by  expending  the  Government  dividends  in  enlarging 
and  improving  the  canal — ^if,  indeed,  the  work  be  already 
what  it  has  heretofore  been  represented  to  be,  and  what 
the  colnmittee  supposes  it  to  be,  capable  of  answering 
fully  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  intended.  Nor  has 
it  been  perceived  how  the  commerce  of  the  West  can 
be  permanently  benefited  by  permitting  the  company 
to  appropriate  to  their  own  use  the  Government  divi- 
dends, on  condition  that  they  reduce  the  present  rates 
of  toll  twenty  per  cent. ;  for  the  time  will  soon  come 
in  which  the  commerce  of  the  West  will  swell  the  divi- 
dends of  the  company  to  the  maximum  of  their  charter, 
or  a  tariff  of  tolls  twenty  per  cent,  below  the  present 
rates;  and  whenever  that  time  shall  come,  the  company 
would,  if  this  proposition  were  adopted,  be  receiving 
the  tolls  on  Government  stock,  without  giving  any  con- 
sideration therefor;  and  western  commerce  could  not  be 
benefited  by  such  arrangement  between  the  company 
and  the  Government. 

The  committee  believe  that  the  great  commerce  of 
the  West  ought  not  to  be  in  the  bands,  or  subjected  to 
the  control,  of  any  company;  but  that  the  canal  should 
belong  to  the  Government,  and  be  made  free;  and  they 
have  adopted  a  proposition,  made  by  the  company  some 
three  years  ago,  to  purchase  the  stock  of  individuals^ 
take  the  control  of  the  canal,  and  take  off  all  the  tolls, 
except  so  much  as  shall  be  necessary  to  keep  it  in  a  state 
of  preservation  and  repair;  enlarging  it,  also,  as  the  busi- 
ness of  commerce  shall  require* 

The  committee  have  therefore  reported  a  bill  author* 
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izifig  the  Secretiry  of  the  Treasury  to  purchase  up  the 
tndiTidual  stock,  provided  so  much  of  it  can  be  procured 
at  par  value  as  will  give  the  United  States  the  control  of 
the  company  { leaving  the  regulation  of  the  tolls,  and  the 
whole  matter  afterwards,  for  the  future  legislation  of 
Congress.  The  object  of  the  bill  is  the  purchase  of  the 
stock,  the  control  of  the  canal,  and  that  it  be  thrown 
open  to  the  free  navigation  of  the  commerce  of  the 
"West,  charging  such  tolls  only  as  will  be  necessary  to 
preserve  it  and  keep  it  in  repair. 

The  second  section  of  the  bill  authorizes  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  in  the  event  of  his  being  unable  to 
purchase  in  the  individual  stock,  to  dispose  of  the  Gov- 
ernment  stock,  on  the  principle  that  it  is  useless  to  re- 
tain a  Quantum  of  stock  which  will  give  no  control  what- 
ever of  the  canal,  and  in  the  expectation  that,  if  the  in- 
dividual stock  cannot  be  purchased  at  par,  the  public 
stock  can  readily  be  sold  at  par.  The  stock,  however, 
is  above  par  m  market,  and  has  been  sold  as  high  as 
seventeen  and  a  half  per  cent,  advance;  and  that  which 
the  committee  hesitated  most  about  was,  the  price  which 
ought  to  be  offered  for  the  stock.  Par  value  has  been 
adopted,  in  the  belief  that  the.  stock  ought  not  to  be 
considered  as  valuable  as  the  present  price  In  market 
would  indicate.  Various  reasons  might  be  given  for 
this  opinion,  such  as  the  reasonable  demand  of  the  west- 
ern people  that  this  canal  should  be  made  free;  the 
adverse  mterest  of  the  whole  country  to  the  company 
monopoly  there;  the  unceasing  war  of  western  com- 
merce upon  this  company — ^a  conflict  so  permanent  and 
so  unequal,  that  the  interests  of  the  company  must  ne- 
cessarily yield,  and  that  at  no  distant  day;  and,  if  on  no 
other  principle,  upon  the  principle  that  private  proper- 
ty may  be  appropriated  to  public  use,  giving  remune- 
ration therefor.  But  this  remuneration  ought  to  be 
based  on  liberal  justice,  instead  of  the  power  of  the 
one  party,  or  the  weakness  of  the  other.  The  stock, 
then,  ought  not  to  be  considered  of  value  equal  to  the 
current  market  price,  which  has  perhaps  no  reference 
to  the  suggestions  just  made.  The  amount  authorized 
to  be  paid  to  the  stockholders  ought  to  be  liberal.  We 
ought,  if  we  err,  to  err  on  the  right  side;  to  give  more 
than  the  true  value,  rather  than  less;  and  1,  for  one, 
would  be  willing  to  give  considerably  above  par.  I 
speak,  however,  the  sense  of  the  committee,  when  1  say 

{>ar;  which  is  perhaps  not  far  wrong,  and  which,  as  I  be- 
ieve,  it  will  be  for  the  interest  of  the  stockholders  to 
take.  Another  reason  why  it  is  the  interest  of  the  com- 
pany to  sell  at  par  is,  that  a  canal  of  equal  value — ^in- 
deed, of  greater  value— of  any  capacity,  ho%i  ever  great, 
can  be  constructed  on  the  Indiana  side  of  the  river;  pre- 
venting in  this  way  the  undisturbed  enjoyment  of  the 
monopoly  in  the  Louisville  and  Portland  canal. 

This  bill  is  based  on  the  principle  that  the  canal  should 
be  made  free,  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  federal  Gov- 
ernment to  remove  the  obstruction  to  the  navigation  at 
the  falls  of  the  Ohio.  THId  has  been  a  serious  and  soli- 
tary obstruction  to  the  navigation  of  the  western  coun- 
try ever  since  its  first  settlement.  It  is  a  fall  of  twenty- 
four  feet  in  a  distance  of  two  miles,  where  the  river  is 
broad  and  interspersed  with  islands,  rocks,  and  crooked 
channels,  making  the  navigation  for  light  boats  extreme- 
ly dangerous,  and  prohibiting  the  passage  of  heavy  boats 
altogether,  during  the  low  stages  of  water  in  the  summer 
and  fall  seasons.  This  has,  to  a  certain  extent,  destroyed 
the  navigation  of  the  river  altogether,  and  produced 
great  delays  and  heavy  expenses  in  drayage  around  the 
falls;  which,  perhaps,  never  costs  less  than  one  dollar 
per  ton. 

To  remove  these  obstructions,  the  Louisville  and 
Portland  canal  was  made.  It  was  expected,  when  un- 
dertaken by  the  stockholders,  that  the  work  would  not 
cost  more  than  half  a  million,  and  that  its  assessment 


upon  western  commerce  and  river-faring  men  would  be 
lightly  felt  and  cheerfully  borne.  But  the  fact  is  finr 
otherwise.  The  company  inform  us  that  so  great  has 
been  the  capital  expended  in  this  work,  and  so  heavy 
the  necessary  tolls  upon  it,  that  it  imposes  a  tax  on  west- 
ern commerce,  which,  in  many  instances,  it  is  unable  to 
bear.  This  has  given  rise  to  the  great  and  general  dis- 
content which  exists  in  relation  to  this  work,  and  to  the 
pressing  and  importunate  demand  of  the  western  coun- 
try that  the  canal  may  be  made  free.  To  give  some 
idea  of  the  condition  of  this  public  work,  the  Senate  will 
indulge  me  in  giving  a  short  history  of  it.  It  was  firf  t 
authorized  by  a  charter  granted  to  the  stockholders  by 
the  Legislature  of  Kentucky,  in  January,  1825,  with  a 
capital  of  $600,000.  The  company  were  required  to 
commence  the  work  in  eighteen  months,  and  finish  it  in 
three  years.  But  the  work  was  so  much  procrastinated 
by  unforeseen  difficulties,  and  probably  by  the  want  of 
experience  in  those  who  had  the  management  of  it^  that 
additional  legislation,  giving  further  time,  was  asked  for 
and  granted.  The  same,  and  perhaps  other  special  causes, 
also  conspired  in  greatly  increasing  the  expenditure  and 
cost  of  the  work;  and  the  company  contracted  heavy 
debts,  in  addition  to  the  capital  originally  chartered,  for 
the  progress  of  the  work.  Of  the  stock  first  chartered^ 
Congress  subscribed  $333,500,  and  became  to  that  ex- 
tent interested  in  the  concern.  Finally,  by  act  of  the 
Kentucky  Legislature,  the  company  were  authorized  to 
issue  stock,  or  to  sell  stock  sufficient  to  pay  the  debts 
contracted  by  the  company,  to  finish  the  construction  of 
the  canal,  and  to  pay  the  interest  which  bad  accrued 
upon  loans,  and  upon  moneys  advanced  by  the  stock- 
holders. In  this  process  the  stock  of  the  United  States 
was  increased  to  $390,200,  the  present  amount  of  Gov- 
ernment  stock.  And  the  whole  cost  of  the  canal,  from 
its  commencement  to  its  completion  in  November,  1833, 
is  upwards  of  $950,000.  The  charier  is  unlimited  in  its 
duration,  and  the  company  are  authorized  to  charge  a 
toll  of  eighteen  per  cent,  upon  the  whole  cost  of  the 
construction. 

The  present  tariff  of  tolls  is  forty  cents  per  ton.  Uni- 
ted States  measure,  on  the  boats  passing  through  it,  no 
matter  whether  empty  or  loaded;  and  this  is  a  charge 
upon  boats  and  commerce  which  cannot  be  sustained. 
It  stops  much  of  the  upward  bound  trade,  and  causes 
delays,  transhipments,  and  porterage  at  Louisville  and 
Portland,  injurious  to  commerce,  and  onerous  upon  the 
consumers  of  articles  thus  improperly  taxed.  A  steam- 
boat, for  instance,  employed  in  the  trade  between 
Louisville  and  St.  Louis,  measuring  one  hundred  tons, 
will  pay  $80  per  trip;  and  suppose  she  makes  a  trip  a 
week,  she  will  pay  to  the  canal,  in  one  year,  about 
$4,000— almost  her  whole  value.  A  large  boat  leaving 
New  Orleans  with  full  freight,  and  discharging  at  Nat- 
chez and  other  ports  as  she  ascends  the  river,  a  fourth, 
a  half,  or  perhaps  three>fourths  of  her  load,  before  she 
reaches  Portland,  cannot  afford  to  pay  the  toll  on  her 
whole  admeasurement,  and  has  to  terminate  her  voyage 
below  the  falls,  however  much  she  may  desire  to  visit 
the  ports  above.  This  state  of  things  is  so  greatly  in- 
jurious to  the  commerce  and  prosperity  of  the  whole 
country,  that  it  cannot  much  longer  be  borne.  The 
representatives  of  the  western  country  are  imperiously 
required  to  look  to  this  state  of  things,  and  to  have  it 
changed.  They  are,  or  their  constituents  are,  all  in- 
terested in  this  matter.  There  is  not  one  congressional 
district  in  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi,  but  has  a  direct 
and  positive  interest  in  this  affair.  The  people  will  re- 
quire us  to  do  our  duty,  and  the  subject  cannot  any 
longer  sleep.  The  expenditure  necessary  for  all  this 
is  about  ^00,000,  less  than  three-fourths  of  a  million; 
while  millions  almost  without  number  have  been  ex- 
pended, and  arc  expending,  upon  the  seaboard,  for  the 
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benefit  of  commerce,  in  breakwaters,  and  harbors,  and 
piers,  and  sea-walls,  all  along^  the  coast;  and  where,  too, 
it  is  now  proposed  to  expend  the  whole  surplus  reve- 
nue on  such  like  objects,  together  with  fortifications 
and  ships  of  war. 

The  remaining  inquiry  of  importance,  and  the  only 
one,  seems  to  be,  is  this  canal  such  a  work  as  can  be 
expected  to  accommodate  the  interests  of  western  com- 
merce and  navigation,  or  not?  The  description  given 
by  tiic  board  of  directors  is  believed  to  be  correct.  It 
accords  with  other  opinions  on  the  same  subject.  It  is 
represented  as  being  entirely  capable  of  answering  all 
the  purposes  for  which  it  was  intended;  abundantly  suf- 
ficient to  meet  all  the  demands  of  business  which  can 
reasonably  be  expected  for  years  to  come.  This  canal 
is  about  two  miles  in  length,  constructed  for  the  largest 
steamboats,  and  to  overcome  a  fall  of  twenty-four  feet  in 
the  Ohio  river.  Its  substratum  is  a  ledge  of  limestone 
rock  in  its  whole  length,  through  which  it  is  cut  at,  va- 
rious depths,  averaging  eight  feet;  and  this  is  overlaid 
with  a  stratum  of  earth,  in  depth  about  twenty  feet. 
These,  with  the  embankments  of  earth,  make  the  canal 
forty-two  feet  deep.  It  is  fifty  feet  wide  at  the  bottom, 
and  two  hundred  feet  wide  at  the  top;  the  sides  being 
well  sloped  and  walled.  The  height  of  water  in  the 
canal  varies  from  four  to  forty  feet,  according  to  the 
stage  of  water  in  the  river.  When  the  river  is  very 
low,  there  is  more  water  in  the  canal  than  in  the  river; 
for  instance,  when  there  is  but  ten  inches  of  water  in 
the  falls,  and  eighteen  inches  on  the  bars  above  and  be- 
low them,  there  is  four  feet  of  water  in  the  canal;  and 
the  canal  has  the  greatest  depth  until  there  is  seven 
feet  water  upon  the  bars.  After  that  depth,  there  is 
greater  depth  in  the  river  on  the  bars  than  in  the  canal. 

1  here  arc  one  guard  lock  and  three  lift  locks,  all  com- 
bined; and  the  line  of  lock  wall  exceeds  nine  hundred 
feet.  The  guard  lock  is  190  feet  long  in  the  clear,  42 
feet  high,  and  50  feet  wide.  The  lift  locks  are  each 
185  feet  long  in  the  clear,  SO  feet  wide,  and  20  feet 
high;  all  based  on  solid  rock.  The  stone  masonry  in 
these  locks  is  said  to  be  equal  to  that  of  thirty  common 
locks  on  the  Ohio  and  New  York  canals;  and  the 
amount  of  labor  on  this  canal  is  said  to  be  equal  to  that 
on  seventy  or  seventy-five  miles  of  ordinary  canals. 
The  canal  is  a  valuable  and  substantial  work;  and,  how- 
ever costly  its  construction  may  have  been,  it  is  no 
doubt  justly  entitled  to  public  confidence,  and  capable 
of  accommodating,  for  many  years  to  come,  the  great 
and  growing  commerce  of  the  Ohio  river.  It  is  sus- 
ceptible, also,  of  enlargement  to  any  extent  which  that 
commerce  may  hercafttr  require. 

1'he  land  belonging  to  the  company  is  350  feet  wide, 
and  two  miles  long,  with  some  additional  lots;  in  all, 
about  one  hundred  acres;  containing  favorable  sites  for 
water  power  and  dockyards.  The  canal,  then,  is  a  val- 
'  uable  and  permanent  work — a  work  well  calculated  to 
remove,  in  the  hands  of  the  federal  Government,  the 
obstructions  to  tlie  navigation  at  the  falls  of  the  Ohio. 
It  ought  to  be  purchased  up  and  made  free,  levying 
such  tolls  only  as  may  be  necessary  for  its  preservation 
and  repair.  Public  opinion  and  public  justice  demand 
this  at  our  hands;  and  Congress  will  surely  not  hesitate 
to  do  this,  unless,  indeed,  it  be  determined  to  abandon 
western  commerce  to  struggle  with  its  own  difficulties, 
and  to  withhold  entirely  from  its  aid  and  protection  the 
arm  of  the  federal  Government.  And  is  the  commerce 
of  the  West  in  all  time  to  come  to  be  taxed  more  than 
many  of  its  articles  are  able  to  bear?  Are  the  bulky 
and  low-priced  agricultural  productions  of  the  country 
to  be  excluded  from  the  markets  of  the  South  in. all  fu- 
ture time,  because  of  the  heavy  tolls  they  are  subjected 
to  at  the  Louisville  and  PortKind  canal,  or  at  any  other 
canal?     Are  expenses  of  transhipments,  deltys,   and 


the  damages  of  goods,  or  the  still  heavier  tax  of  port- 
age around  (he  falls  forever  to  be  endured?  For  the 
continuance  of  such  parsimonious  policy  as  this,  it  is  be- 
lieved that  no  adequate  reason  or  good  excuse  can  be 
given.  The  federal  Government  have  the  protection, 
as  well  as  the  regulation,  of  all  the  commerce  of  the 
country,  domestic  as  well  as  foreign,  assigned  to  its  care; 
and  surely  the  more  remote  from  the  tide-water  and  the 
ocean  it  is,  and  the  greater  its  difficulties  of  tedious  and  ' 
dangerous  river  navigation,  the  more  does  it  need  the 
protection  of  this  Government.  When  the  domestic 
commerce  of  the  country  shall  have  passed  the  dangers 
of  a  long  and  tedious  river  navigation,  and  arrived  at 
the  safe  harbors  and  depots  of  the  Atlantic  ocean  or  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  it  will  much  less  need  the  aid  and  pro- 
tection of  this  Government.  What,  Mr.  President,  is 
the  commerce  of  many  of  the  noblest  rivers  of  the  At- 
lantic States— the  Delaware,  for  instance — when  com- 
pared with  that  of  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  rivers?  And 
yet  we  see  millions  expended  in  the  Delaware,  in  a 
splendid  breakwater,  besides  vast  sums  in  almost  every 
Atlantic  harbor,  and  bay,  and  river,  all  around  the  coast, 
saying  nothing  about  the  magnificent  fortifications  on 
the  whole  line  of  seaboard,  from  the  British  dominions 
on  the  northeast,  to  the  mouth  of  the  Sabine.  In  this 
view  of  the  matter,  will  it  then  seem  unreasonable  that 
the  Slates  and  the  people  in  the  great  valley  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi should  expect  and  demand,  at  the  hands  of  the 
federal  Government,  this  single,  solitary  commercial  fa- 
cility at  the  falls  of  the  Ohio? 

And  how  much,  Mr.  President,  Is  it  proposed  to  ex- 
pend for  the  benefit  of  foreign  commerce,  and  for  the 
advantage  of  the  seaboard,  according  to  official  propo- 
sitions, in  various  shapes  and  forms,  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate' It  is  proposed  to  expend  not  only  the  whole  surplus 
revenue  now  on  hand,  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasu- 
ry tells  us  that  this  is  about  thirty-eight  millions,)  but  it 
is  proposed  to  mortgage  the  revenue  of  yeai*s  to  come. 
In  increasing  the  navy;  in  constructing  floating  steam 
batteries;  in  building  fortifications  on  land  and  in  the 
water;  and  in  furnishing  ordnance,  arsenals,  and  muni- 
lions  of  war.  All  this  for  the  benefit  of  foreign  com- 
merce, for  without  foreign  commerce  we  should  have 
no  need  of  a  navy;  but  for  this,  we  should  not  hoist  a  flag 
upon  the  ocean;  but  for  foreign  commerce,  we  should 
not  be  in  danger  of  collision  with  any  trans- Atlantic  na- 
tion. Commerce  and  navigation  were  the  cause  <>f  the 
war  in  1812;  and  these  interests  will,  in  all  probabdity, 
be  the  cause  of  all  the  wars  with  civilized  nations  which 
we  shall  ever  be  engaged  in.  We  must,  however,  have 
commerce  with  distant  nations,  and  that  commerce  must 
be  protected.  For  this  purpose  we  must  have  a  navy; 
and  I,  for  one,  am  willing  to  vote  the  means  of  an  efti- 
cient  one;  of  one  that  shall  be  able  to  cope  with  any 
hostile  fleet  that  can  be  expected  ever  to  hover  upon 
our  coast  But  I  wish,  at  the  same  time,  to  urge  the 
claims  of  domestic  commerce,  iHid  call  to  its  protection, 
also,  the  aid  of  this  Government.  What,  sir,  are  the 
amounts  proposed  for  the  military  and  naval  defences  of 
the  country,  or  for  the  protection  of  foreign  commerce? 
which  is  the  same  thing.  This  amount  I  take  from  the 
official  documents  on  our  tables.  For  ordnance,  small 
arms,  and  mtmitions  of  war,  a  fraction  less  than  thirty 
millions;  for  increase  of  the  navy,  seventeen  million 
seven  hundred  and  sixty  thousand  dollars;  for  fortifica- 
tions, thirty-one  million  five  hundred  and  sixty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  and  sixty-eight  dollars;  amount- 
ing, in  all,  to  about  eighty  millions  of  dollars.  Can  it, 
then,  be  possible  that  Congress  will  hesitate  about  this 
expenditure  of  a  fraction  of  a  million  for  the  benefit  of 
domestic  commerce  in  the  West?  Let  it  be  remember- 
ed, too,  that  the  foreign  commerce  of  this  country  is,  to 
its  domestic  commerce,  small  and  diminutive;  and  that 
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the  agricultural  productions  of  the  western  country, 
which  seek  the  markets  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  are  al- 
ready much  greater  than  those  of  the  eastern  or  Atlantic 
cities. 

When  speaking,  Mr.  President,  of  the  propositions 
for  this  extraordinary  expenditure  of  eighty  millions,  in 
the  military  iind  naval  defences  of  the  country,  let  me 
not  be  understood  as  referring  to  the  document  from  the 
Secretary  of  War,  which  is  sanctioned  by  the  President. 
Far  from  it.  That  document,  in  the  main,  has  my  entire 
approbation.  It  is  worthy  of  the  source  from  which  it 
comes,  and  gives  us  opinions  on  these  subjects  which  we 
shall  probably  all  approve  of,  now  that  the  excitement 
and  danger  of  a  French  war  is  over.  It  is  agreed,  how- 
ever, on  all  hands,  that,  our  means  being  ample,  we 
should  look  to  a  more  perfect  and  permanent  slate  of 
defence,  as  a  means  of  avoiding  war  as  well  as  of  re- 
pelling aggression.  And  surely  the  internal  prosperity 
of  the  country,  as  far  as  that  Is  intrusted  to  the  care  of 
the  federal  Government,  in  the  regulation  and  protec- 
tion of  domestic  commerce,  ought  to  be  nu  secondary 
object.  The  domestic  commerce  which  floats  on  the 
noble  rivers  of  the  West  to  the  markets  of  the  South, 
that  supplies  the  consumption  of  the  cotton  and  sugar 
regions,  that  enters  into  and  becomes  a  portion  of  the 
exports,  or  that  creates  and  enlarges  the  still  more  valua- 
ble and  important  coasting  trade,  must  not  be  abandon- 
ed, or  leA  without  the  protection  of  this  Government,  on 
its  way  to  the  markets  of  the  Gulf  stream. 

What,  Mr.  President,  is  the  magnitude  of  the  interest 
making  this  appeal  to  your  justice?  It  is,  sir,  the  whole 
country  west  of  the  mountains;  and  there  is  no  portion 
of  it,  however  remote,  without  an  interest  in  the  very 
question  now  presented  to  the  Senate;  a  country  almost 
unlimited  in  extent,  and  perhaps  unparalleled  and  un- 
equalled in  the  salubrity  of  its  climate,  the  fertility  of  its 
soil,  the  magnificence  of  its  rivers,  its  agricultural  pro- 
ductions and  commercial  facilities,  by  any  rej^ion  of  coun- 
try on  the  face  of  the  earth;  a  country  extendmg  from  the 
Allegany  to  the  Rocky  mountains,  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexi- 
co to  the  great  northern  lakes — a  circle  whose  diameter 
is  more  than  two  thousand  miles;  a  country  having  many 
thousand  miles  of  steamboat  navigation,  and  admirably 
adapted  to  internal  improvement  by  roads  and  canals; 
a  country  which  half  a  century  ago  contained  fifty  or  a 
hundred  thousand  inhabitants,  and  which  at  the  present 
time  contains  near  six  millions;  and  one  which  will  be 
capable  of  sustaining,  when  population  and  cultivation 
shall  have  reached  their  maximum  in  it,  hundreds  of 
millions.  It  is  a  larger  country  than  China,  and  capable 
of  sustaining  as  great  a  population.  This  country  asks 
you  todo-~-what7  It  asks  you  to  appropriate  out  of  your 
thirty-eight  millions  of  surplus  revenue,  which  you  do 
not  know  what  to  do  with,  less  than  three  fourths  of  one 
million  in  favor  of  its  commerce  and  navigation,  in  the 
removal  of  the  obstructions  at  the  falls  of  the  Ohio.  Sir, 
can  it  be  possible  that  there  will  be  any  the  least  hesita- 
tion in  the  present  Congress  in  doing  all  that  this  bill 
requires?  Let  this  subject  be  viewed  in  its  proper  light, 
and  the  principle  of  this  bill  will  certainly  and  promptly 
be  adopted.  Should  the  details  of  the  bill  not  please  the 
Senate,  let  them  be  amended.  Is  par  value  not  enough 
to  offer  to  the  acceptance  of  the  stockholders,  let  it  be 
increased,  or  let  the  attention  of  Congress  be  directed 
to  the  improvement  of  the  other  side  of  the  river.  It 
is  easy  to  see  that  there  is  something  in  this  proposition 
which  can  never  slumber  or  sleep.  The  people  inter- 
ested in  the  navigation  and  commerce  of  the  Ohio  river, 
have  petitioned  Congress  upon  this  subject  until  they 
have  become  tired  of  petitioning.  The  prevailing  dis- 
content upon  this  subject  is  general,  and  deeply  felt. 
The  representatives  of  that  country  in  the  Congress  of 
the  Dnited  States  will  be  required  to  do  their  duty.  The 
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petitioning  of  the  people  thus  far  has  been  but  the  dis- 
tant murmur  in  the  western  breeze,*  but  it  will  become 
louder  and  louder,  and  speak  in  tones  and  accents  which 
will  command  obedience  of  their  own  representatives, 
and  attract  the  attention  of  members  from  all  other  sec- 
tions of  the  Union. 

I  might  go  on,  Mr.  President,  to  swell  the  importance 
of  this  matter,  by  going  into  statements  showing  the  al- 
ready great  and  daily  increasing  magnitude  of  the  com- 
merce of  the  West,  to  show  how  much  of  western  pro- 
duction entered  into  the  foreign  exports  of  the  country, 
how  much  into  the  coasting  trade,  and  how  much  into 
the  consumption  of  the  South;  but  I  forbear.  I  do  not 
feel  it  necessary  or  proper  much  longer  to  detain  the 
Senate  wiih  any  thing  I  can  say  about  it.  A  glance  will 
present  it  more  fully  to  the  mind  of  every  Senator,  than 
any  description  I  could  give.  On  a  former  occasion 
(said  Mr.  H.)  I  entered  into  a  calculation  of  this  kind, 
based  on  the  official  statement  of  our  exports  of  a  previ- 
ous year.  On  the  present  occasion,  I  have  not  gone  into 
any  such  calculation.  Indeed,  there  is  not  anywhere  suffi- 
cient data  for  such  calculation .  We  have  no  means  of  as- 
certaining the  amount  of  our  agricultural  productions 
which  go  into  the  consumption  of  the  South,  or  of  ascertain- 
ing with  accuracy  the  amountof  millions  which  float  upon 
the  Gulf  stream.  These  go  into  the  foreign  trade,  the 
exports  of  the  country,  or  fall  into  the  channel  of  the 
coasting  trade.  This  great  amount  has  been  variously 
estimated.  On  one  occasion,  not  long  since,  and  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  it  .was  computed  at  sixty  or  seventy 
millions.  But  he  would  no  longer  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  and  Mr.  PORTER  severally  ad- 
dressed  the  House  in  support  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  pro- 
viding that  the  stock  may  be  purchased  at  a  price .  not 
exceeding  12^  per  cent,  above  par  value,  instead*  of  at 
par. 

Mr.  WALKER  opposed  the  amendment.  He  would 
gladly  support  any  measure  calculated  to  relieve  the 
commerce  of  the  West  from  the  burdens  imposed  on  it 
by  the  extravagant  tolls  of  this  canal;  but  he  could  not, 
consistently  with  his  views  of  the  constitution,  vote  for  a 
measure  which  would  make  the  United  States  joint  part- 
ners in  a  stock  company,  and  a  collector  of  tolls.  He 
viewed  this  as  a  revival  of  the  system  of  internal  im- 
provements in  its  worst  form;  and  it  was,  in  his  opinion, 
equally  objectionable  for  the  United  States  to  collect 
tolls  at  the  locks  of  a  canal  as  at  the  g^tes  of  the  Cum- 
berland road. 

Mr.  BENTON  spoke  in  favor  of  the  amendment; 
showing  the  great  importance  of  purchasing  out  this 
stock  to  relieve  the  commerce  of  the  western  cities  from 
the  injurious  burdens  now  imposed  on  it.  Mr.  B.  spoke 
of  the  tolls  on  this  canal  as  being  now  double  as  much  as 
they  were  at  the  commencement;  and  said  they  were  so 
extravagant  that  he  regarded  them  more  as  a  fine  or  a 
penalty  on  the  boats  for  passing  the  canal,  than  as  an 
ordinary  toll.  Boats,  he  said,  in  some  instances, 
paid  as  much  in  a  year  for  tolls  as  the  whole  amount  of 
their  cost,  and  sometimes  more  than  the  amount  of  profit 
divided  among  the  stockholders;  while  the  extravagant 
charges  on  flat  boats  and  keel  boats  were  such  that  the 
rough  boarding  put  up  at  their  sides  to  keep  in  the  loose 
articles  was  calculated  as  being  part  of  their  tonnage, 
thus  charging  thirty  or  forty  dollars  toll  on  a  common 
flat  boat. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  said  that  the  proposed  measure, 
or  something  equivalent  to  it,  was  of  very  great  impor- 
tance to  the  western  country,  and  was  due  to  them  on 
every  principle  of  justice  and  policy  We  annually  ap- 
propriate very  large  sums  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard  to 
open  harbors,  to  remove  bars,  and  to  erect  light-houses; 
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all  for  the  purpose  of  aiding^  the  foreign  commerce  and 
the  coasting  trade  of  our  country.  Now,  (said  Mr.  fi.,) 
the  navieation  upon  the  Ohio  river  partakes  of  the  na- 
ture both  of  foreign  commerce  and  of  coasting  trade. 
The  trade  which  is  carried  on  upon  that  rirer  and  the 
Mississippi,  between  New  Orleans  and  Pittsburg,  a  dis- 
tance of  two  thousand  miles,  is  as  fairly  a  coasting  trade 
as  that  between  Mobile  and  New  York,  on  the  Atlantic 
coast.  The  only  difference  is,  that  we  have  a  coast  on 
both  sides  of  two  great  rivers,  and  on  but  one  side  of 
the  ocean.  In  a  national  point  of  view,  the  commerce 
in  both  cases  is  the  same  in  character  and  value,  and 
both  alike  require  the  aid  and  protection  of  the  nation. 

Those  rivers  are  also  the  great  channel  through  which 
the  produce  of  a  very  large  region  finds  its  way  to  the 
ocean,  and  thence  to  foreign  countries.  If  there  be  an 
obstruction  to  ita  navigation,  that  obstruction,  whether 
it  be  a  bar  at  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi,  which  all  ad- 
mit we  should  remove,  or  a  fall  fifteen  hundred  miles 
from  its  mouth,  it  acts  alike  upon  the  foreign  commerce 
of  that  portion  of  the  country  which  lies  above  it,  and 
should,  on  the  very  same  principle,  be  removed. 

The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals  has 
very  fully  explained  the  nature  of  thia  obstruction  to  our 
navigation,  and  the  very  large  amount  which  the  people 
of  the  western  country  are  taxed  to  avoid  it.  I  need  not 
dwell  on  that  part  of  the  subject.  But  I  will  take  this 
occasion  to  say  that,  heavy  as  the  tolls  are,  I  attach  no 
blame  whatever  to  the  enterprising  individuals  who  con- 
structed the  canal,  and  who  ought  to  be  well  indemnified 
for  their  trouble  and  cost.  But  the  United  States  ought 
to  relieve  the  western  country  of  this  burden,  and  it 
ought  to  be  done  on  terras  that  will  compensate  that 
company  fully  for  their  enterprise,  their  expense,  and 
their'  risk.  The  12^  per  cent,  advance  on  the  stock 
proposed  to  be  given  by  the  amendment  is  certainly  lit- 
tle enough,  and,  unless  that  amendment  prevail,  there  is 
no  prospect  of  procuring  the  stock. 

Messrs.  HENDRICKS  and  CRITTENDEN  also  ad- 
dressed tlie  Senate  in  favor  of  the  amendment;  after 
which,  the  question  on  the  amendment  was  taken,  and 
lost  by  the  following  vote: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Benton,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent, 
Linn,  Morris,  Naudaln,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Robinson, 
Webster— 15. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Grundy, 
Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  ^ing  of  Georgia, 
Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Niles,  Rives,  Rug- 
gles,  Shepley,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson,  Walker, 
White,  Wright— 22. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill 
by  striking  out  the  proviso  in  the  first  section,  which  is 
in  the  following  words: 

<<  Provided,  That  so  much  of  said  stock  can  be  pro- 
cured at  par  value,  within  the  present  year,  as  will  give 
the  United  States  the  control  of  the  company." 

And  also  the  second  and  third  sections  of  the  bill, 
which  read  as  follows: 

••Sic.  2.  JindU  it  further  fnaded.  That,  if  it  be  found 
impracticable  to  purchase  the  stock  agreeably  to  the 
foregoing  section  of  this  act,  then  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  to  sell  the  United  States 
stock  to  said  company  at  market  price,  not  below  par 
value. 

••Sic.  3.  JSndbe  it  further  enacted.  That  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  shall  vote  for  the  president  and  di- 
rectors of  said  company,  according  to  such  number  of 
shares  as  shall  belong  to  the  United  States  at  the  time  of 
giving  such  vote;  and  to  receive  upon  said  stock  the 
proportion  of  the  tolls  which  shall  from  time  to  lime  be 
due  to  the  United  States." 

And  to  insert  at  the  end  of  the  first  a  proviso  that  the 


price  of  the  stock  shall  not  be  more  than  twelve  and  a 
half  per  cent,  above  the  par  value. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  LINN  and  WAL- 
KER, 

Mr.  BENTON  thought  a  majority  could  go  for  it,  if  a 
little  time  were  allowed  to  regulate  its  details.  He 
wished,  therefore,  that  it  miglit  lie  over  until  to-mor- 
row morning.  This  was  one  thing  he  was  tn  favor  of. 
He  was  informed  that  the  tolls  were  doubled,  and  he 
was  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of  them.  l*hey  were  enor- 
mous at  first,  and  they  were  now  no  longer  tolls,  but  a 
fine — a  penalty;  a  penalty  on  those  who  went  through. 
Owners  of  boats  had  shown  him  how  enormous  the 
amount  was.  Inhere  were  boats  that  had,  in  two'  or 
three  years,  paid  as  much  toll  as  the  original  amount  of 
the  cost  of  the  boats  themselves.  And  loose  boards, 
that  were  used  to  keep  the  loading  tn»  were  actually 
charged  as  tonnage  in  weighing  the  boats.  He  wished 
to  obviate  the  imposition,  as  far  as  the  United  States 
was  concerned. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  by  suggesting  the  following  as  an 
amendment: 

•'And  from  and  after  the  passing  of  this  act,  no  toll 
shall  be  collected  on  any  stock  owned  by  the  United 
States  in  the  said  canal." 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  considered  the  vote  upon  the 
amendment  as  absolutely  decisive  of  the  fate  of  the  bill, 
and  he  had  no  wish  to  press  it  further;  for,  without  the 
amendment,  the  whole  measure  will  be  idle  and  illusory. 
The  owners  of  that  stock  will  not  sell  it  to  the  United 
States  at  par;  they  ought  not,  and  it  would  be  an  act  of 
crying  injustice,  if  it  be  in  our  power,  to  coerce  them 
to  do  so.  And  I  confess  (said  Mr.  E.)  I  witnessed  the 
vote  on  the  measure  with  surprise  and  disappointment.* 
There  are  gentlemen  in  this  body  who  are  of  opinion 
that  Congress  ought  not  to  appropriate  public  money 
for  the  improvement  of  our  bays,  and  harbors,  and 
rivers,  under  any  circumstances  whatever.  Those  gen- 
tlemen have  pursued  consistently  their  course,  followed 
out  their  principles,  and  voted  against  this,  with  eveiy 
other  measure  of  the  kind.  But  they  form  a  small  mi- 
nority in  this  body;  and  when  our  northern  brethren 
ask  for  an  appropriation  for  the  improvement  of  their 
harbors,  the  construction  of  break  wifters,  beacons,  light- 
houses, fortifications,  any  thing  to  facilitate  or  to  pro- 
tect their  commerce,  we  of  the  West  unite  almost  to  a 
man  in  their  support,  and  always  secure  them  a  majori- 
ty; but  now,  sir,  when  this  great  western  measure— a 
measure  in  which  the  commerce  of  the  whole  West  is 
deeply  concerned — a  measure  entitled  to  more^  of  the 
favor  of  the  nation,  considering  the  extent  of  interest 
involved,  than  any  which  has  been  agitated  for  years, 
we  find  a  large  portion  of  the  friends  of  these  improve- 
ments in  the  East,  those  with  whom  we  have  always 
gone  steadily,  faithfully,  thoroughly,  when  similar  meas- 
ures affecting  their  interests  have  been  involved — we 
find  them,  sir,  ranged  on  the  side  of  our  opponents;  and 
this,  our  favorite  measure,  defeated  by  their  votes. 
This,  sir,  1  again  repeat,  is  painful,  unexpected;  it  will 
be  deeply  felt,  and  not  soon  'forgotten. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  next  addressed  the  Senate,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Mr.  President:  I  regret  the  warmth  with  which  my 
friend  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Ewirg,]  and  my  friend  from 
Louisiana,  [Mr.  Pohtes,]  have  spoken  on  this  occasion. 
But,  while  I  regret  it,  I  can  hardly  say  I  blame  it.  They 
have  expressed  disappointment,  and,  I  think,  they  may 
well  feel  disappointment.  I  confess,  sir,  I  feel  disap- 
pointment also.  I<ooking  to  the  magnitude  of  this  ob- 
ject— looking  to  its  highly  interesting  character  to  the 
West— looking  to  the  great  concern  which  our  west- 
ern friends  have  manifested  for  its  success — I  feel,  my- 
self, not   only  disappointment,  but,  in  some  degree. 
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rnortification,  at  the  reault  of  the  vote  which  has  now 
been  taken.  That  vote,  if  it  stands,  m^ust  be  decisive  of 
the  success  of  the  measure. 

No  doubt,  sip,  it  is  altofi^ether  vain  to  pass  this  bill, 
unless  it  contain  such  provisions  as  will  induce  the  stock- 
holders in  the  corporation  to  part  with  their  interests. 

In  the  first  place,  sir,  why  do  we  hear  so  much  re- 
proach and  denunciation  against  the  members  of  this 
corporation?  Have  they  not  hazarded  their  property 
in  an  undertaking  of  great  importance  and  utility  to  the 
country?  Has  not  Congress  itself  encouraged  their  en- 
terprise, by  taking  a  part  of  the  stock  on  account  of  the 
Government?  Are  we  not  ourselves  shareholders  in 
this  company  ?  Their  tolls,  it  is  said,  are  large.  That  is 
true;  but  then,  not  only  did  they  run  all  the  risks  usu- 
ally attending  such  enterprises,  but,  even  with  their 
large  tolls,  all  their  receipts,  up  to  this  hour,  by  no 
means  gives  an  increase  on  their  capital  equal  to  the  or- 
dmary  interest  of  money  in  that  part  of  the  country. 

There  appears  to  me  very  great  injustice  in  speaking 
6ftheir  tolls  as  <« fines"  and  "penalties,"  and  unjust 
impositions;  or  of  their  charter  as  an  odious  monopoly. 
Who  called  it  so,  or  who  so  thouglit  of  jt,  when  it  was 
Ijranted  to  them?  Who,  but  they,  were  willing  to  un- 
dertake the  work,  to  advance  the  money,  and  to  run  the 
risks  and  chances  of  failure?  Who  then  blamed,  re- 
proached, or  denounced  the  enterprising  individuals 
who  hazarded  their  money  in  a  project  to  make  a  canal 
round  the  falls  of  the  Ohio?  Who  then  spoke  of  their 
tolls  as  impositions,  fines,  and  penalties?  Nobody,  sir. 
Then,  all  was  encouragement  and  cheering  onward. 
The  cry  was  then.  Go  on,  run  the  hazard,  try  the  ex- 
periment; let  our  vessels  and  boats  have  a  passage  round 
this  obstruction;  make  an  effort  to  overcome  this  great 
obstacle.  If  you  fail,  the  loss,  indeed,  will  be  yours; 
but  if  you  succeed,  all  the  world  will  agree  that  you 
ought  to  be  fairly  and  fully  remunerated  for  the  risk  and 
expenditure  of  capital. 

Sir,  we  are  bound  in  all  justice  and  fairness  to  respect 
the  legal  rights  of  these  corporators.  For  one,  I  not 
only  respect  their  legal  rights,  but  1  honor  their  enter- 
prise, 1  commend  their  perseverance,  and  I  think  they 
deserve  well  of  the  community. 

But,  nevertheless^  sir,  I  am  for  making  this  navigation 
free.  If  there  were  no  canal,  I  should  be  for  roakin?  one, 
or  for  other  modes  of  removing  the  obstructions  in  the 
river.  As  there  is  a  canal,  now  the  subject  of  private 
ownership  and  private  property,  I  am  for  buying  it  out, 
and  opening  it,  toll  free^  to  all  who  navigate  the  river. 
In  my  opinion,  this  work  is  of  importance  enough  to  de- 
mand the  attention  of  Government.  To  be  sure,  it  is 
but  a  canal,  and  a  canal  round  the  falls  of  a  river;  but 
that  river  is  the  Ohio.  It  Is  one  of  those  vast  streams 
which  form  a  part  of  the  great  water  communication  of 
the  West.  U  is  one  of  those  running  seas  which  bear 
on  their  bosom  the  riches  of  western  commerce.  It  is  a 
river;  but,  to  the  uses  of  man,  to  the  purposes  of  trade, 
to  the  great  objects  of  communication,  it  is  one  of  those 
rivers  which  has  the  character  of  an  ocean.  Indeed, 
when  one  looks  at  the  map,  and  glances  his  eye  on  all 
these  rivers,  he  sees  at  once  water  enough  to  constitute 
or  to  fill  an  ocean,  pouring  from  diflTerent,  distant,  and 
numerous  sources,  and  flowing  many  thousand  miles,  in 
various  channels,  with  breadth  and  depth  of  water  in 
each  sufficient  for  all  the  purposes  of  rapid  communica- 
tion and  extensive  trade.  And  if,  in  any  portion  of 
these  inland  seas,  we  find  obstructions  which  the  hand 
of  man  can  remove,  who  can  say  that  such  removal  is  not 
an  object  worthy  of  all  the  attention  of  Government? 

Whoever,  Mr.  President,  would  do  his  duty,  and  his 
whole  duty,  in  the  councils  of  this  Government,  must 
look  upon  the  country  as  it  is,  in  its  whole  length  and 
breadth.     He  must  comprehend  it  in  its  vast  extent,  its 


novel  character,  its  sudden  development,  Hs  amazing 
progress,  confounding  all  calculation,  and  almost  over- 
whelming the  imagination.  Our  rivers  are  not  the  rivers 
of  the  European  world.  We  have  not^  to  deal  with  the 
Trent,  the  Thames,  and  the  Severn.  "With  us,  at  least 
in  this  part  of  our  country,  navigation  fi*om  the  sea  does 
not  stop  where  the  tide  stops.  Our  ports  and  harbors 
are  not  at  the  mouths  of  rivers  only,  or  at  the  head  of 
the  tides  of  the  sea.  Hundreds  of  miles— nay,  thousands 
of  miles — beyond  the  point  where  the  tides  of  the  ocean 
are  felt,  deep  waters  spread  out,  and  capacious  harbors 
open  themselves,  to  the  reception  of  a  vast  and  increase 
ing  navigation. 

To  be  sure,  sir,  this  is  a  work  of  internal  improvement; 
but  it  is  not,  on  that  account,  either  the  leas  constitu- 
tional, or  the  less  import<«int.  Sir,  Ihave  taken  a  part  in 
this  great  struggle  for  internal,  improvement  from  the 
beginning,  and  I  shall  hold  out  to  the  end.  Whoever 
may  follow,  or  whoever  may  fly,  1  shall  go  straight  for- 
ward for  all  those  constitutional  powers,  and  for  all  that 
liberal  policy,  which  1  have  heretofore  supported. 

I  remember,  sir — and,  indeed,  a  very  short  memory 
might  retain  th6  recollection — when  the  first  appropria- 
tions for  harbors  on  the  great  lakes  were  carried  through 
this  body,  not  without  the  utmost  difiiculty,  and  against 
the  most  determined  opposition.  I  remember  when 
Lake  Ontario,  Lake  Erie,  and  Lake  Michigan  were 
hkely  to  be  condemned  to  a  continuance  in  the  state  in 
whith  nature  and  the  Indian  tribes  had  left  them,  with 
no  proof  upon  their  shores  of  the  policy  of  a  civilized 
state,  no  harbors  for  the  shelter  of  a  hundred  vessels,  no 
light-house  even  to  point  out  to  the  inland  mariner  the 
dangers  of  bis  course.  I  remember  even  when  the  harbor 
of  Buffalo  was  looked  upon  as  a  thing  either  unimportant 
in  itself,  or,  if  not  unimportant, 'yet  shut  out  from  the 
care  and  the  aid  of  Congress  by' a  constitutional  inter- 
diction of  works  of  internal  improvement.  But,  in  this 
case,  as  in  others,  the  doctrine  of  internal  improvement  * 
has  established  itself  by  its  own  necessity,  its  own  obvi- 
ous and  confessed  utility,  and  the  benefits  wjiich  it  has 
already  so  widely  conferred.  So  it  will  be,  I  have  no 
doubt,  in  the  case  before  us.  We  shall  wonder,  here- 
after, who  could  doubt  of  the  propriety  of  setting  free 
the  navigation  of  the  Ohio,  and  shall  wonder  that  it  was 
delayed  even  so  long. 

Mr.    President,   on    the    question    of  constitutional 

{tower,  I  entertain  not  a  particle  of  doubt.  How  is  it, 
et  me  ask,  that  we  appropriate  money  for  harbors, 
piers,  and  breakwaters  on  the  seacoast?  Where  do  we 
find  power  for  this?  Certainly  nowhere,  where  we  can- 
not find  equal  power  to  pass  this  bill.  The  same  clause 
covers  such  appropriations,  inland  as  well  as  on  the  sea- 
coast;  or  else  it  covers  neither.  We  have  foreign  com-, 
merce,  and  we  have  internal  commerce ;  and  the  power  and 
the  duty,  also, of  regulating,  protecting,  aiding,  and  foster- 
ing both,  is  given  in  the  same  words.  For  one,  there- 
fore, sir,  I  look  to  the  magnitude  of  4he  object,  and  not 
to  its  locality.  1  ask  not  whether  it  be  east  or  west  of 
the  mounfains.  There  are  no  Alleganies  in  my  politics. 
I  care  not  whether  it  be  an  improvement  on  the  shore 
of  the  sea,  or  on  the  shore  of  one  of  these  mighty  rivers, 
so  much  like  a  sea,  which  flow  through  our  vast  interior. 
It  is  enough  for  me  to  know  that  the  object  is  a  good 
one,  an  important  one,  within  the  scope  of  our  powers, 
and  called  for  by  the  fair  claims  of  our  commerce.  So  that 
it  be  in  the  Union,  so  that  it  be  within  the  twenty-four 
States,  or  the  twenty-six  States,  it  cannot  be  too  remote 
for  me.  This  feeling,  sir,  so  natural,  as  I  think,  to  true 
patriotism,  is  the  dictate  also  of  enlightened  self-interest. 
Were  I  to  look  only  to  the  benefits  of  my  own  imme- 
diate constituents,  1  should  still  support  this  measure.  Is 
not  our  commerce  floating  on  these  western  rivers.^  Are 
not  our  manufactures  ascending  them  all,  by  day  and  by 
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night,  by  the  power  of  steam,  incesaantly  impelling  a 
thousand  engines,  and  forcing  upwards,  against  their 
currents,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  tons  of  freight^  If 
these  cargoes  be  lost,  if  they  be  injured,  if  their  pro- 
gress be  delayed,  if  the  expense  of  their  transpoKatioii 
be  increased,  who  does  not  see  that  all  interested  in 
them  become  sufferers?  Who  does  not  see  that  every 
producer,  every  manufacturer,  every  trader,  every  la- 
borer, has  an  interest  in  these  Improvements.^  Surely, 
sir,  this  is  one  of  the  cases  in  which  the  interest  of  the 
whole  is  the  interest  of  each.  Every  man  has  his  divi- 
dend out  of  this  augmented  public  advantage.  13ut  if  it 
were  not  so,  if  the  effect  were  more  local.  If  the  work 
were  useful  to  the  western  States  alone,  or  useful 
mainly  to  Kentucky  and  Indiana  alone,  still  I  should 
think  it  a  case  fairly  wilhin  our  power,  and  important 
enough -to  demand  our  attention. 

But,  Mr.  President,  I  felt  the  more  pain  at  the  result 
.  of  the  last  vote  of  the  Senate  on  account  of  those  west- 
ern gentlemen,  who  are  so  much  interested  in  this  meas- 
ure, and  who  have  uniformly  supported  appropriations  for 
other  parts  of  the  country,  which,  thoug^h  just  and  pro- 
per,are,as  it  seems  to  me,no  more  just  or  proper  than  this. 

These  friends  have  stood  by  us.  They  have  uni- 
formly been  found  at  our  side,  in  the  contest  about  inter- 
nal improvement.  They  have  upheld  that  policy,  and 
have  gone  with  us  through  good  report  and  evil  report. 
And  I  no'w  tell  them  that  I  shall  stand  by  them.  I  shall 
be  found  where  they  look  for  me.  I  have  asked  their 
votes,  once  and  again,  for  objects  important  to  the  At- 
lantic States.  They  have  liberally  given  those  votes. 
They  have  acted  like  enlightened  and  wise  statesmen. 
I  have  duly  estimated  the  high  justice  and  liberality  of 
their  conduct.  And  having  now  an  object  interest- 
ing to  them  and  to  their -constituents,  a  just  object, 
and  a  great  object,  they  have  a  right  to  find  me  at 
their  side,  acting  with  them,  acting  according  to  my 
own  principles,  and  proving  my  own  consistency.  And 
*  80  they  shall  find  me;  and  so  they  do  find  me.  On  this 
occasion  I  am  with  themj  I  am  one  of  them.  I  am  as 
western  a  man,  on  this  bill,  as  he  among  them  who  is 
most  western.  This  chair  must  change  its  occupant, 
another  voice  will  address  the  Senate  from  this  seat,  be- 
fore an  object  of  this  nature,  so  important,  so  constitu- 
tional, so  expedient,  so  highly  desirable  to  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  country,  and  so  useful  to  the  whole,  shall  fail, 
for  the  want,  here,  either  of  a  decisive  vote  in  its  sup- 
port, or  an  earnest  recommendation  of  it  to  the  support 
of  others. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  WALKER, 
HENDRICKS,  and  CRITTENDEN, 

Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio  suggested  that  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  lay  the  bill  over  until  the  next  day,  that  gentle- 
men might,  in  the  mean  time,  consider  what  shape  it 
would  be  best  to  give  it,  in  order  to  procure  its  passage. 

The  bill  was  accordingly  postponed. 

rOUTlFICATiON  BILL. 

The  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  purchase  of 
tUes,  the  collection  of  materials,  and  the  commence- 
ment of  certain  fortifications,  was  taken  up;  the  ques- 
tion being  on  Mr.  Bertok's  motion  to  strike  out  $75,000 
for  fortifications  at  Salem,  Massachusetts,  and  insert 
**  for  fortifications  at  Salem,  Massachusetts,  $75,000  an- 
nually for  two  years.'' 

Mr.  WEBSTER  addressed  the  Senate  in  opposition 
to  the  system  of  making  appropriations  in  advance;  after 
which,  the  question  was  taken,  and  the  amendment  was 
rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Benton,  Buchanan, Cuthbert,  Ewingof 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn, 
Nicholas,  Hives,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tall- 
madge,  Walker,  Wright— 17. 


Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent,  King 
of  Georgia,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naadain, 
Porter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Sw'ifi,  Tomlinson,  Webster, 
White — 21. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON, 

The  bill  was  further  amended  by  increasing  the  ap- 
proprlatibns  for  fortifications  at  Federal  Point,  North 
Carolina,  from  $12,000  to  $18,000;  and  for  fortifications 
at  Fort  St.  Philip,   from  $77,000  to  $100,000. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  submitted  amendments  making 
the  appropriations  for  two  years,  instead  of  one,  for  New 
Bedford,  Massachusetts,  New  London,  Connecticut,  Sol- 
ler's  flats,  and  Fort  Barrancas;  the  questions  on  which 
were  severally  put,  and  rejected. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  and  the 
questions  on  concurring  in  the  amendments  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  were  taken  as  follows. 

The  first  question  was  on  concurring  in  the  amend- 
ment making  the  appropriation  for  fortifications  at  Pe- 
nobscot bay,  $75,000  annually  for  two  years,  instead  of 
$101,000,  as  in  the  bill. 

This  amendment  was  rejected:  Yeas  20,  nays  21,  as 
follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, Linn,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Preston,  Rives,  Robin- 
son, Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker, Wright— 20. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent,  King 
of  Georgia,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Porter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Web- 
ster, White.— 21. 

The  question  was  next  taken  on  making  the  appropri- 
ations for  fortifications  Jit  Kennebec,  $100,000  annually 
for  two  years,  instead  of  $100,000  as  in  the  bill,  and  aUo 
rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

YsAS— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hill,  Hubbard,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, Linn,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker, Wright— 19. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,   Calhoun,   Crittenden,   Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent,  King  of 
Georgia,  Leirh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Bobbins,   Swift,  Tomlinson, 
Webster.  White— 22. 

The  amendments  for  fortifications  at  Portland,  $75,000 
per  annum  for  two  years,  instsad  of  $100,000;  and  for 
Portsmouth,  $150,000  per  annum  for  two  years,  instead 
of  $200, 000,  were  also  rejected. 

The  remainder  of  the  amendments  made  in  committee 
were  then  concurred  in. 

Mr.  PRESTON  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  appro- 
priations for  fortifications  at  Kennebec.  He  had  made 
this  motion,  he  said,  when  there  was  not  a  full  Senate, 
and  it  was  rejected.  He  wished,  now  that  the  Senate 
was  full,  to  try  the  principle,  whether  appropriations 
should  be  made  where  there  were  no  plans  or  estimates. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  PRESTON  and 
CRITTENDEN,  this  motion  was  rejected:  Yeas  11, 
nays  29,  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Calhoun,  Crittenden,  Ewing  of  Ohio, 
King  of  Georgia,   Leigh,   Mangum,  Moore,   Naudain, 
k  Preston,  Swift,  White—^ll. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Goldsborough, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Ala- 
bams,  Linn,  McKean,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Porter, 
Rives,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tall* 
madge,  Tomlinson,  Walker,  Webster — 29. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading. 
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Mat  36»  1836.] 


Public  DeposUes — Fortification  BUI. 


[SXHATE. 


PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALFIOUN,  the  Senate  took  up 
the  bill  to  regelate  the  deposites  of  the  public  moneys; 
when  Mr.  C.  waa  permitted,  by  general  consent,  to 
motlify  the  bill  by  adding  new  sections,  the  purport  of 
which  is,  that  the  unexpended  balance  remaining  in  the 
Treasury,  on  the  31st  of  December  of  each  year,  except 
—  dollars,  shall  be  deposited  with  the  several  States 
of  the  Union,  each  in  proportion  to  its  population;  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  notify  the  Executive 
of  each  State  that  the  sum  allotted  to  his  State  will  be 
paid  on  the  warrant  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  said  State, 
or  deposited  in  the  State  Treasury,  at  his  option;  the 
sum  thus  deposited  with  the  States  to  be  retained  with- 
out interest  until  wanted  by  the  General  Government, 

and  that month's  notice  shall  be  given « before  it 

is  withdrawn;  that  where  a  Slate  is  not  authorized  by  its 
existing  laws  to  receive  the  deposite,  the  sum  allotted  to 
it  shall  be  transferred  to  it  on  the  warrant  of  its  Execu- 
tive, or  deposited  in  its  Treasury,  as  soon  as  it  shall  have 
passed  a  law  authorizing  such  transfer  or  deposite:  this 
act  to  continue  in  force  till  the  30lh  of  June,  1842. 

The  question  then  recurred  on  Mr.  Wbight's  amend- 
ment, providing  for  the  investment  of  the  surplus  in  the 
Treasury  in  some  safe  public  stocks,  &c. ;  and  it  being 
late  in  the  evening. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WRIGHT,  the  bill  was  laid  on  the 
table,  with  an  understanding  to  take  it  up  to-morrow. 

DISTRICT  BANKS. 

The  bill  to  extend  the  charters  of  certain  banks  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes,  being  the 
next  special  order, 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  postpone  its  consideration 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  the  defence  bill :  Yeas  14, 
nays  19. 

The  bill  was  then  read  with  the  amendments  as  pro- 
posed by  the  committee.  The  bill  was  then  reported 
with  the  amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING  of  Alabama  moved  that  the  bill,  as  amend- 
ed, be  printed,  and  that  the  bill  be  postponed  and  made 
the  special  order  for  Friday;  which  was  agreed  to. 

ADMISSION  OF  ARKANSAS. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  a  bill  in  addition  to 
an  act  providing  for  the  admission  of  Arkansas  into  the 
Union. 

The  bill  was  amended  by  filling  the  blank,  on  the  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  BUCHANAN,  with  the  words  ••  first  day  of 
July." 

Mr.  EVVING,  of  Ohio,  without  committing  himself  on 
the  subject,  expressed  himself  generally  in  favor  of  i\\e 
bill. 

AAer  a  few  words  from  Mr.  PORTER  and  Mr. 
WALKER, 

The  bill  was  reported  as  amended,  the  amendments 
were  concurred  in,  and  the  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Thubsdat,  Mat  26. 
FLORIDA   BANKS. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  offered  the  following  resoluuon; 
which  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Raohedf  That  the  Secretary  of  State  communicate  to 
the  Senate,  so  soon  as  they  may  be  obtained,  copies  of 
all  acts  of  the  Territorial  Legislature  of  Florida,  grant- 
ing or  creating  banking  charters,  or  any  institutions 
with  banking  powers  and  privileges,  within  tlie  last  three 
years. 

On  introducing  this  resolution, 


Mr.  WEBSTER  reminded  the  Senate  that»  on  the 
motion  of  a  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Hub- 
bard] a  few  days  ago,  a  resolution  was  adopted,  instruct- 
ing the  Committee  on  Finance  to  inquire  whether  it 
was  necessary  for  Congress  to  disaffirm  any  of  the  acts 
of  the  Legislature  of  Florida,  on  the  subject  of  the  in- 
corporation of  banks.  The  whole  of  the  laws  of  the 
Territorial  Legislatures  ought  to  be  returned  to  Con- 
gress every  year,  and  which,  perhaps,  are  sent,  but 
never  laid  before  Congress.  It  appeared  to  be  very  im- 
portant, at  a  moment- when  the  rage  for  the  incorpora- 
tion of  banks  is  so  alarmingly  prevalent,  that  these  Ter- 
ritorial Legislatures  should  be  restrained  in  their  action 
on  such  questions,  as  the  process  of  disaffirming  is  some- 
times attended  with  much  inconvenience.  Something* 
of  this  kind  had  taken  place  in  Louisiana,  from  which 
that  State  might  yet  be  visited  with  inconvenience.  He 
concluded  with  expressing  his  hope  that,  before  the 
termination  of  this  session,  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary would  present  to  the  Senate  some  provision,  ordain- 
ing that  ail  legislative  incorporations  of  banking  com- 
panies in  the  Territories  shall  receive  the  sanction  of 
Congress  before  they  shall  be  in  force* 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

The  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  purchase  of 
sites,  the  collection  of  materials,  and  the  commencement 
of  certain  fortifications,  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  said,  that  having  voted  for 
this  bill  throughout,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  ex- 
planatory of  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give  on  its  final 
passage.  His  motives  for  voting  against  it  were  not 
from  any  hostility  to  its  general  objects,  or  to  the  forti- 
fications which  were  in  it;  on  the  contrary,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  believe,  from  the  quantity  of  evidence  that  had 
been  adduced  in  the  courise  of  this  debate,  that  the  for- 
tifications now  in  the  bill  should  be  ultimately  added  to 
the  defences  of  the  country.  With  him,  however,  the 
question  was  more  %s  to  time,  than  as  to  the  propriety  of 
the  measure,  if  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 
s^nt  in  on  the  7th  of  April,  was  to  be  relied  on,  not  a 
single  dollar  should  be  appropriated  fur  new  works, 
until  a  re-examination  was  had  of  the  whole  subject,  in 
order  to  adapt  the  system  to  the  present  condition  of  the 
country.  Now  his  opinion  (Mr.  K.  said)  was  this:  that 
if  this  appropriation  should  be  made  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  it  would  have  no  effect,  but  to  confine 
several  millions  of  dollars  from  the  control  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, which  cannot  be  exjiended  in  the  objects  for 
which  it  wiis  appropriated.  If  the  Secretary  should 
examine  these  new  works  before  cc^mencing  them, 
with  that  care  and  deliberation  with  which  he  should 
proceed,  with  regard,  to  the  works  intended  for  the 
permanent  defences  of  the  country,  they  would  not  be 
commenced  before  the  next  session  of  Congress,  and, 
therefore,  there  was  no  necessity  for  hurrying  the  ap- 
propriations at  this  time. 

Mr.  K.  said  that  he  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as 
committing  himself  in  favor  of  the  plan  originally  pre- 
sented by  the  Military  Commiitee.  He  never  could 
agree  to  vote  for  any  plan  which  changed  the  whole 
system  so  long  practised  by  the  Government,  and  per- 
haps looked  to  a  change  of  our  institutions.  The  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  War  was,  to  his  mind,  a  conclusive 
argument  against  the  present  bill,  if  he  had  no  other 
objections  to  urge  against  it.  Mr.  K.  highly  compliment- 
ed the  report  of  the  Secretary,  s:iying  that  it  showed  a 
great  mind,  as  well  as  a  practical  talent,  well  calculated 
to  give  to  science  a  practical  effect.  Taking  into  consi- 
deration that  they  then  were  nearly  at  the  end  of  the 
session  of  Congress,  and  that  if  they  passed  the  bill  it 
would  be  departing  from  the  principles  of  the  report, 
he  conceived  himself  but  in  the  performance  of  a  duly 
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Forlificaiion  Bill, 


[Mat  26,  1856. 


in  asking  for  a  postponement  till  the  next  session  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  observed  that  tliis  system  of  Tortifica- 
tions  was  likely  to  be  run  down  by  extravagant  appro- 
priations. It  added  something  like  two  millions  to  the 
usual  appropriation  bill,  and,  considering  the  present 
prices,  at  least  a  million  beyond  what  the  appropriations 
oug^it  to  be.  As  the  bill  now  stood,  he  felt  himself 
compelled  to  Tote  against  it. 

Mr.  BENTON  remarked  that  the  reasons  given  by  the 
Senator  from  Georgia,  why  he  should  vote  against  tliis 
bill,  were  very  proper  so  far  as  they  were  his  reasons; 
but  when  the  Secretary  of  War  was  quoted  as  being 
opposed  to  it,  he  thought  it  proper  to  set  gentlemen 
right.  Just  so  of\en  as  the  Secretary  was  quoted  in 
opposition  to  this  system  of  fortifications,  so  often  would 
he  quote  his  own  language.  He  would  read  a  few 
extracts  from  the  Secretary's  report,  in  order  to  show 
what  his  opinions  really  were.  Mr.  B.  then  read  the 
following: 

*'  It  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  fortifications  at  the  fol- 
lowing place8,-enumerated  in  this  bill,  will  be  necessary: 
At  Penobscot  bay,  for  the  protection  of  Bangor,  &c. ;  at 
Kennebec  river,  at  Portland,  at  Portsmouth,  at  Salem, 
at  New  Bedford,  at  New  London,  upon  Staten  island,  at 
Soller*s  flats,  a  redoubt  on  Federal  point,  for  the  Barran- 
cas for  Fort  St.  Philip. 

**  'J'hese  proposed  works  all  command  the  approach  to 
places  sufficiently  important  to  justify  their  construction 
under  any  circumstances  that  will  probably  exist.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  the  public  interest  would  be  pro- 
moted by  the  passage  of  the  necessary  appropriations 
for  them.  As  soon  as  these  are  made,  such  of  the 
positions  as  may  appear  to  require  it  can  be  examined, 
and  the  form  and  extent  of  the  works  adapted  to  exist- 
ing circumstances,  if  any  change  be  desirable.  The 
construction  of  those  not  needing  examination  can  com- 
mence immediately,  and  that  of  the  others  as  soon  as 
the  plans  are  determined  upon.  By  this  proceeding, 
therefore,  a  season  may  be  saved  in  the  operations." 

Now,  hb  did  not  know  (Mr.  B.  said)  that  It  was  in  the 
power  of  langusge  to  be  more  explicit  in  favor  of  any 
object  than  that  of  the  Secretary  of  War  was  of  the' bill 
on  the  table.  He  must  object  (Mr.  B.  said)  to  any 
arguments  founded  on  detached  expressions  in  this  re- 
port, when  that  same  report  contained  explicit  declara- 
tions in  favor  of  the  bill. 

It  had  been  urged  by  some  gentlemen  that  the  season 
was  so  far  advanced,  that  it  was  not  worth  while  to  make 
appropriations  this  year.  How  did  this  happen?  [t  was 
because  there  had  been  a  continued  struggle  to  keep  off 
appropriations  for  the  defences  of  the  country;,  because 
the  Senate  had,  by  yeas  and  nays,  given  the  distribution 
bill  a  preference  over  such  necessary  objects;  because 
there  had  been  a  continued  contest  between  the  defences 
of  the  country  and  the  scheme  of  dividing  money;  and 
in  that  contest  the  defences  of  the  country  had  gone  to 
the  wall.  Gentlemen  said  that  it  was  now  too  late  in 
the  season  (o  apply  these  appropriations  this  year. 
Well,  then,  if  it  was  loo  late,  whose  fault  was  it?  When 
this  plan  of  distribution  was  commenced,  it  was  support- 
ed on  the  ground  that  it  was  impossible  to  use  the  sur- 
plus in  the  Treasury  for  the  service  of  the  country. 
Every  gentleman  in  favor  of  the  plan  took  this  position; 
and  yet,  when  the  ofBcers  of  Government  had  sent  in 
report  af\er  report,  showing  that  this  money  can  be 
profitably  employed  for  the  defences  of  the  country, 
their  judgment  was  disputed,  and  disputed,  too,  on 
points  in  which  they  must  necessarily  be  entitled  to  ere- 
dit  and  respect.  Here  they  were,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  while 
two  States  and  one  Territory  were  reeking  with  blood 
and  resounding  with  cries,  engaged  in  dividing  surpluses, 
and  dividing  them,  loo,  by  creating  them.     Sir,  (said 


Mr.  B.,)  if  this  plan  goes  on,  it  will  put  an  end  to  the 
institutions  of  the  country;  it  >^s  engaged  in  contending 
against  the  very  objects  for  which  this  Government  was 
formed — the  defence  of  the  country.  While  they  had 
but  a  skeleton  of  an  army,  whose  companies  of  only  fifly 
men  each  were  reduced  to  thirty-odd,  and  while  the  offi- 
cers in  Florida  were  continually  calling  for  men  to  fill 
up  their  ranks,  the  bill  for  that  object  could  not  ba 
touched;  it  must  be  set  aside  to  make  room  for  the 
banks  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  Yes,  sir,  (said  Mr. 
B,)  the  convenience  of  the  banks  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  must  take  precedence  over  the  cries  of  the 
bleeding  frontiers.  He  could  not  but  regret  that  at  the 
last  month  of  the  session  there  should  be  a  further  cflTort 
to  put  off  appropriations  for  the  defences  of  the  country; 
that,  after  liaving  spent  the  first  two  months  in  crimina- 
tion and  recrimination  for  the  loss  of  the  fortiBcation  bill 
of  the  last  year,  they  should  now,  at  the  end  of  six 
months  of  the  session,  have  to  struggle  hard  to  get  a  bill 
for  the  same  object  passed.  He  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  and  the  country  to  the  conse- 
quences of  this  odious  principle' of  distribution.  It  was 
going  to  reduce  us  to  a  condition  more  helpless  than  we' 
were  under  the  old  confederation;  for  it  would  reduce 
us  to  a  dependence  not  only  on  the  voluntary  contribu- 
tions of  the  States,  but  to  the  leavings  of  the  States  after 
they  had  cut  and  carved  all  they  wanted  for  themselves. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  said  he  had  not  voted  for  the 
distribution  bill,  and  therefore  the  remarks  of  the  Sen- 
ator on  that  subject  could  not  be  made  applicable  to 
him. 

[Mr.  BsNTOir  said  they  were  not  intended  for  Mr.  K.] 

Mr.  K.  said  neither  could  the  remarks  of  the  Senator, 
denouncing  those  who  had  delayed  the  bill  in  its  prog- 
ress, unless  he  referred  to  a  vole  for  an  adjournment  on 
Saturday  evening.  He  had  voted  to  adjourn  very  late 
on  Saturday  evening,  when  he  believed  some  of  the 
friends  of  the  bill  wished  to  push  it  to  a  third  reading. 
But  he  had  done  so  only  from  the  lateness  of  the  hour, 
and  thinness  of  the  Senate.  That  he  was  justified  in 
that  course,  had  been  since  proved  by  the  revocation, 
in  a  fuller  Senate,  of  every  vote  taken  on  -that  evenhig. 

Mr.  K.  denied  that  he  condemned  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  by  voting  against  this  bill  under  pres- 
ent circumstances.  He  intended  ultimately,  in  the  main, 
to  conform  to  it.  It  was  an  able  document.  In  it  we 
saw  the  developments  of  a  great  mind,  well~slored  with 
science,  and,  what  was  equally  important,  a  practical 
talent  to  give  that  science  a  judicious  and  useful  appli- 
cation. He  again  referred  to  the  report,  and  insisted 
that  the  season  at  which  this  bill  would  be  passed,  if  at 
all,  and  the  attention  required  of  the  War  Department 
to  another  part  of  our  frontier,  would  reconcile  his  views 
with  those  of  the  Secretary.  The  Secretary  sent  his 
report  the  8th  of  April;  and,  as  the  bill  was  then  before 
the  Senate,  he  thought  most  likely  it  would  be  speedily 
acted  on.  From  the  business  before  the  House,  it  could 
not  be  Bnally  acted  on  before  July;  and  be  did  not  think 
any  advantage  could  be  derived  from  the  appropriation, 
if  the  examination  and  surveys  should  be  made  before 
the  money  was  expended.  At  any  rate,  the  advantage 
would  be  too  small  to  justify  an  appropriation  so  far  in 
advance,  and  a  departure  from  the  valuable  principle  of 
having  surveys  and  estimates  before  appropriations  were 
made  for  any  work  of  this  description. 

Mr.  K.  said  it  was  true  that  the  Secretary,  in  one  part 
of  his  report,  had  recommended  the  appropriation  under 
the  circumstances  stated,  and  had  stated  that  the  De- 
partment would  have  the  examination  and  surveys  made 
before  any  money  should  be  spent.  If  we  would  take 
the  whole  report  together,  however,  we  could  plainly 
see  that  the  Secretary  was  yielding  something  to  his 
friends.    He  was  reporting  against  the  recommendations 
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or  the  engineer  department,  against  the  bill  reported  by 
the  Military  Committee  of  the  Senate,  and  against  the 
known  wishes  of  many  friends  whose  opinions  he  re. 
spected.  This,  he  thought,  would  account  for  any  tri- 
fling difference  between  the  Secretary  and  himself. 

The  Secretary,  he  said,  had  been  compelled  to  throw 
himself  against  some  of  the  most  extravagant  schemes 
for  increasing  our  military  preparations  that  had  ever 
threatened  the  country.  The  whole  of  them,  if  adopt- 
ed, would  require  at  least  one  hundred  millions  to  begin 
with.  One  bureau  recommended  near  thirty  millions 
for  providing  munitions  of  war  alone.  The  fortificaiit)ns 
proposed  by  another  bureau,  and  recommended. by  the 
Military  Committee,  would  cost  near  forty  millions  more? 
and  he  had  nbticed  that,  in  debate  in  the  other  House, 
twenty-two  millions  were  spoken  of  to  arm  the  militia. 
The  standing  army  was  to  be  expensively  increased;  ancl 
as  to  depots,  armories,  and  arsenals,  they  were  almost 
without  number,  as  their  cost  was  beyond  compulation. 

It  would  require  some  Hutton  to  give  us  the  sum  total. 
Sir,  (said  he,)  to  consider  the  past  policy  of  the  Gov- 
vernment,  and  look  at  the  documents  on  your  table,  and 
the  views  given  us  from  various  quarters,  one  would 
think  he  had  been  dreaming.  The  wise  policy  of  allow- 
ing our  citizens  to  prosper  in  the  enjoyment  of  the  fruits 
of  their  labor  was  to  be  changed.  Every  thing  seemed 
to  look  to  vast  military  establishments.  Now,  (said  Mr. 
K.,)  what  I  wish  understood  is,  that  1  protest  against  all 
these  schemes  of  heavy  expenditures  for  permanent  es- 
tablishments. They  would  not  only  absorb  the  surplus, 
**"?il^*P  "^^  burdens  upon  us,  and  curse  posterity  with 
tariflTs  and  taxes.  We  bad  been  reminded  of  the  system 
of  fortifications  recommended  by  Washington,  and  asked 
why  they  could  not  increase  now,  in  proportion  to  our 
wealth  and  population.  This  was  strange  argument. 
Should  we  increase  the  nurses  of  the  infant  as  he  ap- 
proached the  years  of  maturity  >  Should  we  quadruple 
them,  af\cr  he  had  become  entirely  capable  of  taking 
care  of  himself  ?  We  were  able  now  to  meet  on  equal 
terms  any  Power  on  the  face  of  the  earth;  and  all  the 
Powers  of  Christendom  united  could  not  send  a  suffi- 
cient force  across  the  Atlantic  to  gain  a  dangerous  footing 
upon  our  soil.  And  yet,  in  this  period  of  strength,  wo 
had  all  at  once  become  alarmed  for  our  safety,  and  wish- 
ed to  wall  the  enemy  out.  Except  for  our  large  com- 
mercial  cities,  we  wanted  no  walls  but  the  wooden  walls 
that  floated  under  the  command  of  our  rallant  navy.  We 
wanted  no  ramparts  behind  which  to  defend  our  coun- 
try, except  a  rampart  of  bayonets  pointed  by  the  steady 
arms  of  freemen.  Our  main  arm  of  defence  was  the 
free  and  sturdy  yeomen,  who,  whenever  any  daring  in- 
vader should  set  foot  upon  our  soil,  would  always  be 
ready  to  drop  any  petty  or  party  disputes,  and  rally 
around  the  standard  of  their  common  country. 

He  said  he  must  confess  that,  as  a  democrat,  governed 
by  the  principles  of  the  old  school  of  democracy,  he  felt 
great  jealousy  and  apprehension  of  the  multiplication  of 
these  fortifications.  If  we  went  on  with  them  as  threat- 
ened, he  feared  they  might,  at  no  distant  day,  become 
the  grave-yard  of  freedom,  and  the  burying-ground  of 
the  constitution,  instead  of  the  citadels  of  liberty.  Other 
gentlemen  had  made  predictions,  and  he  would  ven- 
ture one:  that  was,  if  ihese  military  projects  went  on  as 
they  seemed  to  have  begun;  if  our  coast  of  three  thou-* 
sand  miles  were  to  be  frowning  with  fortifications,  and 
clouded  with  cannon;  if  our  hiiherto  peaceful  country 
were  to  become  a  great  military  camp;  if  every  State 
in  the  Union  were  to  be  hereafter  bristling  with  bay- 
onets, and  covered  with  arsenals,  armories,  and  depots, 
he  predicted  we  might,  in  the  course  of  a  few  years, 
take  the  parchment  upon  which  our  constitution  was 
written,  and  cover  a  drum-head  with  that,  for  all  the  use 
we  should  hare  for  it  a»  an  instrument  to  define  the 


principles  upon  which  our  Government  is  to  be  admin- 
istered. Every  thing  would  shortly  be  settled  by  the 
sword,  the  truncheon,  and  the  bayonet.  A  corporal  and 
his  guard  would  soon  be  more  respected  than  the  Chief 
Justice  and  his  associates.  And,  like  another  great  na- 
tion which  had  lately  revolutionized  in  the  name  of  lib- 
erty, but,  in  its  sacred  'name,  with  a  peace  establishment 
of  four  hundred  and  ten  thousand  men,  perpetrates  every 
species  of  tyranny;  the  prison  would,  with  us  also,  become 
the  purifier  of  the  press,  whilst  the  bayonet  settled  our 
civil  disputes.  He,  therefore,  gave  notice  that  he  should 
vole  against  all  these  vast  projects  for  changing  our  sys- 
tem into  an  expensive  military  Government,  as  fast  as 
they  might  be  brought  forward.  And  as  to  the  forts  in 
question,  why  push  them  on  us  without  estimates?  Was 
Maine  in  danger?  He  hoped  she  could  sustain  herself 
another  season  against  the  Brunswickers.  John  Bull  seem- 
ed good  natured  at  present,  and  had  even  kindly  interfer- 
ed to  settle  a  dispute  for  t:s  with  a  belligerant  neighbor. 
But  we  were  told  we  were  refusing  appropriations  whilst 
the  Indians  were  cutting  the  throats  of  the  people.  In- 
deed! And  were  fortifications  in  the  East  intended  to 
protect  us  against  Indians  in  the  West?  No  appropria- 
tions for  the  West  had  been  delayed  a  moment,  when 
asked  for:  and  the  danger  in  the  South  and  West  was 
another  reason  why  we  should  direct  our  whole  atten- 
tion there  for  the  present,  and  not  be  dividing  the  atten- 
tion of  the  War  Department  with  the  seacoast,  where 
there  was  no  danger  pressing. 

Mr.  BENTON  replied  that  his  allusions  to  the  Indian 
disturbances  in  the  South  had  no  relation  to  the  fortifi- 
cation bills,  but  to  the  bill  for  filling  up  the  ranks  of  the 
army,  which  had  been  reported  by  the  Military  Commit- 
tee  months  ago,  and  which  was  also  recommended  by 
the  Secretary  of  War;  whose  fate  was  so  peculiar,  that  he 
could  not  make  a  report  without  its  being  praised  on  all 
hands,  though  the  objects  he  recommended  were  stren- 
uously opposed.  Now  the  Secretary  recommended  the 
filling  up  the  ranks  of  the  army,  and  a  bill  in  pursuance  of 
that  recommendation  had  been  reported  by  the  commit- 
tee; yet  it  had  been  made  to  yield  to  this  distribution 
bill.  When  he  referred  to  the  sufferings  of  the  southern 
frontiers,  from  Indian  hostilities,  he  did  it  in  connexion 
with  this  continually  staving  off  the  bill  for  filling  up  the 
ranks  of  the  army,  though  that  army  had  been  reduced 
under  a  compact  that  it  was  to  be  filled  up  whenever 
the  defence  of  the  country  rendered  it  necessary  that 
they  should  do  so;  though  the  skeleton  companies  of 
that  army  of  fifty  men  each  did  not  even  contain  that 
number;  and  though  the  general  commanding  in  Florida 
tiad  called  upon  them  in  the  most  earnest  manner  to  fill 
up  their  ranks.  They  could  not  (said  Mr.  B^)  get  that 
bill  considered,  though  in  the  midst  of  summer,  and  near 
the  close  of  the  session;  and  though  he  had  attempted 
to  bring  it  forward  by  a  side  movement  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  volunteer  bill,  he  was  still  unsuccessful. 
Sir,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  the  States  are  engaged  in  defending 
themselves,  because  neglected  by  the  General  Govern- 
ment. The  States  of  Alabama  and  Georgia  are  (akin^p 
care  of  themselves  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  General 
Government  was  expunged;  and  expunged  it  would  be,  if 
this  scheme  of  distribution  went  on.  The  State  of  Mis- 
souri would  have  to  take  care  of  herself,  to  raise  her 
own  men,  and  expend  her  own  money,  to  protect  herself 
against  the  50,000  Indians  placed  on  her  borders  by 
the  General  Government,  bountifully  supplied  with  mo- 
ney, with  arms,  and  with  horses,  and  amply  prepared 
for  oflTensive  operations.  When  this  wretclied  scheme 
of  distribution  came  to  be  surrendered,  he  supposed 
that  the  States  would  be  reimbursed  for  what  they 
should  be  compelled  to  expend  for  self-defence;  but  he 
much  feared  that,  until  then,  they  would  have  to  take 
care  of  themselves. 
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Mp.  walker  said  he  had  participated  in  no  portion 
of  the  debate  on  this  bill,  and  had  designed  giving  a 
silent  vote  in  its  favor;  but  that  the  observations  of  his 
friend,  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  King,]  rendered 
it  necessary  that  he  should  explain  the  grounds  upon 
which  his  vote  was  given.  Mr.  W.  said  he  was  not  in 
favor  of  a  large  standing  army  in  time  of  peace,  or  of 
fortifying  the  whole  line  of  seaboard.  He  was  for  such 
an  army  only  as  was  indispensably  necessary  to  occupy 
important  posts  on  the  coast  or  frontier,  or  in  exposed 
situations  in  the  country:  an  army  very  little  exceeding 
our  present  number  would  be  sufficient.  He  was  only 
for  fortifying  important  positions,  upon  the  principles 
recommended  in  the  admirable  report  of  the  Secretary 
of  War,  and  sanctioned  by  the  President.  He  would 
not,  as  other  Senators  had  done,  commence  by  eulogi- 
zing  that  report,  and  conclude  by  opposing  its  important 
recommendations.  Gentlemen  had'  said  that  this  bill 
would  subvert  the  liberties  of  the  country — that  armies 
and  military  array  would  cover  the  whole  Union.  Mr. 
W.  had  seen  none  of  those  formidable  armies,  none  of 
those  bristling  bayonets,  that  seemed  to  alarm  so  many 
Senators.  The  neigh  of  the  war-horse,  or  the  sound  of 
the  cannon,  had  not  reached  his  ear,  as  one  of  the  con- 
sequences of  this  measure.  The  defence  of  the  coun- 
try was  a  constitutional  injunction:  it  was  one  of  the 
main  objects  for  which  the  constitution  was  formed:  it  is 
due  to  the  States — it  is  due  lo  the  people.  And  when 
was  this  defence  to  be  made'  When  war  had  com- 
menced' No,  (ijaid  Mr.  W.)  It  was  the  maxim  of 
Washington,  in  peace  to  prepare  for  war.  And  how 
prepare,  unless  by  fortifying  those  important  points  on 
the  coast,  by  which,  if  undefended,  an  enemy's  fleet  might 
sail  into  our  harbors,  and  burn  our  cities',  and  destroy 
our  people?  Mr.  W.  could  not  perceive  how  we  were 
destroying  the  country  by  defending  it.  And  now  we 
are  asked  to  substituf*;  distribution  for  defence;  to 
abandon  the  defence  of  ibe  country,  in  order  to  distrib- 
ute money,  and  that  money  the  proceeds  of  the  sales 
of  the  lands  of  the  West. 

This  fatal  distribution  bill  was  to  surrender  the  coast 
undefended  into  the  hands  of  a  foreign  enemy,  and  to 
deliver  up  the  new  States  as  the  colonies  of  the  old  mem- 
bers of  the  confederacy.  This  distribution  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sales  of  the  public  land*r  originated  in  a  re- 
port of  a  tariff  committee  of  the  House  in  1829;  and  the 
same  committee  which  first  proposed  this  distribution 
distinctly  stated  that  it  was  necessary  to  give  the  old 
Stales  a  direct  interest  in  the  income  of  the  public  lands, 
in  order  to  prevent  any  further  concessions  to  the  new 
States,  or  reduction  of  price.  [Here  Mr.  W.  read  an 
extract,  proving  this  statement,  from  this  report.]  Here 
was  the  effect  of  this  distribution  scheme,  distinctly  con- 
ceded by  its  authors  to  be  a  project  to  render  it  the  in- 
terest of  every  old  State  to  oppress  and  ruin  the  new 
States;  and  it  is  for  this  scheme  we  are  asked  to  abandon 
the  defence  of  the  country. 

Sir,  (said  Mr.  W.,}  this  distribution  scheme  is,  in  ano- 
ther way,  an  enemy  to  the  defence  of  the  country.  Re- 
duce the  price  of  the  public  Unds  in  favor  of  actual  set- 
tlers, and  enable  the  poor  but  honest  laborer  to  obtain  at 
a  low  price  a  farm,  and  a  home  of  his  own  to  defend  and 
protect,  and  you  strengthen  his  arm  and  nerve  his 
heart  in  the  hour  of  gloom  and  danger.  Increase  the 
number  of  farmers  and  cultivators  of  the  soil,  and  you 
increase  the  truest  and  surest  defenders  of  the  country. 
But  these  men  are  to  be  sacrificed  by  this  distribution 
bill.  Yes,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  the  bill  which  refuses  to  re- 
duce the  price  of  your  public  lands  is  as  hosttiie  to  the 
interest  of  the  poor  but  industrious  laborer  of  the  old  as 
of  the  new  States.  Open  the  Unds  of  the  West  to  pur- 
chase at  a  low  price  to  poor  settlers,  and  the  laboring 
man  of  the  North  may  defy  the  power  of  his  wealthy 


employers.  He  may  say,  Pay  me  better  wages,  or  I 
will  go  and  become  a  farmer  in  the  West.  This  distri- 
bution bill,  then,  is  a  bill  to  bring  down  the  wages  of 
the  working-men  of  the  North,  and  to  place  the  poor  in 
the  power  of  the  wealthy.  This  (said  Mr.  W.)  was 
one  of  the  effects  of  this  distribution  scheme,  which 
would  be  made  known  to  the  working-men  of  the 
North — a  scheme  to  prevent  their  ever  being  enabled 
to  beoome  farmers  and  freeholders;  to  give  them  a  home 
which  would  be  indeed  their  own,  instead  of  diminish- 
ing their  wages,  by  forcing  them  to  remain  dependent 
for«their  daily  bread  upon  such  miserable  pittance  for 
their  labor  as  their  wealthy  employers  might  choose  to 
give  them;  a  scheme  to  retard  the  settlement  of  the 
new  States,  and  to  pauperize  the  laboring  men  of  the 
old  States,  for  the  beneflt  of  wealthy  capitalists  and 
powerful  chartered  monopolies;  a  scheme  to  plunder 
the  new  States  for  the  benefit  of  the  old  States,  and  to 
oppress  the  poor  man  in  every  quarter  of  the  Union. 

Gentlemen  say  the  militia  is  the  best  defence  of  the 
country.  Be  it  so;  but  are  they  the  friends  of  the  militia, 
the  friends  of  the  people,  who  would  expose  them  to 
defend  ^very  important  point  without  fortifications,  and 
without  cannon?  who  would  make  freemen  the  sole 
breastwork  against  which  hostile  artillery  is  to  be  direct- 
ed, and  cause  streams  of  American  blood  to  flow,  solely 
because  important  points  and  harbors  had  no  fortiflca- 
tions?  Sir,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  I  consider  the  lives  of  Ameri- 
can freemen  as  above  all  price;  and  to  save  and  protect 
them  I  would,  if  necessary,  pour  out  the  last  dollar  in  the 
Treasury.  Sir,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  it  is  because  I  am  op- 
posed to  large  standing  armies,  that  I  am  for  this  bill. 
Leave  the  coast  undefended,  and  you  invite  foreign 
aggression;  you  increase  the  chances  of  war,  and  thua 
increase  the  probable  necessity  for  standing  armies.  Mr. 
W.  said  he  had  been  instructed  by  the  Legislature  of 
Mississippi  to  endeavor  to  obtain  a  military  depot  at  the 
flourishing  and  beautiful  town  of  Columbus,  upon  the 
Tombigbee. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  had  laid  these  instructions  before  the 
Military  Committee,  which  has  reported  a  bill  embracing 
the  contemplated  object;  which  bill  will  become  a  law, 
if  we  do  not  abandon  defence  for  distribution.  Mr.  W. 
said  he  had  also  carried  through  the  Senate  a  resolution 
requiring  a  survey  of  the  coast  of  the  State  of  Missis- 
sippi, and  the  islands  in  its  vicinage,  lo  ascertain  if 
there  were  any  proper  judicious  sites  for  fortifications. 
If  such  sites  were  found  in  that  quarter,  (Mr.  W.  said,) 
he  would  ask  for  forts  to  be  erected  there  also,  for  the 
defence  of  Mississippi  and  her  people,  and  commerce  up- 
on the  Gulf.  But  he  would  vote  for  no  unnecessary  forii- 
ficalions  in  any  section  of  the  Union.  Whilst  millions,  in 
times  that  are  past,  have  been  expended  for  other  States, 
Congress  has,  in  fact,  done  little  or  nothing  for  Missis- 
sippi; and  (Mr.  W.  said)  he  should,  upon  all  proper 
occasions,  press  her  claims  upon  the  consideration  of 
the  Senate,  with  a  deep  conviction  that  she  would  yet 
receive  justice  at  the  hands  of  the  General  Government, 
by  a  reduction,  in  favor  of  actual  settlers,  of  the  price  of 
the  public  lands. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  said  the  remarks  of  his  friend 
from  Mississippi  compelled  him  to  say  a  word  further  to 
reconcile  his  views  with  the  general  principles  of  the 
report.  If  he  had  any  pride  as  a  politician,  (and  he  had 
not  much,)  it  was  the  pride  of  consistency.  That  he 
might  be  perfectly  understood,  he  would  read  a  few 
words  further  from  the  report,  which  he  had  not  read 
before.     Mr.  K.  then  read  from  the  2lst  page: 

••But  before  any  expenditure  is  incurred  for  new 
works,  I  think  an  examination  should  be  made  in  every 
case,  in  order  to  apply  these  principles  to  the  proposed 
plan  of  operations,  and  thus  reduce  the  expense  of  con- 
struction, where  this  can  properly  be  done,  and,  also. 
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the  expense  of  garrisons  required  to  defend  works  dts- 
proportioned  to  the  objects  sought  to  be  attained." 

This  was  the  wise  language  of  the  Secretary,  ap- 
proved by  the  President,  and  in  which  he  entirely  con- 
curred. He  believed,  however,  that  the  season  would 
be  so  far  spent  before  this  bill  could  pass,  that  this  ex- 
Bfflioation  could  npt  properly  be  made  and  acted  on  be-' 
fore  the  next  session.  We,  therefore,  bad  no  induce- 
ment to  tie  up  additional  millions' in  the  deposite  banks 
80  long  before  needed,  and  also  depart  from  the  princi- 
ple of  havinr  surveys  and  estimates,  when  there  was  no 
emergency  that  Justified  such  haste  in  the  appropriation. 
His  friend  was  for  *'  reasonable  defences."  So  was  he. 
In  the  abstract,  they  agreed  exactly.  He  feared  only 
they  would  differ  when  they  came  to  settle  what  was 
reasonable. 

The  Senator  had  very  candidly  acknowledged  that 
one  of  his  reasons  for  voting  for  this  bill  at  this  session 
was,  because  he  looked  on  it  as  *'  antagonistical"  to  the 
distribution  bill.  He  would  make  a  further  appeiH  to 
the  candor  of  his  friend,  and  ask  him  if  he  were  not 
sensible  that  this  was  the  only  reason  he  had  for  voting 
for  the  bill.^  [Mr.  Walksh  said  no,  he  had  other  rea- 
sons.] He  had  no  doubt  the  Senator  imagined  he  had, 
or  he  would  not  say  so.  Mr.  K.  could  not  think  that 
many  of  his  democratic  friends  would  ev<9r  have  thought 
of  the  enormous  appropriations  at  the  present  session, 
and  this  among  them,  but  for  that  fatal  surplus.  <*The 
surplus!"  « the  surplus!"  ay,  that  was  at  the  bottom  of 
all  our  troubles.  It  was  the  root  of  all  the  evils  that,  he 
feared,  might  grow  out  of  the  proceedings  of  the  present 
session.  He  acknowledged  its  possession  gave  us  much 
embarrassment,  and  surrounded  us  with  perils;  but  he 
hoped  we  would  live  through  them.  He  cared  nothing 
for  the  surplus.  Would  to  God  that  fifty  milfions  of  the 
public  treasure  could  be  thrown  inter  the  crater  of  Ve- 
suvius, or  sunk  in  the  ocean,  unless  we  could  devise 
some  means  to  get  rid  of  it,  that  would  not  fix  a  perma- 
nent and  growing  curse  upon  the  country.  He  cared 
but  little  for  land  bills,  distribution  bills,  or  graduation 
bills,  which  hsd  been  referred  to:  and  as  to  the  surplus, 
gentlemen  might  do  just  what  they  pleased  with  it,  so 
they  did  not  plant  it  in  prodigality,  that  it  might  grow 
up  and  branch  off  into  future  ezpenditurea  that  would 
ultimately  overshadow  and  impoverish  the  land. 

A  useless  expenditure,  he  said,  was  not  only  t^e  loss 
of  the  amount  thus  expended,  but  was  the  fruitful  seed 
of  other  and  greater  expenditures.  It  grew  up  and 
branched  off  like  a  polypus.  Having  once  taken  leave 
of  the  rules  of  necessary  expenditure,  we  were  soon 
governed  by  no  rule  at  all.  Waste  begat  corruption, 
and  corrtiption  begat  more  waste;  and  thus,  by  a  recip- 
rocating influence,  useless  expenditure  became  both 
effect  and  cause,  and  ultimately  led  to  that  system  which 
he  was  anxious  to  avoid;  that  was,  the  expenditure  of 
money  as  an  end,  instead  of  a  means.  If  no  safe  distri- 
bution could  be  made  then,  he  implored  gentlemen, 
after  making  necessary  expenditures,  to  let  the  surplus 
alone.  But  i^  was  said  the  banks  would  break,  and  we 
should  lose  the  money  unless  we  {^t  rid  of  it.  Well, 
let  tliem  break.  He  should  shed  no  tears  over  their 
misfortunes,  nor  mourn  over  the  losses  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Better  that  a  thousand  charters  of  private  corpo- 
rations should  be  forfeited,  and  millions  lost  to  the  Gov- 
ernment,  than  our  constitutional  charter  should  be 
forfeited,  and  our  liberties  lost.  Better  submit  to  the 
acknowled^d  evils  of  the  surplus,  than  encounter 
greater  evils  by  its  improper  expenditure.  He  only 
wished  that  we  should  adhere  to  the  system  under  which 
we  had  grown  an'd  prospered  beyond  any  example  the  , 
history  of  the  world  had  ever  furnished.  The  great  se- 
cret of  this  prosperity  was  the  economical  system  here- 
tofore pursued,  of  having  the  citixen  lightly  taxed,  to 
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enjoy  the  fruits  of  his  own  labor,  by  which  we  had  be- 
come a  nation  of  producers.  He  wished  to  continue  this 
system,  and  not,  like  other  nations,  by  a  large  Govern- 
ment patronage,  sustain  one  third  of  the  nation  in  splen- 
did idleness  and  glittering  vice,  devouring  the  bread 
earned  by  the  honest  industi7  of  the  remainder. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  said  when  he  remembered  how 
formidably  the  Senator  from  Missouri  announced  that  he 
and  his  friends  constituted  the  majority  of  the  Senate, 
and  that  some  responsibility  would  thereafter  devolve  on 
them,  he  considered  his  rebuke  as  intended  for  his 
friends,  and  not  for  those  opposed  to  the  administration. 
Mr.  C.  said  it  was  but  in  accordance  with  parliamentary 
proceedings  to  interpose  dilatory  motions,  to  defeat  any 
measure  before  the  Senate  for  its  action.  He  preferred, 
himself,  however,  to  meet  this  bill  directly,  and  wished 
it  were  in  his  power  to  take  upon  himself  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility of  defeating  it;  and  would  then  consider  ho 
had  done  some  service.  If  the  Senator,  in  saying  there 
was  no  surplus,  meant  to  say  the  capacity  to  squander, 
indicated  by  these  appropriations,  transcended  the  capa- 
city to  accumulate,  then  he  admitted  there  was  no  sur- 
plus. In  regard  to  Penobscot,  they  were  told  that  the 
appropriation  was  not  equal  to,  but  would  require  treble 
the  amount  to  complete  it;  and  so  it  was  said  of  other 
fortifications,  and  all  under  the  term  of  national  defence; 
and  were  they,  he  asked,  at  the  tap  of  the  political  drum, 
to  fall  into  this  unbounded  system  of  extravagance  and 
wastefulness,  and  deprive  the  people,  to  whom  this  mo- 
n6y  belonged,  from  a  general  participation  in  its  advanta- 
ges^ But  a  plan  was  proposed  to  invest  it  in  a  train  and 
chain  of  fortifications,  from  Maine  to  Florida.  He  agreed 
with  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  that  it  was  better  to  bury 
it  in  the  ocean,  thsn  to  souander  it  in  this  way,  and  en- 
tail upon  us  the  train  of  evils  that  would  follow.  A 
standing  army  would  follow  this  system,  as  certainly  as 
the  shadow  followed  the  subsUnce.  In  time  of  war,  it 
was  said  not  to  be  patriotic  to  stop  for  estimates,  and  it 
seemed  that  peace  was  not  time  to  wait  for  them;  so  that 
they  were  to  be  made  belligerants  from  beginning  to 
end ;  and  peace  itself,  it  seemed,  was  made  for  war.  W  hen 
they  had  constructed  all  these  fortifications,  a  tax  would 
have  to  be  raised  to  garrison  them,  for  which  six  thou, 
sand  men  would  be  necessary,  who  would  require  a 
perpetual  tax  of  two  millions  of  dollars  to  support  them. 
They  were,  in  fact,  sowing  these  fortifications  like  drag- 
ons' teeth,  over  the  land,  from  which  hosts  of  myrmidons 
would  spring  up,  to  eat  out  the  substance  of  the  citizens. 
Last  year,  in  the  prospect  of  a  war,  two  millions  was  all 
that  was  necessary;  and  now,  in  time  of  peace,  that  sum 
bore  but  a  small  proportion  to  the  amount  proposed  to 
be  expended  for  defence.  He  admitted  there  were  some 
points  on  the  seacoast,  where  forts,  jkc.  were  necessary, 
and  he  would  go  for  them;  but  he  was  opposed  to  this 
system  of  fortification  as  a  means  of  general  defence.  It 
was,  among  other  reasons,  too  costly  for  a  general  sys- 
tem. It  was  admitted  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
that  the  militia  was  the  main  arm  of  our  defence;  but  he 
was  for  placing  them  behind  these  fortifications,  which 
Mr.  C.  thought  would  tend  to  destroy  their  spirit  of 
valor  and  patriotism;  and  when  they  became  too  good  to 
stand  out  in  the  danger,  let  them  stay  home,  said  he,  and 
sustain  a  mercenary  army  to  fig^t  for  them,  under  cover 
ofthese  fortifications. 

But  what,  he  asked,  did- our  militia  do  at  Bunker's 
Hill,  and  what  did  they  do  at  New  Orleans?  The  very 
argument  in  favor  of  protecting  our  citizens  behind  walls, 
required  but  one  step  further  to  create  a  standing  army. 
It  was  the  honor,  the  right,  and  the  privilege  of  the  citi- 
zens to  defend  their  country;  and  he  would  as  soon  see 
them  surrender  their  right  of  suffrage  as  to  yield  to  this. 

If  this  bill  passed,  they  would  appropriate  not  less  than 
six  milltons  of  dollars,  and  there  would  be  a  beating  up 
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for  labor  along  the  whole  line  of  fortifications.  Penob- 
scot would  beat  up  agiilnst  Kennebec,  and  Kennebec 
against  Penobscot,  and  the  Government  would  be  beating 
up  against  itself  from  Penobscot  to  New  Orleans.  By 
adding  to  expenditures  in  one  part  of  the  country,  it  was 
taking  the  amount  expended  from  another  part;  and  he 
asked  what  right  they  had  to  take  the  labor  of  laboring 
men  from  one  portion  of  the  country  to  another.  If  this 
bill  wa<)  antagontstical  to  the  land  bill,  it  followed  that, 
as  that  bill  had  passed  the  Senate,  this  must  be  defeated, 
especially  as  this  was  a  scheme  to  prevent  it  from  going 
into  effect.  He  went  against  this  bill  for  the  reasons  he 
had  given,  and  would  prefer  leaving  it  in  the  banks, 
rather  tha^  appropriate  the  money  in  this  way.  While 
gentlemen  looked  upon  the  paltry  distribution  of  the 
surplus  at  Kennebec,  Portsmouth,  Sec,  to  use  a  figure 
of  speech  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  Nilks,] 
they  wanted  to  stick  their  forks  into  the  fleshpots  of 
Egypt  alone. 

It  seemed  the  people  could  not  be  trusted  with  an 
equal  distribution  of  the  surplus  among  them,  on  accoimt 
of  their  susceptibility  to  corruption i  while  the  Senate 
alone  claimed  the  priority  of  calling  on  the  aid  of  engi- 
neers and  a  host  of  officers  to  superintend  its  expendi- 
ture. He  should  hardly  suppose  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  could  get  his  natural  rest  in  watching  these 
various  projects  for  disposing  of  the  surplus,  which  were 
sometimes  overcharged,  and  sometimes  undercharged. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  had  sneeringly  and  con- 
temptuously said,  that  while  here  engaged  in  the  work 
of  dividing  the  surplus,  they  had  refused  to  take  meas- 
ures for  the  defence  of  the  frontier  against  the  Indians. 
He  would  like  to  know  how  the  distribution  bill  had  in- 
terfered with  appropriations  for  that  object. 

[Mr.  BiHToif  said  he  would  tell  the  gentleman.  Tt 
had  interfered  in  this  way.  They  had  reported  a  bill, 
under  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  to 
fill  up  the  skeletons  of  our  regiments,  and  they  could 
not  get  that  bill  considered.] 

Mr.  C.  continued.  The  general  commanding  there 
bad  in  command  ten  men  for  one  opposing  him;  and  if 
he  had  not  succeeded  in  his  expedition,  it  had  not  been 
for  want  of  men.  He  intended  to  cast  no  reproach  on 
the  soldiers;  but  he  thought  perhaps  fewer  would  have 
done  better;  and,  accordingly,  he  did  not  know  that  any 
of  them  were  accusable  for  that  negligence. 

[Mr.  BsKTOK  said  the  gentleman  never  read  the  re- 
port of  the  general  commanding  in  Florida,  or  he  would 
have  known  it.] 

Mr.  C.  continued.  They  had  not  refused  any  appro- 
priations for  that  object,  but  bad  hurried  them  through 
without  estimates.  He  bad  a  deep  settled  conviction 
that  this  system  of  fortifications  was  pregnant  with  mis- 
chievous consequences  that  ought  to  alarm  the  country. 
It  was  an  extra vagan6e  and  waste  of  the  people's  money, 
from  which  they  would  reap  a  poisonous  harvest;  and 
the  time  would  come  when  we  should  have  no  surplus, 
and  when  we  should  be  called  on  to  raise  by  taxation 
some  two  or  three  millions  of  dollars  per  annum  for  the 
support  of  a  standing  army. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  he  would  detain  the  Senate  but  a 
few  moments  in  reply  to  some  of  the  strictures  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cbittkiidiii]  upon  his  re- 
marks. That  Senator  said  that  to  support  the  system  of 
fortifications  would  destroy  the  martial  spirit  of  the  peo- 
ple, by  placing  them  in  forts  where  there  was  no  peril 
m  the  conflict,  no  hazard  of  life,  and  none  of  that  glory 
and  excitement  arising  from  their  exposure  to  danger  in 
the  open  field  in  defence  of  their  country.  Mr.  W. 
said  that,  if  exposing  to  danger  the  lives  of  our  people 
upon  a  naked  and  defenceless  coast  was  the  best  means 
of  infusing  into  our  citizens  a  martial  spirit,  it  was  one  of 
those  means  that  bad  escaped  the  sagacity  of  all  writers 


upon  the  art  of  war,  and  wjis  against  the  experience  of 
all  the  nations  of  the  world.  The  musket  and  rifle  were 
one  means  of  defence,  artillery  a  second,  and  forts  a 
third;  and  upon  the  principle  that  should  induce  us  to 
abandon  the  third,  we  should  also  abandon  the  second, 
in  order  to  increase  the  loss  upon  our  side,  and  augment 
the  glory  and  danger  of  the  combat,  and  thus  infuse  into 
our  people  a  more  mnrtial  spirit.  But  (said  Mr.  M*.) 
will  this  danger  and  glory  call  back  from  the  grave  our 
slaughtered  citizens^  Will  they  check  the  widow's  sigh, 
or  dry  the  orphan's  tear?  Will  they  give  back  your  cities 
from  pillage  and  conflagration?  Will  they  return  toth»ir 
homes  and  country  that  patriotic  militia  who  were  wan- 
tonly sacrificed,  mowed  down  by  thousands,  because  the 
Government  had  refused  to  erect  the  necessary  fortifies* 
tions  to  repel  invasion?  To  jne  (said  Mr.  W.)  there 
would  be  no  glory  in  such  a  spectacle.  Our  true  glory 
consists  in  saving  an  effusion  of  American  blood;  in  spa- 
ring the  lives  of  our  citizens;  jn  conquering  with  as  little 
loss  upon  our  side  as  possible.  If  any  other  man  than 
the  patriot  Jackson  hao  commanded  at  New  Orleans,  tliat 
city,  and  the  whole  commerce  of  the  West,  would  have 
been  sacrificed  for  the  want  of  the  necessary  fortifica- 
tions. The  object  is  to  defend  the  country  with  as  little 
loss  of  life  as  practicable;  and  hence  it  was  behind  cot- 
ton-bale ramparts  that  the  riflemen  of  the  West  obtained 
at  New  Orleans  that  great  and  glorious,  because  to  us  a 
bloodless,  victory.  And  when  the  victory  was  gained, 
and  many  an  ardent  officer  applied  to  their  g^eat  com- 
mander for  liberty  to  pursue  and  capture  the  army  of 
the  enemy,  «« No,"  said  the  veteran  patriot,  "my  ob- 
ject is  accomplished— the  defence  of  New  Orleans;  and 
I  would  now  rather  pave  with  gold  the  way  of  the  ene- 
my beyond  our  limits,  than  sacrifice,  in  search  of  glory 
only,  the  life  of  one  of  my  soldiery."  Whilst  some 
gentlemen  (said  Mr.  W.)  denounce  the  bill,  because 
they  say  it  will  destroy  the  martial  spirit,  others  oppose 
it  because  it  will  make  us  too  belligcrant.  Indeed,  the 
same  Senators  have  used  these  irreconcilable  and  con- 
tradictory arguments.  How  the  bill  could  at  the  same 
time  destroy  our  martial  spirit,  and  yet  render  us  too 
belligerant,  Mr.  W.  could  not  understand. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  had  heard  not  one  sound  practical  ar- 
gument against  this  bill;  it  was  all  vague  and  general 
denunciation.  Those  opposed  to  the  bill,  eulogized  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  conceded  the  pro- 
priety of  defending  important  points;  and  (said  Mr.  W.) 
is  not  every  point,  the  fortifying  of  which  is  proposed  by 
this  bill,  an  important  point^a  point  within  the  express 
recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  War?  These  hon- 
orable Senators,  then,  upon  their  own  principles,  should 
support  this  bill.  It  is  a  bill  to  defend  important  points, 
and  those  only;  snd  if  we  do  not  intend  to  abandon  the 
whole  system  of  fortifications,  and  leave  the  entire  coast 
naked  and  defenceless,  and  open  to  the  hostile  navies  of 
the  world,  to  burn  our  cities,  and  destroy  the  lives  and 
property  of  our  people,  we  must  support  this  bill.  The 
opposition  to  this  bill,  with  specific  appropriations,  is  a 
singular  commentary  upon  the  course  of  those  Senators 
who  excused  themselves  for  opposing  the  three  million 
fortification  bill,  because  its  appropriations  were  not  spe- 
cific. We  have  just  escaped  (said  Mr.  W.)  the  horrors 
of  a  foreign  war,  with  our  coast  and  harbors  entirely  de- 
fenceless; and  as  Omniscience  only  can  determine  when 
the  danger  may  recur,  preparation  against  foreign  ag- 
gression is  the  best  means  of  avoiding  it,  and  a  solemn 
duty  which  we  owe  to  the  States  and  people  of  this 
Union.  •*  Millions  for  defence,  not  a  cent  for  tribute," 
is  a  principle,  when  properly  applied,  that  should  never 
cease  to  influence  every  American  statesman,  and  which, 
he  hoped,  would  operate  upon  the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  RIVRS  said  he  agreed  with  several  of  the  gentle- 
men who  b»d  spoken  against  this  bill,  and  particuhrly 
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with  his  friend  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Kino,]  in  tfie  princi- 
ples adTanced  by  Ihem  in  tc^tA  lo  a  general  system  of 
fortifications;  but  he  differed  from  them  as  to  the  appli- 
cation of  those  principles  lo  the  measure  under  consider- 
ation. He  believed  that  the  idea  of  defending  a  seacoast 
of  more  than  three  thousand  miles  in  extent,  by  fortifi- 
cations, was  wholly  visionary  and  impracticable;  and  that 
the  attempt  to  do  so  woukl  involve  the  country  in  end- 
less expense,  and  saddle  the  nation  with  burdens,  in  one 
form  or  another,  which  they  would  never  be  content  to 
bear.  But,  while  this  was  so,  there  were  particular  po- 
wlions  which,  from  their  peculiar  importance,  as  com- 
mercial towns,  or  as  naval  stations  and  depots,  all  admit- 
ted, stood  in  need  of  special  defences,  and  ought  to  be 
fortified.  The  question  upon  the  present  occasion,  then, 
IS  not  whether  a  general  system  of  fortifications  along 
cur  extended  line  of  seacoast  Is  judicious  and  proper; 
but  whether  the  particular  points  provided  for  in  this 
bill  oup^ht  to  be  fortified.  He  understood  his  friend  from 
Georgia  distinctly  to  admit  that  Uie  places  proposed  to 
be  fortified  by  the  present  bill,  are  such  as  ought  to  be 
provided  with  adequate  defences;  but  his  objection  to 
the  measure  was  one  of  time— that  these  places  were 
exposed  to  no  immediate  danger,  and  that  we  should 
proceed  with  more  deliberation. 

But  surely,  sir,  (said  Mr.  U.,)  a  period  of  peace  is  the 
only  time  m  which  we  can  suitably  prepare  for  the  exi- 
gencies  of  war.  We  ought  not  to  wait  until  war  has  ac- 
tually  burst  upon  us,  before  we  put  ourselves  in  a  pos- 
ture to  meet  it.  We  have  now  an  overflowing  Treasury, 
and  every  day  brings  forth  some  project  for  the  distribu- 
tion or  absorption  of  our  surplus.  The  dangers,  too, 
which  we  have  recently  escaped,  (for  all  admit  if  war 
had  unhappdy  been  the  issue  of  our  late  difficulties  with 
a  foreign  Power,  we  should  have  found  ourselves  in  a 
very  unprepared  condition  for  it,  both  as  to  our  land  and 
naval  defences,)  admonish  us  impressively  to  repair,  with 
as  httle  delay  as  possibte,  the  error  of  our  past  improvi- 
dence. •  "^ 

If,  then,  the  fortifications  provided  for  by  this  bill 
ought  ever  to  be  made,  no  time  can  be  more  appropri- 
ate or  more  convenient  for  the  commencement  of  the 
work  than  the  present.  As  to  the  propriety  of  these 
fortifications,  they  are  justified  even  by  the  principles  of 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Crittejt- 
*f  r''  •?*"*  strongly  opposed  as  he  is  to  a  general  system 
of  fortifications,  be  yet  .admitted  that  places  rendered 
important  by  their  commerce,  or  as  stations  or  building 
yarda  for  our  navy,  ought  to  be  fortified. 

Now,  sir,  bring  this  bill  to  the  test  of  these  principles. 
Is  not  Portsmouth  the  seat  of  one  of  our  most  important 
naval  depots  at  the  North?  Is  not  New  York  a  place  of 
sumcient  commercial  importance  to  merit  the  care  of 
.  the  Government  in  providing  for  the  defence  of  the  im- 
mense interests,  private  and  public,  collected  there? 
Would  not  the  honorable  gentleman  also,  in  the  liberal 
patriotism  with  which  I  know  he  is  animated,  compre- 
hend Baltimore,  standing  among  the  first  commercial 
towns  of  the  Atlantic;  New  Orieans,  the  emporium  of 
*"*,y^"^*  *"^^  Pensacola,  our  great  naval  station  on  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  within  the  scope  of  that  degree  of 
commercial  and  naval  importance  which  entitles  them  to 
the  protection  of  fortifications?  I  mention  these  places 
(said  Mr.  R.)  as  a  specimen  of  those  provided  for  in  the 
bill.  The  others,  if  not  sustained  in  their  claims  by 
precisely  the  same  considerations,  have  yet  in  their  fa- 
vor  special  military  reasons,  which  have  secured  to 
them  the  full  sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  in  that 
able  and  judicious  report  Mhich  has  been  appealed  to 
on  all  aides  as  the  standard  of  a  sound  and  rational  policy 
on  this  subject. 

Gentlemen  have  indulged  in  general  denunciations 
against  a  system  of  fortifications.     In  the  zeal  of  their 


opposition,  they  have  pictured  our  whole  coast  as 
frowning  with  ramparts  and  blackened  with  cannon. 
They  have  told  us  of  the  mischiefs  and  dangerous  im- 
policy of  extravagant  appropriations  for  such  objects. 
In  all  this  (said  Mr.  R.)  I  heartily  concur.  But  is  this 
bill  such  a  measure?  It  does  not  provide  for  a  general 
system  of  fortifications  upon  our  seaboard.  It  selects  a 
dozen  points  only,  of  peculiar  importance,  or  peculiar 
exposure,  and  proposes  to  furnish  them  with  suitable 
defences.  It  has  not  been  alleged  by  any  gentleman,  in 
the  progress  of  the  debate,  that  the  appropriations  made 
by  the  bill  for  these  fortifications  are  bejond  their  pro- 
bable and  necessary  cost.  What  ground  is  there,  then, 
for  the  imputation  of  extravagance?  Gentlemen  seem 
to  have  forgotten  the  important  changes  which  this  bill 
has  undergone  since  its  presentation  to  the  Senate.  Of 
the  nineteen  fortifications  originally  embraced  in  the 
bill,  seven  have  been  stricken  out.  From  the  aggregi&te 
of  its  original  appropriations,  more  than  a  million  of 
dollars  have  been  subducted;  leaving  the  measure,  in 
its  present  shape,  conformed  to  those  maxims  of  neces- 
sary and  practical  defence,  and  of  wise  and  economical 
expenditure,  which,  I  trust,  will  ever  be  observed  in 
the  operations  of  this  Government. 

Mr.  R.  declared  his  utter  opposition  to  those  vision- 
ary and  extravagant  schemes  of  fortifications  which  had 
been  concocted  by  the  engineer  bureau.  He  had  great 
respect  for  the  patriotism  as  well  as  the  talent  of  that 
corps;  but  they  had  been  deluded  by  their  professional 
enthusiasm,  and  an  exclusive  devotion  to  a  favorite 
science.  When  they  gravely  talked  of  "  shutting  out 
war,  and  all  its  more  serious  evils,  from  our  territory," 
by  a  chain  of  fortresses  of  more  than  three  thousand 
miles  in  extent,  and  thus  rendering  our  coast  impervi- 
ous to  an  enemy,  he  must  look  upon  their  plans  as  the 
offspring  of  theoretic  enthusiasm,  however  patriotic, 
rather  than  the  result  of  safe  calculation  and  of  sound  prac- 
tical judgment.  Happily  for  the  country,  the  enthusi- 
asm of  professional  science  had  found  a  check  in  the 
vigorous  common  sense  and  the  cool  and  sagacious  in- 
tellect which  preside  over  the  War  Department.  The 
Secretary,  in  his  admirable  report  of  the  7th  of  April 
last,  had  established  the  landmarks  of  a  sound  and  ra- 
tional policy  on  this  subject.  That  report,  he  trusted, 
would  be  the  chart  by  which  our  legislation  would  be 
governed.  It  was  a  recurrence  to  the  principles  of 
Washington  and  Jefl^erson;  and  eminently  seasonable  at 
the  present  moment  for  arresting  schemes  of  plausible 
though  unprofitable  expenditure,  which,  by  an  invari- 
able Taw  of  nature,  spring  up  in  the  hotbed  of  a  redun- 
dant Treasury.  It  was  a  monument  of  the  wisdom  and 
patriotism  of  the  Secretary,  and  entitled  him  to  the 
thanks  of  the  country. 

Mr.  R.  said  his  friend  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Kino,]  con- 
scious of  the  weight  of  this  high  authority,  had  sought  to 
bring  it  to  his  aid  by  reading  a  passage  of  the  report, 
in  which  the  Secretary  speaks  of  the  propriety  of 
previous  surveys  to  determine  the  plan  and  the  ex- 
tent of  the  proposed  fortifications,  in  every  case,  before 
the  commencement  of  the  work.  But  the  Senate  will 
remark  that  the  survey  is  spoken  of  there  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  expenditure,  not  to  the  appropriation, 
of  the  money.  On  the  contrary,  the  Secretary  express- 
ly recommends  that  the  appropriations  be  made  now  for 
all  the  fortifications  embraced  in  this  bill,  as  a  season 
will  be  thereby  saved  in  the  prosecution  of  the  work; 
but  adds  that,  «  before  any  expenditure  be  incurred, 
an  examination  should  be  made"  by  a  board  of  officers, 
in  order  to  adapt  the  plan  of  the  work  to  the  principles 
laid  down  in.  his  report.  Now,  sir,  (said  Mr.  R.,)  this 
is  precisely  what  I  think  ought  to  be  done.  He  attach- 
ed, he  said,  great  importance  to  these  surveys,  and 
to  precise  and  definite  plans  founded  on  them.     They 
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served  as  checks  on  wasteful  or  injudicious  expenditure, 
and  to  fix  responsibility.  He  re'lied  on  the  declaration 
of  the  Secretary,  that  they  would  in  every  case  be  made; 
and  we  had  by  this  very  bill,  in  pursuance  of  the  rec- 
ommendation of  the  Secretary,  appropriated  thirty  thou- 
sand dollars  for  the  expense  of  a  special  board  of  engi- 
neers, to  enable  him  to  have  these  surveys  satisfactorily 
executed.  He  relied,  moreover,  that  the  plans  of  the 
engineers  would,  in  every  case,  be  subjected  to  the 
careful  revision  of  the  Secretary;  that  they  would  be 
brought  to  the  arbitrament  of  a  stern,  practical  common 
sense,  proportioning  the  magnitude  of  the  works  to  such 
probable  contingencies  of  sudden  attack  or  surprise  as 
they  might  be  exposed  to  in  the  event  of  war,  but  with- 
out any  reference  to  the  extremely  improbable  hypothesis 
of  a  regular  and  protracted  siege,  which  bad  already 
caused  several  fortifications  (of  which  there  was  a  stri- 
king exaqople  in  his  own  State)  to  be  projected  on  a 
scale  of  vastly  disproportionate  magnitude  and  expense. 

It  was  with  this  understanding  of  the  measure,  that  he 
would  cheerfully  give  his  vote  for  the  bill  under  con- 
sideration. He  believed  it,  in  its  present  shape,  entirely 
consistent  with  the  maxims  of  a  wise  economy,  appro- 
priate to  the  abundant  means  now  afforded  by  the  na- 
tional Treasury,  demanded  by  a  provident  and  patriotic 
regard  to  the  public  safety,  and  especially  due,  in  some 
of  its  provisions,  to  a  portion  of  the  country  (alluding 
to  the  ports  of  Maine  and  New  Hampshire)  which  is  pe- 
culiarly exposed  by  its  position,  and  has  been  heretofore 
destitute  of  protection.  At  the  same  time,  he  hoped  he 
would  not  be  considered  by  any  one  as  relaxing  in  his 
determined  adherence  to  those  principles  of  democratic 
policy  alluded  to  by  his  friend  from  Georgia,  which  in- 
culcate frugality  and  simplicity  in  the  administration  of 
the  Government,  and  a  paramount  reliance  on  the  body 
of  its  citizens  for  the  defence  of  the  country— principles, 
on  the  rational  observance  of  which,  he  firmly  believed, 
with  that  gentleman,  the  success  of  out*  institutions  vi- 
tally depended. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  observed  that  no  charge  could  be 
more  unjust  than  that  which  ascribed  to  the  Senate  any 
delay  in  the  fortification  bills.  He  must  say  that,  what- 
ever had  been  recommended  for  the  defences  of  the 
country*  had  received  the  utmost  degree  of  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate.  With  respect  to  this  bifl,  the 
question  was  not  one  of  strict  principle,  but  of  expe- 
diency. Every  man  must  see  that  the  project  of  forti- 
fications might  be  carried  out  to  an  unreasonable  extent; 
but  this  bill  could  not  be  considered  in  that  light.  They 
came  to  its  consideration,  not  as  it  was  when  first  pre- 
sented to  them,  but  as  the  Senate  had  now  made  it{  and 
the  question  was,  was  it  liable  to  the  strong  objections 
that  had  been  urged  against  it  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky and  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  He  was  inclined 
to  think  that  the  great  objections  expressed  today  had 
been  imbibed  against  it  in  its  general  form.  What  were 
the  provisions  of  the  bill,  as  it  now  stood'  It  was  said 
that  it  created  no  fortifications  at  points  not  heretofore 
fortified.  This  was  not  a  true  sUte  of  the  case.  It  pro- 
posed some  new  works  it  was  true;  but  in  more  than 
one  half  of  the  instances,  it  proposed  to  fortify  points  at 
which  fortifications  had  heretofore  existed. 

Before  considering  this  bill  further,  he  wished  to  no- 
tice the  grounds  on  which  the  policy  of  fortifications 
rested.  For  w hat  purpose  should  fortifications  be  made ? 
To  keep  an  invading  army  out  of  the  country.'  Cer- 
tainly not.  He  looked  for  no  other  defences  against  an 
invading  army  than  those  contemplated  by  the  Senators 
from  Georgia  and  Kentucky — the  armed  freemen  of  the 
country,  and  the  navy  of  the  United  States.  He  did 
not  look  upon  fortifications  as  defences  against  an  inva- 
ding army  or  navy.  If  these,  then,  were  not  the  objects  of 
fortifications,  for  what  purpose  should  they  be  construct- 


ed^ The  object  was  to  secure  such  fortified  places 
against  a  sudden  attack,  even  by  a  small  force;  for  the 
greatest  army  and  navy  in  the  world  could  not  give  the 
assurance  that  a  single  ship  would  not  enter  into  a  har- 
bor and  destroy  all  the  property  there.  He  knew  no 
other  object  for  which  fortifications  should  be  construct- 
ed. Take,  for  instance,  Penobscot.  The  object  was 
to  defend  that  place,  not  against  an  invading  army  or 
navy,  but  against  any  sudden  attack  that  might  be  made 
on  it.  He  was  willing  to  give  $100,000  for  that  object; 
and  would  do  the  same  for  Kennebec,  which  had  a  dense 
population,  and  contained  a  vast  amount  of  property 
liable  to  sudden  destruction  by  a  sroaU  force.  So  also 
with  respect  to  other  places  provided  for  in  the  bill. 
He  did  not  therefore  think  the  bill  deserved  the  char- 
acter given  to  it  by  his  friends  from  Georgia  and  Ken- 
tucky, as  a  bill  intended  to  defend  the  country  against  tbe 
aggressions  of  an  invading  enemy.  He  viewed  it  as  pro- 
viding defences  for  commercial  places  which  could  not 
be  defended  bv  the  militia,  however  well  organized, 
because  of  their  situation  on  the  seaboard,  against  the 
sudden  atUcks  of  a  naval  or  miliUry  force. 

One  word  more  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  who  had 
spoken  with  such  propriety  against  the  increase  of  the 
standing  army  for  the  purpose  of  manning  these  fortifica- 
tions. He  thought  that  it  by  no  means  followed  that 
the  commencement  of  this  system  of  fortifications  drew 
after  it  an  increase  of  the  army  to  man  them;  because  if 
the  fortifications  be  there,  and  their  armaments  there 
also,  they  might  be  defended  by  the  militia.  It  was  but 
a  question  of  expediency,  after  all,  that  they  then  had 
to  consider.  They  had  fortified  New  York,  Boston, 
Charleston;  and  other  commercial  cities;  and  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  it  was  not  proper,  in  the  present  fi- 
nancial condition  of  the  country,  to  extend  the  system 
still  farther.  He  agreed  that  there  was  no  immediate 
necessity  for  makine  the  appropriations  at  this  time; 
but,  as  it  was  to  be  done  some  time  or  other,  the  situa- 
tion of  the  Treasury  well  justified  its  being  done  now. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  final  passage  of 
the  bill,  and  it  was  passed  by  tbe  following  vote: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Goldsborough,  Grun- 
dy, Hendricks,  Hill,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama, 
Linn,  Morris,  Nsudain,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Porter,  Prentiss 
Rives,  Robbins  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,.Tatttnadge,* 
Tomlinson,  Walker,  Webster,  Wright— 31. 

NATS^Messrs.  Calhoun,  Crittenden,  Ewing  of  Oliio, 
King  of  Georgia,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Preston, 
White    9. 

ALABAMA. 

The  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  joint  resolution 
authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  to  cause* 
to  be  issued  rations  from  tbe  public  stores  to  those  des- 
titute suflferers  who  have  been  driven  from  their  homes 
by  the  hostilities  of  tbe  Creek  Indians,  was  taken  up, 
and  considered. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  moved  that  the  Senate  con- 
cur in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  mo\>ed  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment by  adding  the  words  "  provided  that  those  homes 
were  not  on  the  unceded  Indian  lands."  Mr.  £.  said 
he  had  understood,  from  what  had  been  said  in  the  other 
House,  that  there  were  many  of  the  refugees  who  had 
been  intruders  on  Indian  lands,  and  liad  been  partly 
instrumental  in  creating  the  present  disturbances. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  said  that  there  were  no  such 
class  of  persons  in  that  country.  He  would  not,  how- 
ever, object  to  the  amendment,  believing  that  it  would 
not  apply  to  any  of  those  to  be  relieved  by  tlie  resolu- 
tion. 

This  amendment   was  lost  without  a  division;   and 
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Expunging  Reaohiioru 


[Sbitatx. 


after  some  remarks  from  Mr.  PRESTON  and  Mr. 
RING,  of  Georgia,  in  opposition  to  the  resolution,  and 
from  Mr.  RING,  of  Alabama,  and  Mr.  POUTER,  in  its 
support, 

Mr.  RING,  of  Georgia,  moved  to  lay  the  whole  sub- 
ject on  the  table;  which  motion  was  agreed  to:  Ayes  18, 
noes  15. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


Fbidat,  Mat  27. 
EXPUNGING  RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  and  said  that  there  was  a  Senator 
who  would  leave  the  body  to-morrow,  in  consequence 
of  having  been  called  to  fill  a  high  station  in  one  of  the 
States;  and  that  this  Senator  wished  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity, before  his  departure,  of  addressing  the  Senate 
on  a  subject  in  which  he  took  a  great  interest,  and  re- 
specting which  he  had  been  instructed  by  his  Legisla- 
ture. The  subject  to  which  he  alluded  was  the  ex- 
punging resolution,  and  he  asked  the  Senate  to  take  it 
up.  It  would  be  laid  down  again,  Mr.  B.  said,  as  soon 
as  the  Senator  should  finish  his  address. 

The  resolution  was  accordingly  taken  up  for  con- 
sideration; when 

Mr.  HILL  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair,  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  the  preamble  and  res(tIution  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.WuiTJt,]  which  have  been 
introduced  as  a  substitute,  are  of  that  hermaphrodite 
character  that  pleases  neitlier  s'rde,  and,  being  abandoned 
on  all  hands,  must  fall  to  the  ground.  They  are  only 
important  so  far  as  they  countenance  the  principal  argu- 
ment that  has  been  urged  against  expunging  the  record; 
and  it  is  remarkable  that  the  burden  of  the  song  has 
been,  nut  that  the  condemnatory  resolution  was  right, 
but  that  it  was  a  violation  of  the  constitution  to  expunge 
what  was  clearly  wrong  from  the  journal.  «»Each  House 
shall  keep  a  journal  of  its  proceedings,  and  from  time  to 
time  publish  the  same.''  Here  is  a  positive  act  to  be 
performed;  and«  when  the  act  is  done,  the  injunction  is 
fully  complied  with.  If  it  were  intended  to  apply  to  all 
journals,  as  relating  to  this  or  that  particular  session  of 
the  Senate,  the  language  would  have  been  so  definite  as 
not  to  be  mistaken.  If  it  had  been  intended  to  keep 
and  preserve  the  original  manuscript  journal,  language 
conveying  that  idea  would  have  been  used.  The  man- 
date of  the  constitution  has  been  fully  complied  with, 
when  the  journal  has  been  kept  a  sufRcient'time  to  «pub- 
lish  the  same."  Copies  are  then  multiplied;  so  there 
can  be  no  mistake  as  to  what  the  journal  contained;  and 
any  subsequent  vote  of  either  House  to  expunge  any 
particular  part  of  any  single  copy  of  the  journal,  is  no 
more  a  violation  of  the  injunction  to  keep  a  journal,  than 
.  it  is  of  that  part  of  the  constitution  which  authorizes  the 
people  to  elect  members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Leigh,]  probably  as 
an  offset  to  the  resolutions  recently  passed  by  the  Le- 
gislature of  his  State,  directing  tlui  Senators  from  that 
State  to  present  and  vote  fur  expunging  the  condemna- 
tory resolution  from  the  journal,  a  few  days  ago  pre- 
sented a  memorial  from  John  Timberlake  and  others,  of 
that  State,  against  expunging.  I'hese  memorialists  con- 
sider the  proposition  to  expunge  to  be  <*a  plain  and  pal- 
pable violation  of  tlie  constitution;"  and  it  is  remarkable 
that  they  offer  the  following  as  the  only  reason  against 
its  constitutionality: 

*<  Suffice  it  to  say,  that  to  their  humble  understand- 
ings. Mo  keep,'  as  here  used  by  the  constitution,  means 
to  preserve;  and  that  the  latter  clause  of  the  constitu- 
tional provision,  as  previously  quoted,  furnishes  a  key 
to  the  interpretation  of  that  which  precedes  it;  since  it 
would  be  obviously  impossible  to  publish  the  journal, 


from  time  to  time,  if  such  journal  had  not  been  kept  and 
preserved." 

Here  is  an  admission  that  the  journsl  is  to  be  preserv- 
ed only  for  the  purpose  of  being  published.  Wliat  is 
the  inference?  It  can  be  no  other  than  that,  when  thus 
kept,  the  whole  purpose  of  the  constitution  has  been 
complied  with.  I  will  hereafler  make  inquiry  for  what 
other  purpose  the  journal  can  be  kept.  In  relation  to 
the  keeping  of  the  journal  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  thirty-five  years,  1  have  received  inlormatioii 
from  the  Clerk,  in  the  following  letters: 

House  OF  Reprkskhtativss  U.  S.^ 
^;)rt76,  1836.      5 

Deaii  Sib:  In  answer  to  the  inquiry  contained  in  your 
letter  of  this  morning,  I  have  to  state  that  the  original 
rough  manuscript  journal  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  State?,  (those  read  on  the  mornings,) 
have  not  been  preserved  to  a  period  anterior  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  first  session,  eighteenth  Congress, 
(1823-4.) 

For  your  further  information,  I  enclose  you  a  copy  of  a 
communication  from  Mr.  Burch  on  the  subject. 

With  very  great  respect,  I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  ser- 
vant, W.  S.  FRANKLliV, 

Ckrh  House  of  Represenlaiives  U.  S, 

Hon.  Isaac  UiLt,   United  StcUes  Senate. 

Opfice,  House  of  RKrBBSEKTATiyss  U.  S.  ] 
^/7n76,  1836. 

Sin:  I  entered  this  office  a  youth,  under  John  Beckley, 
who  was  the  first  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
under  the  present  constitution  of  the  United  States,  and 
who  died  in  the  year  1807. 

During  the  recess  of  Congress,  he  put  me  at  what  was 
termed  •*  recording  the  journal"  of  the  preceding  ses- 
sion, which  was  to  write  it  off  from  the  printed  copy  into 
a  large  bound  volume.  I  inquired  of  him  why  it  was 
that  it  was  copied,  when  there  were  so  many  printed 
copies^  He  answered  that  the  printed  copies  would 
probably,  in  time,  disappear  from  use,  &c.;  the  large 
manuscript  volume  would  not. 

The  *•  n-ugh  journal,"  as  it  was  then  termed,  and  is 
still  termed,  being  the  original  rough  draught  read  in  the 
House  on  the  morning  after  the  day  of  which  it  narrates 
the  proceedings,  was  not,  and  had  not,  from  the  begin- 
ning, been  preserved.  I  iiiquij-ed  the  reason,  and  was 
answered,  that  the  printed  copy  was  the  official  copy, 
as  it  was  printed  under  the  official  order  of  the  House; 
and,  as  errors,  which  were  sometimes  discovered  in  the 
rough  journal,  were  corrected  in  the  proofs  of  the 
printed  copy,  the  printed  copy  was  the  most  correct, 
and  that,  therefore,  (here  was  no  use  in  lumbering 
the  office  with  the  "rough  journal,"  after  it  had  been 
printed. 

Two  of  Mr.  Beckley's  immediate  successors  in  oflicci 
Mr.  Magruder  and  Mr.  Dougherty,  viewed  the  matter 
as  Mr.  Beckley  viewed  it.  1  know  the  fact,  from  hav- 
ing called  their  attention  to  the  subject.  I  often  reflect- 
ed upon  the  subject;  and  it  appeared  to  me  to  be  proper 
that  the  *'<rough  journal"  should  be  preserved,  although 
I  could  not  see  any  purpose  whatever  to  be  answered 
by  doing  so.  I  often  conversed  with  the  clerks  of  the 
office  upon  the  subject;  but,  as  we  were  only  subordi- 
nates, the  practice  was  not  changed  till  the  first  session 
of  the  eighteenth  Congress,  (1823-4,)  when  I  determin- 
ed, without  consulting  my  superior,  that  the  ••  rough 
journal" -ehould  no  longer  be  thrown  away,  but  be  pre- 
served, and  bound  in  volumes;  and  it  has  been  regularly 
preserved  and  bound  since. 

With  great  respect,  1  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  BURCH. 

Col.  Walteb  S.  Frawxiif, 

Cterk  Houie  of  RepreaentaiivCB  U,  S, 
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By  these  letters  it  appears  that  the  original  manuscript 
journal*  the  journal  whicli  is  read  on  the  morning  of 
every  day  succeeding  that  of  the  proceedin£^,  was  kept 
and  preserved  precisely  long  enough  to  answer  the  pur- 
pose designated  by  the  memorial  from  Virginia.  It  was 
kept  long  enough  to  be  published,  when  the  original 
journal  was  destroyed  or  laid  aside,  and  a  new  manu- 
script  copy  was  taken  from  the  printed  published  jour- 
nal. Here  are  facts  in  relation  to  the  journal  that  can- 
not be  gainsaid;  facts  which  prove  that  even  the  de- 
struction of  the  original  manuscript  journal,  af\er  that 
journal  has  been  printed  and  published,  was  never  dream- 
ed to  be  a  violation  of  that  clause  of  the  constitution 
which  requires  each  House  of  Congress  to  keep  a  jour- 
nal of  its  proceedings.  For  the  6r8t  thirty-five  years,  in 
construing  the  constitution,  plain  common  sense  had  not 
been  driven  from  our  legislative  halls  by  the  refinement 
cf  sophistry;  the  world  of  argument  had  not  then  been 
turned  upside  down;  ingenuity  bad  not  then  contrived 
to  turn  a  plain  duty  of  the  representative  to  obey  his 
constituents  into  a  violation  of  his  oath,  and  his  con* 
science. 

In  the  year  1823,  the  Senate  of  Massachusetts  passed 
a  resolution  to  expunge  another  resolution  from  their 
journal,  passed  in  1813,  which  the  public  sentiment  had 
condemned.  A  member  of  the  Legislature  of  that  State 
for  the  present  year  informed  me  that  he  recently  ex- 
amined the  manuscript  journal,  containing  both  the  ex- 
punged and  expunging  resolutions.  Both  of  them  were 
psssed  by  an  exact  vote  of  the  two  political  parties. 
The  old  federal  party  had  the  ascendancy  in  the  Massa- 
chusetts Senate  in  1813,  and  the  resolution,  that  it  was 
unbecoming  a  moral  and  religious  people  to  rejoice  in 
the  success  of  our  army  and  navy,  was  passed  by  the 
votes  of  that  party  alone;  and  in  ten  years  afterwards, 
the  first  time  the  democratic  party  had  the  full  ascen- 
dancy, that  party  voted  to  expunge  the  resolution  from 
the  journal.  The  constitution  of  Massachusetts  requires 
the  keeping  of  a  journal,  and  directs  that  the  ayes  and 
noes  of  each  branch  of  the  Legislature  shall  be  entered 
on  that  journal;  but  it  does  not  require  that  this  journal 
shall  be  published.  In  this  it  differs  from  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  in  relation  to  the  journals 
of  Congress;  but  the  distinction  makes  altogether  in  fa- 
vor of  the  doctrine  of  expunging.  In  the  case  of  Massa- 
chusetts, the  resolution  was  expunged,  but  the  manu- 
script journal  (the  only  official  copy  in  existence^  was 
not  touched.  In  our  case,  the  condemnatory  resolution 
may  be  expunged;  and  either  the  manuscript  record  may 
remain  unmolested,  or  it  may  be  ring-marked  and  cross- 
ed, or  it  may  be  entirely  obliterated;  and  in  neither  case 
can  it  be  considered  a  violation  of  the  constitution,  be- 
cause, from  the  time  the  journal  has  been  kept  long 
enough  to  be  published,  every  printed  copy  of  that  jour- 
nal is  an  oflficial  copy;  so  that  no  vote  to  expunge,  nor 
even  any  act  of  defacing  the  manuscript  journal,  can 
militate  with  the  mandate  of  the  constitution,  which  re- 
quires each  House  of  Congress  "to  keep  a  journal  of 
its  proceedings,  and  from  time  to  time  publish  the 
same,"  after  the  journal  shall  have  been  kept  a  sufficient 
length  of  time  to  be  published. 

Some  thirteen  years  a^^o^  I  first  visited  the  city  of 
Washington,  during  the  sitting  of  Congress.  The  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  was  at  the  same  time 
in  session.  A  gentleman  of  the  bar,  now  of  the  Senate, 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  was  engaged  before  the 
court  on  one  side  of  a  case;  and  another  gentleman  from 
the  same  State,  (Kentucky,)  then,  and  now,  a  member 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  of  somewhat  rougher 
aspect,  (Mr.  Hardin,)  argued  the  case  on  the  other  side. 
I  listened  attentively  to  both.  The  rougher  gentleman, 
in  the  course  of  his  argument,  talked  of  the  practice  in 
Kentucky,  and  with  great  aonchalance  informed  the 


court  how  he  gained  an  important  land  cause  in  that 
State.  He  created,  he  said,  a  false  or  feigned  issue  be- 
fore the  sitting  of  the  court,  and  led  the  antagonist  party 
to  confine  his  attention  exclusively  to  the  taking  of  tes- 
timony in  relation  to  that  feigned  issue.  Keeping  the 
real  point  a  secret  from  the  adverse  party,  he  carried 
his  case  at  the  trial  by  surprise.  Marshall  and  Dush- 
rod  Washington,  then  on  the  bench,  smiled  at  the  frank 
expression  of  the  blunt  attorney,  who  told  the  story  as 
if  he  really  thought  he  deserved  credit  for  the  trick. 

There  are  many  feigned  issues,  Mr.  President;  but  few 
who  practise  them  are  as  candid  as  was  this  Kentucky 
lawyer  before  the  Supreme  Court.  When  the  idea . 
was  first  broached,  that  a  resolution  having  no  necessary 
reference  to  any  existing  laws  could  not  be  expunged 
from  the  legislative  journal  of  the  Senate,  because  the 
constitution  requires  the  Senate  to  keep  a  journal  of  its 
proceedings,  I  would  not  h^ve  believed  that  such  a 
feigned  issue  could  be  entertained  so  long  as  really  to 
have  assumed  the  appearance  of  settled  seriousness. 
Surely,  in  all  the  expunging  that  heretofore  has  taken 
place,  it  never  before  entered  into  the  heart  of  man  to 
conceive  such  an  objection  as  this. 

It  is  said  the  constitution  requires  a  journal  to  be  kept; 
and  therefore  no  part  of  this  journal  can  be  mutilated, 
struck  out,  or  destroyed.  If  it  be  an  imperative  con- 
stitutional injunction  to  preserve,  there  must  be  some 
object  to  be  gained  by  the  preservation.  The  journal 
can  be  useful  for  no  other  purpose  than  the  preserva- 
tion of  evidence  of  proceedings. 

All  those  parts  of  the  journal  relating  to  laws  that 
have  become  obsolete,  or  to  proceedings  that  are  of  no 
consequence,  are  valuable  Only  as  objects  of  curiosity, 
or  as  matters  of  history:  the  public  interest  could  not 
suffer,  if  such  parts  were  utterly  destroyed.  The  jour- 
nal of  the  Senate  is  kept  and  preserved  for  no  other 
purpose  than  to  show  when  and  how  laws  are  passed, 
and  it  is  of  as  much  consequence  to  preserve  the  engross- 
ed bill  or  resolution  in  that  branch  of  the  Legislature 
in  which  such  engrossed  bill  or  resolution  originated,  as 
it  is  to  preserve  the  journal  of  proceeding,  to  show  the 
progress  and  history  of  the  same  bill  or  resolution.  If 
both  the  engrossed  bill  and  the  journal  were  destroyed, 
the  enrolled  bill  on  parchment  would  remain,  which 
would  be  evidence  of  the  existence  of  the  law;  and  even 
if  that  enrolled  bill  were  destroyed,  the  law  would  btill 
be  in  existence,  if  there  remained  anywhere  published 
copies,  which  had  been  certified  as  from  the  original. 

The  object  of  possessing  an  official  copy  of  the  jour- 
nal of  legislative  proceedings,  is  simply  to  preserve 
collateral  evidence  that  existing  laws  passed  in  due 
course  of  legislation:  other  evidence  than  these  journals, 
such  as  petitions  on  which  laws  are  predicated,  reports 
of  committees  on  those  petitions,  minutes  of  reference, 
original  draughts  of  bills  or  resolutions  or  amendments, 
may  be  equally  important;  and  yet  it  will  not  be  urged 
that  the  destruction  or  obstruction  of  these  either 
weakens  the  force  of  the  law,  or  violates  the  constitution. 

There  are  variou^ways  in  which  the  manuscript  jour- 
nal of  the  Senate  may  be  obliterated  or  destroyed .  The 
building  may  take  fire;  and  that,  with  the  journal,  may 
be  accidentally  burnt:  a  thief  may  steal  it,  and  carry  it 
ofT,  or  bury  it  in  the  water  or  in  the  earth:  the  minutes 
may  take  fire  during  an  evening  session,  and  thus  pre- 
vent the  Secretary  from  copying  the  proceedings  at 
length.  The  constitution  requires  a  journal  to  be  kept: 
would  all  these  casualties  or  acts  by  which  the  jourtial 
shall  be  destroyed,  be  so  many  violations  of  the  constitu- 
tion? 

Even  if  the  resolution  now  under  consideration,  with- 
out reciting  it,  went  so  far  as  entirely  to  obliterate  a 
former  resolution  that  should  be  deemed  improper  to  be 
retained  on  the  journal,  I  cannot  concede  thM  the  act  of 
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obliteration  would  be  unconstitutional.  If  that  resolu- 
tion were  an  existing  law,  still  intended  to  be  kept  in 
force,  the  act  of  obliteration  would,  not  nullify  the  law: 
applied  to  a  simple  declaratory  resolution  that  was  never 
intended  to  have  the  force  of  a  law,  the  obliteration  can- 
not harm  the  people  for  whose  benefit  all  laws  are  made; 
and  if  it  does  not  harm  them,  it  can  be  no  infringement 
of  the  constitution,  such  as  is  worthy  of  reprobation. 

I  marvel  much  at  the  pertinacity  with  which  this  ques- 
tion is  attempted  to  be  discussed  as  an  infringement  of 
the  constitution.  It  seems  to  me  that,  by  taking  the 
ground  they  do,  the  opponents  of  the  expunging  resolu- 
tion blink  the  real  question:  it  has  all  the  appearance  of 
a  mere  subterfuge.  The  horns  of  this  altar  will  not 
protect  them — the  cry  of  *<  a  violated  constitution,'*  as 
it  is  a  virtual  confession  that  the  people  are  right  in  de- 
manding the  obliteration  of  an  infamous  record,  so  it 
furnishes  strong  presumptive  evidence  of  consciousness 
that  the  resolution  to  be  expunged  was  wrong  in  itself. 
.  My  object  is  not,  Mr.  President,  so  much  to  argue  the 
question  of  power  in  the  Senate  to  expunge,  as  to  show 
tliat  the  sentence  of  condemnation  passed  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  was  not  only  extra-judicial, 
but  unjust;  for  I  4;onceive  it  to  be  a  most  inglorious 
evasion  that  Senators  now  say  this  sentence  of  condem- 
nation imputed  to  the  President  no  crime.  If  the  Sena- 
tors from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Pobtsr]  and  Virginia  [Mr. 
Liioh]  will  look  back  to  the  criminal  charges  of  "high 
crimes  and  misdemeanors"  which  were  almost  daily  made 
in  this  body  two  years  ago,  tkey  may  well  conclude  that 
the  people  of  the  United  States  will  repose  little  faith  in 
the  assertion  now,  that  the  resolution  of  April,  1834,  im. 
puted  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  no  criminal 
intention.  To  show  that  it  was  the  intention  to  impute 
tfie  highest  criminality  to  the  President,  in  the  passage 
of  that  resolution,  the  speeches  of  more  than  one  Sena- 
tor who  voted  for  it  might  be  quoted.  One  single  ex- 
tract from  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  Clat,]  after  the  resolution  had  passed,  will  serve 
my  purpose: 

Ik  Skwatb,  April  30, 1834.— Mr.  Clat  rose:  "Never," 
«aid  he,  **  Mr.  President,  have  I  known  or  read  of  an 
administration  which  expires  with  so  much  agony,  and 
so  little  composure  and  resignation,  as  that  which  now, 
unfortunately,  has  the  control  of  public  affairs  in  this 
country.  It  exhibits  a  state  of  mind  feverish,  fretful, 
andfidgetty;[a  beautiful  alliteration!]  bounding  ruthless- 
ly from  one  expedient  to  another,  without  any  sober  or 
settled  purpose.         ♦♦••••♦ 

"  But  I  would  ask  in  what  tone,  temper,  and  spirit 
does  the  President  come  to  the  Senate'  As  a  great 
state  culprit,  who  has  been  arraigned  at  th^  bar  of  justice, 
or  sentenced  as  guilty  ?  Does  he  manifest  any  of  those 
compunctious  visi tings  of  conscience  which  a  guilty  viola- 
tor of  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  land  ought  to  feel? 
Does  he  address  himself  to  a  high  court  with  the  res- 
pect, to  say  nothing  of  humility,  which  a  person  accused 
or  convicted  would  naturally  feeW  No,  no.  He  comes 
as  if  the  Senate  were  guilty;  and  as  if  be  were  in  the 

{'udgment-seat,  and  the  Senate  stood  accused  before 
lim.  He  arraigns  the  Senate;  puts  it  upon  trial;  con- 
demns it.  He  comes  as  if  he  felt  himself  elevated  far 
above  the  Senate,  and  beyond  all  reach  of  the  law,  sur- 
rounded by  unapproachable  impunity.  He  who  pro- 
fesses to  be  an  innocent  and  injured  man,  £^avely  accuses 
the  Senate,  and  modestly  asks  it  to  put  upon  its  own 
record  his  sentence  of  condemnation!  When  before 
did  the  arraigned  or  convicted  party  demand  of  the 
court  which  was  to  try,  or  had  condemned  him,  to  enter 
upon  their  records  a  severe  denunciittion  of  their  own 
conduct?  The  President  presents  himself  before  the 
Senate,  not  in  the  garb  of  suffering  innocence,  but  in 
imperial  and  royal  costume,  as  a  dictator  to  rebuke  ft 


refractory  Senate;  to  command  it  to  record  his  solemn 
protest;  to  chastise  it  for  disobedience." 

Concluding: 

"  The  Senator  [Mr.  Gbuitdt,  of  Tennessee]  thinks 
that  there  is  no  coverlet  large  enough  to  protect  all  the 
various  elements  of  the  opposition.  He  is  mistaken; 
thece  is  one  of  sufHciently  capacious  dimensions,  recently 
wove  at  a  Jackson  loom,  called  a  protest,  on  which  is 
marked  a  violation  of  the  constitution,  and  an  assump- 
tion of  enormous  executive  power;  and  the  honorable 
Senator  had  better  hasten  to  place  himself  under  the 
banners  of  those  who  are  contending  against  power  and 
prerogative  for  free  institutions  and  civil  liberty.  And 
he  had  better  lose  no  time,  for  the  protest  is  the  last 
stroke  upon  the  last  nail  driven  into  the  coffin  (not  of 
Jackson — may  he  live  a  thousand  years!  but)  of  Jack- 
sonisml" 

Mr.  Hill  here  closed  his  remarks  in  regard  to  the 
expunging  resolution,  and  proceeded  to  a  detailed  ex- 
position of  various  alleged  transactions  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States;  embracing  the  private  accounts  of 
numerous  individuals,  a  history  of  the  jnanagement  of 
the  branch  of  the  bank  at  Portsmouth,  ^c,  which  oc- 
cupied between  two  and  three  hours  in  the  delivery. 
After  he  had  finished. 

The  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  to  regulate  the  deposites  of . 
the  public  money. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  of  Mr. 
Wbioht, 

Mr.  WRIGHT  modified  his  amendment  in  that  part 
which  requires  that  seven  millions  shall  be  always  kept 
in  the  Treasury,  by  striking  out  the  word  *<  seven,"  so 
as  to  leave  the  blank  to  be  filled  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WRIGHT,  in  offering  his  amendment,  said  he 
rejoiced  that  this  interesting  subject  had  at  last  come  to 
its  discussion  before  the  Senate;  and  he  rejoiced  still 
more  to  see,  as  he  thought  he  did  see,  a  disposition 
upon  all  sides  of  the  House  to  consider  the  bill  with  a 
sincere  desire  to  agree  upon  a  law  which  should  here- 
after regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public  moneys  in  the 
State  banks.  He  would  assure  the  Senate  that  he  en- 
tered upon  the  discussion  with  the  most  earnest  hope 
and  intention  that  their  deliberations  might  be  brought 
to  a  successful  termination,  and  that  provisions  might  be 
agreed  upon  which  would  not  only  meet  the  assent  of 
a  large  proportion  of  the  Senators,  but  be  satisfactory 
to  the  country,  and  quiet  the  complaints  and  remove 
the  apprehensions  which  now  surround  the  subject. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  ought  further  to  inform  the  Senate, 
before  he  proceeded  with  the  remarks  he  had  to  make, 
that  no  pride  of  authorship  could  attach  to  him  in  the 
amendment  he  had  offered.  The  sections  which  re- 
lated to  the  regulation  of  deposites,  were  the  bill  di- 
gested by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  of  the  last 
House  of  Representatives,  as  he  had  been  informed, 
and  supposed  to  be  true,  with  tlie  advice  of  the  head 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  was  reported  to  that 
House,  but  not  acted  upon.  He  did  not  himself  pro- 
fess a  sufficient  acquaintance  with  the  subject  to  be  able 
to  frame  a  safe  and  proper  bill  to  regulate  these  de- 
posites, which  would  accommodate  the  Treasury,  and  at 
the  same  time  be  so  far  consistent  with  the  interests  of 
the  banks,  as  to  induce  their  assent  to  its  provisions. 
He  had  not  so  minutely  examined  the  provisions  of 
these  sections  as  to  be  able  to  pronounce  the  opinion 
that  they  were,  in  all  respects,  right  in  themselves,  or 
preferable  to  others  which  might  be  suggested.  The 
Ust  twovections  of  the  proposed  amendment  related  to 
a  subject  distinct  from  the  regulation  of  the  deposites 
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and  hftd  been  added  in  pursuance  of  recommendations 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  bis  last  an- 
nual report  to  Congress.  They  were  therefore  propo- 
iiilions  of  the  Secretary,  for  the  temporary  disposition  of 
any  surplus  which  might  remain  in  the  Treasury;  and 
he  had  offered  them  to  the  Senate  because  they  met 
much  more  perfectly  his  views  than  any  other  proposi- 
tions for  the  disposition  of  that  surplus  which  he  had 
heard  from  any  other  quarter.  He  was  not,  therefore, 
the  author  of  any  portion  of  the  amendment  he  had 
presented;  and  his  action  must  not  be  considered  as  in- 
fluenced by  any  such  relation  to  any  of  the  provisions. 
He  would  go  farther,  and  say  that  he  was  uticonscious 
of  feeling  any  peculiar  attachment  to  any  of  the  propo- 
sitions he  had  presented,  and  would  most  cheerfully 
yield  them,  and  give  his  support  to  any  others  which  he 
could  convince  himself  were  better  suited  to  the  objects 
all  had  in  view. 

Among  those  objects  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  se- 
curity of  the  public  treasure  must  stand  first.  He  was 
not  among  those  who  entertained  the  least  apprehen- 
sion as  to  its  entire  security  in  its  present  condition,  but 
he  was  fully  conscious,  if  further  accumulations  were  to 
take  place,  that  a  change  of  that  condition  would  be- 
come indispensable.  His  confidence  in  the  safety  of  the 
deposite  banks,  at  the  present  time,  was  perfect;  but  he 
could  not  fail  to  see,  that  if  the  amounts  in  deposite 
went  on  increasing,  a  just  apprehension  might  soon  be 
entertained  that  the  capital  and  means  of  the  banks 
might  not  be  adequate  to  their  imt^ense  responsibilities. 
Some  indulged  this  apprehension  now,  and  he  was  desi- 
rous to  adopt  measures  which  should  not  only  arrest  its 
increase,  but  put  an  end  to  it  for  the  future. 

Another  leading  object  in  any  action  upon  this  sub- 
ject (Mr.  W.  said)  must  be  the  convenient  use  of  the 
banks  as  the  fisJcal  agents  of  the  Treasury.  And  here  it 
should  be  borne  constantly  in  mind,  thM  the  Senate 
were  attempting  to  legislate  in  reference  to  institutions, 
not  existing  by  the  authority  of  Congress,  not  subject 
to  the  control  or  direction  of  Congress,  and  in  no  way 
to  be  affected  by  the  action  of  Congress,  in  their  char- 
acter of  fiscal  agents,  any  further  than  their  respective 
Voluntary  assents  should  bind  them  to  such  subjection, 
af^d  thus  connect  their  interests  with  the  legislation  of 
Congress.  We  were,  in  effect,  (Mr.  W.  said,)  merely 
making  proposals  to  these  institutions  for  a  contract,  in 
any^  law  we  might  pass;  and  it  therefore  became  us, 
while  we  performed  scrupulously  and  rigidly  our  office 
and  duty  as  guardians  of  the  public  treasure,  so  far  to 
regard  the  interests  to  be  consulted  upon  (he  other  side 
as  not  to  make  our  terms  or  proposals  such  as  must 
meet  the  refusal  of  the  banks,  and  thus  deprive  the 
Treasury  of  their  essential  services.  It  was,  in  his  judg- 
ment, the  wisest  protection  of  the  public  interests  to 
ofier  to  the  deposite  banks  such  terms  as  would  make  it 
their  interest  to  disqharge  promptly,  honestly,  and  faitli- 
fully,  their  duties  to  the  Treasury,  and  to  keep  care- 
fully and  safely  the  public  moneys  intrusted  to  them; 
and  he  could  not  consent  to  adopt  any  parsimonious 
policy  which  would  so  tie  down  these  banks  as  to  com- 
pel them  to  make  an  unsafe  and  hacardous  us*  of  the 
moneys  in  deposite,  to  indemnify  themselves  against  our 
exactions.  Such  a  course  would  be  to  draw  the  most 
unsafe  banks  only  into  our  service,  and  to  excite  them 
to  a  use  of  the  public  moneys  dangerous  to  the  institu- 
tions and  insecure  to  the  public. 

A  third  object,  which  should  not  be  lost  sight  of  in 
the  legislation  under  consideration,  was  a  healthful  con- 
dition of  the  monetary  system  of  the  country.  Mr.  W. 
said  be  could  not,  for  a  moment,  doubt  that  the  large 
accumulation  of  the  public  revenues  in  the  banks  had 
done  much  to  promote  the  spirit  of  excesslve^pecula- 
tion  which,  during  the  past  year,  had  seemed  to  pervade 


every  section  of  our  vast  country  and  every  branch  of 
enterprise.  The  ten  or  eleven  millions,  beyond  tmy  for- 
mer year,  which  had  sought  investment  in  the  pub- 
lic lands,  must,  to  a  very  great  extent,  have  emanated 
fVom  these  reservoirs  of  surplus  funds.  The  year  was 
one  of  plenty  and  profusion  in  every  department  of  trade 
and  business;  and  the  capital  of  the  banks,  and  in  the 
banks,  not  required  for  the  legitimate  uses  of  commerce, 
must  seek  other  employment.  Hence,  accommodations 
were  liberal,  and  speculations  ran  wild;  for,  rely  upon 
it,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  those  gentlemen  are  mistaken  who 
have  supposed,  and  have  told  lis,  that  banks  lock  up 
the  money  intrusted  to  their  keeping,  and  deprive  the 
community  of  its  use.  Such  is  not  the  nature  of  these 
institutions.  Such  is  not  their  interest;  and  as  soulless 
existences,  their  interests  are  their  only  governing  prin- 
ciple. The  fault  is  here.  They  will  not  keep  money 
in  an  unproductive  state;  and  when  the  proper  custom- 
ers of  banks,  those  who  require  loans  for  commercial 
purposes,  when  speedy  returns  are  certain,  do  not  ap- 
ply for  their  means,  they  will  loan  them  to  those  w^ho 
are  engaged  in  speculations;  to  those  who,  it  is  known,  in- 
tend to  apply  the  funds  obtained  to  the  purchase  of  prop- 
erty not  convertible  to  cash  at  pleasure,  but  dependent 
upon  casualties  which  render  the  use  hazardous  to  the 
stability  of  banking  facilities.  The  commercial  commu- 
nity are,  at  this  moment,  experiencing  a  severe  pressure 
for  money.  Is  not  the  principal  cause  to  be  found 
here?  Were  the  millions  which  have  been  invested  in 
speculations  upon  real  estate,  derived  from  bank  accom- 
modations, within  the  eighteen  months  last  past,  to  be 
returned  within  the  reach  of  legitimate  commercial  calls, 
does  any  one  suppose  the  pressure  at  present  existing 
would  have  been  felt?  Does  any  one  believe  it  woul4 
continue  for  one  day?  In  so  far  as  the  great  accumula- 
tion of  the  moneys  of  the  Government  in  the  deposite 
banks  may  have  promoted  this  spirit  of  speculation, 
and  encouraged  these  loans,  it  is  the  imperative  duty  of 
Congress,  when  legislating  upon  thesubjiect  of  the  pub- 
lic dcposites,  to  devise  some  mode  of  correcting  the  ex- 
i sting  evil,  and  of  preventing  its  recurrence  in  future. 
In  our  use  of  the  State  institutions  as  the  fiscal  agents  of 
the  Treasury,  we  should,  as  far  as  may  be  in  our  pow- 
er, so  regulate  that  use  as  to  promote,  not  to  disturb,  the 
great  moneyed  interests  of  the  country,  and  the  success 
and  prosperity  of  commerce,  which  is  our  principal  de- 
pendence for  the  revenues  to  be  deposited. 

With  these  preliminary  remarks  (Mr.  W.  said)  he 
would  proceed  to  consider,  very  generally,  the  bill  and 
amendment,  and  to  point  out  some  of  the  principal  dif- 
ferences between  the  two  proposed  measures.  He  should 
not,  at  this  time,  enter  into  minute  details,  but  should 
confine  his  remarks  to  those  diflferences  which  he  thought 
highly  essential. 

The  first  he  should  notice  was  the  liberty  pven  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  by  the  amendment,  to  select 
additional  deposite  banks.  The  provision,  in  terms, 
authorized  an  entire  new  selection  under  the  law,  as 
those  now  used  had  been  selected  when  there  was  no 
law  upon  the  subject;  but  he  w^as  most  happy  to  be 
able  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  he  was  not  aware,  nor  did 
he  believe,  there  was  the  least  intention  or  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Secretary,  or  of  any  one  else,  in  the  ex- 
ecution of  this  power,  to  dismiss  a  single  one  of  the  ex- 
isting deposite  banks.  He  did  not  know,  or  believe, 
that  any  bank  now  employed  was  considered  an  unsafe 
depository  of  the  public  money,  or  had  failed  in  any 
essential  particular  to  perform  its  duties  promptly  and 
faithfully,  as  a  fiscal  agent  of  the  Treasury.  He  did  be- 
lieve, however,  that  if  the  public  moneys  were  to  re- 
main in  the  banks,  additional  selections  ought  to  be 
made  at  some  of  the  more  important  points.  As  he  waa 
more  particularly  acquainted  with  tbe^condition  of  things 
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in  the  city  of  New  York,  he  would  confine  his  remarks 
to  that  point.     Three  banks  oF  deposite  had  been  se- 
lected, and  were  now  ennployed  in  that  city.     Two  of 
those  banks  were,  by  their  charters,  restricted  as  to 
their  amount  of  loans;  and  his  recollection  was,  that  the 
utmost  extent  to  which  they  could  go  was  twice  and  a 
half  the  amount  of  their  capital  stoclf.     All  the  other 
banks  in  the  city  and  State  of  New  York,  with  very 
few  exceptions,  were  stibject  to  the  saiM  restriction  and 
limitation;  and  Mr.  W.  said  he  did  not  doubt  that  the 
third  deposite  bank,  from  the  lara^e  amount  of  its  capital, 
and  the  known  discretion  and  safety  of  its  directors,  was 
practically  subjected  to  the  same  limitation.     Hence  it 
would  be  apparent  to  all  that  an  amount  of  public  de- 
posite must  frequently  accumulate  in  these  three  banks 
at  that  point,  which,  connected  with  the  capital  and 
means  of  the  banks  themselves,  would  constitute  a  fund 
far  beyond  the  amount  of  loans  they  were  at  liberty  to 
make.     What,  he  should  be  asked,  is  done  with  this 
surplus?   Is  it  not  locked  up,  without  use  to  the  banks  or 
the  community^     He  was  ready,  as  he    believed,  to  an- 
swer the  inquiries,  and  to  say  that  it  is  not  locked  up  and 
kept  from  the  use  of  that  commercial  community.   When 
such  a  state  of  things  is  found  to  exist,  those  deposite 
banks  suffer  balances  to  remain  to  their  credit  in  the  neigh- 
boring banks  of  the  city,  upon  which  those  banks  extend 
their  loans.    He  could  not  say  that  tliere  were  permanent 
arrangements  between  the  banks  as  to  these  balances;  but 
lie  believed  he  could  say,  with  perfect  safety,  that  they 
constantly  existed  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  and  that, 
in  this  indirect  way,  all  the  deposites  at  that  point  were 
made  to  constitute,  as  far  as  these  deposites  could  prop- 
erly be  made  to  constitute,  capital  upon  which  accom- 
mcdaiions  were  extended  to  the  customers  of  the  banks. 
The  system,  however,  (Mr.  W.  said,)  was,  in  bis  judg- 
ment, very  objectionable.    These  balances,  suffered  to 
remain  in  the  banks  not  selected  as  deposite  banks,  were, 
from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  payable  to  the  deposite 
banks  upon  demand,  at  their  pleasure.     It  gave  them, 
therefore,  a  command  over  the  neighboring  institutions, 
which  should  not  exist,  but  from  an  unavoidable  necessi- 
ty.    If  we  so  arrange  the  disposition  of  the  public  mo- 
neys, that  more  banks  than  those  now  selected  must  be 
employed  to  use  them  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
business  community,  there  is  no  reason  why  each  bank 
should  not  be  made  principal  in  its  own  use,  and  be  re- 
sponsible directly  to  the  Treasury,  and  not  indirectly, 
through  its  neighboring  and  perhaps  rival  institutions. 
Mr.  W.  said  it  gave  him  great  pleasure  to  say  that  be 
had  never  heard  of  a  charge  of  unfairness,  or  an  unne- 
cessary exertion  of  the  power  possessed  by  the  deposite 
banks  in  the  city  of  New  York  over  their  debtor  banks; 
but  there  wss  something  invidious  in  so  limiting  the  num- 
ber of  the  deposite  banks  there,  as  to  create  the  con- 
stant necessity  of  permitting  part  of  the  public  moneys 
on  deposite  to  remain  in  other  banks,  and  be  used  by 
them,  or  to  be  taken  from  use,  and  locked  up  in  the  de- 
posite banks.    It  added  an  unpleasant  responsibility  to 
the  deposite  banks,  because,  by  the  arrangement,  they 
were  compelled  to  be  answerable,  not  only  for  their  own 
u^  of  the  moneys  intrusted  to  them,  but  for  the  use,  by 
neighboring  and  rival  institutions,  of  portions  of  those 
moneys;  and  it  place^  the  neighboring  and  rival  institu- 
tions, which  would  consent  to  take  and  use  any  part  of 
these  moneys,  in  the  unpleasant  position  of  agents  to 
their  rivals,  and,  so  far,  subject  to  their  power  and  con- 
trol.    This  state  of  things,  Mr.  W.  said,  he  believed 
ought  not  to  exist;  and  either  that  the  amount  of  depos- 
ites in  the  banks  ought  to  be  reduced  to  a  limit  within 
their  chartered  powers  of  disposition,  or  that  the  num- 
ber of  deposite  banks  ought  to  be  increased  to  an  extent 
which  would  produce  that  consequence. 
l*he  bill  introduced  by  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Vol.  XIL— 101 


South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhouit,]  confined  the  deposites 
to  the  existing  deposite  banks,  and  contained  a  positive 
prohibition  against  the  selection  of  others,  except  at 
points  where  the  public  service  might  require  it,  and 
where  there  was  now  no  such  bank.  Of  consequence, 
the  exception  would  not  afford  a  remedy  in  the  case  he 
had  described;  and  he  did  not  doubt  that  the  situation  of 
New  York  must  be  substantially  that  of  Boston,  Phila- 
delphia, Baltimore,  and  many  other  similar  points,  where 
the  principal  collections  of  the'  revenue  were  made. 
For  these  reasons,  he  preferred  the  amendment  he  had 
offered  to  the  original  bill,  so  far  as  this  difference  was 
concerned. 

The  next  difference  he  proposed  to  notice,  Mr.  W. 
said,  was  the  omission,  in  the  amendment,  of  any  pro- 
vision for  the  payment  of  interest  upon  deposites.    This 
omission,  so  far  as  his  action  was  concerned,  had  been 
made  upon  the  assumption  that  some  disposition  other 
than  that  of  a  deposite  in  the  banks,  would  be  made  of 
any  surplus  of  the  moneys  so  deposited,  beyond  the  con- 
templated expenses  of  the  Government.     Should  this 
not  be  so,  and  should  the  public  moneys  continue  to  ac- 
cumulate in  the  banks,  without  appropriation  and  expen- 
diture, he  was  clearly  of  the  opinion  that  the  banks 
ought  to  allow  a  reasonable  interest  for  their  use.     He 
was,  however,  so  unwilling  to  make  an  investment  of 
this  description,  because  he  held  it  so  directly,  if  not 
compulsoril^,  an  inducement  to  the  banks  to  make  a 
hazardous,  if  not  improvident,  use  of  the  money  in  de- 
posite with  them,  that  he  would  not,  in  this  stage  of  the 
proceeding,  discuss  the  principle  involved,  or  express 
an  opinion  as  to  any  rate  of  interest  which  he  might 
think  it  proper  to  exact.   He  yet  entertained  the  strong- 
est hope  that  the  adoption,  by  the  Senate,  of  the  propo-. 
sition  he  had  made  for  the  investment  of  any  surplus 
which  might  be  found  to  exist,  would  entirely  supersede 
the  necessity  of  action  upon  this  proposition;  and  he 
took  it  for  granted,  if  his,  or  any  other  of  the  several 
propositions  for  taking  the  surplus  from  the  banks,  and 
placing  it  beyond  their  reach,  should  prevail,  all  would 
concede  that  the  use  of  the  moneys  which  would  remain 
in  deposite  would  be  no  more  than  an  equivalent  for  the 
services  required  of  the  deposite  banks,  in  their  charac- 
ters as  fiscal  agents  of  the  Treasury.    If  none  of  those 
propositions  should  meet  the  approval  of  the  Senate, 
then  he  might- be  compelled  to  consider,  practically, 
some  mode  of  requiring  the  banks  to  pay  an  interest 
upon  the  deposites,   and  the  rates  of  interest  which 
should  be  charged.     He  would  not,  however,  at  present, 
anticipate  the  difficulties  which  would  be  found  to  arise 
from  any  provision  of  this  sort.   A  further  consideration 
connected  with  this  part  of  the  subject,  Mr.  W.  said,  it 
became  his  particular  duty  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the 
Senate.     He  could  not  speak  as  to  other  States  than  the 
one  he  had  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  here;  but  the 
banks  of  his  State,  as  be  had  before  remarked,  were 
limited  in  the  amounts  they  were  permitted  to  loan;  and 
in  the  city  of  New  York,  it  happened,  as  he  was  informed 
and  believed,  and  would  hereafter  often  happen,  that 
the  amount  of  public  deposites  in  the  deposite  l^anks 
there,  would  be  greater,  when  added  to  the  capital  and 
means  of  those  banks,  than  they  could  use  by  way  of 
loans.  Under  the  present  arrangement,  he  had  described 
the  mode  in  which  the  surplus  of  such  deposites  was 
made  useful  and  available  to  the  mercantile  community. 
1'he  system  pursued,  on  th?^art  of  the  deposite  banks, 
of  letting  balances  stand  to  th^  credit  in  the  neighbor- 
ing institutions,   upon  which  ihe^  could  make  loans, 
reached  this  great  and  useful  object;  and  the  fact  that 
these  balances  were  permitted  to  remain  without  inter- 
est, enabled  the  banks  thus  accommodated  to  extend  to 
their  customers  nearly  the  same  liberality  which  could 
be  extended  by  the  deposite  banks,  were  they  permitted 
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to  discount  upon  the  same  funds.  But  if  interest  was 
to  be  demanded  of  the  deposite  banks,  it  was  certain 
that  they  could  not  afford  to  suffer  these  balances  to  re- 
main with  rival  institutions,  without  interest.  They  could 
not  afford  to  pay  interest  upon  funds,  and  give  the  gra- 
tuitous use  of  them  to  their  neighbors. 

Interest,  Mr.  W.  said,  was  the  governing  principle  of 
a  bank,  and  no  bank  would  consent  to  pay  interest  and 
not  receive  interest;  much  less  to  pay  interest  for  the 
benefit  of  a  rival  bank.  The  deposite  banks,  therefore, 
will  not  pay  interest  to  the  Government  upon  the  public 
deposites,  and  suffer  portions  of  the  moneys  in  deposite 
with  them  to  remain,  in  the  shape  of  balances,  in  neigh- 
boring institutions,  without  interest.  Can  they,  then, 
Mr.  President,  (said  Mr.  W.,)  permit  them  to  remain 
upon  the  payment  of  interest?  No,  sir:  I  think  they 
cannot.  Halances  suffered  to  remain,  under  a  stipula- 
tion to  pay  interest,  would  be  loans  in  effect,  and  loans 
within  the  meaning  and  intent  of  the  charters  of  the 
banks  which  should  enter  into  such  a  stipulation  by  way 
of  addition  to  the  direct  loans  they  are  permitted  to 
make.  These  deposite  banks  will  be  sure  to  use  direct- 
ly so  much  of  the  moneys  intrusted  to  their  care  as  they 
are  permitted  by  their  cnarters  to  use;  and  should  more 
be  deposited,  it  is  impossible  they  could  pay  an  interest 
upon  it,  and  not  use  it;  it  is  certain  they  would  not  pay 
an  interest  upon  it,  and  permit  others  to  use  it  without 
interest;  it  is  shown  that  they  could  not  lend  it  to  others 
upon  interest,  to  be  used  as  the  basis  for  loans;  and 
therefore  they  could  not  consent  to  receive  in  deposite  a 
greater  sum  than  they  could  use  under  the  powers 
granted  in  their  own  charters. 

Here,  Mr.  \V.  said,  he  thought  he  had  a  conclusive 
argument  to  prove,  either  that  an  interest  upon  the  de- 
posites  ought  not  to  be  charged,  or  that  the  number  of 
deposite  banks  in  the  city  of  New  York  ought  to  be  so 
increased,  that  each  bank  could  use,  by  way  of  loans, 
all  the  money  it  should  be  required  to  take  upon  de- 
posite. He  did  not  oppose  the  plan  of  charging  the 
banks  with  an  interest  upon  the  deposites,  in  case 
amounts  of  money,  beyond  the  current  demands  upon 
the  Treasury,  were  to  remain  with  them;  but  if  this 
policy  was  to  become  the  law  of  the  land,  he  desired 
that  It  might  be  practically  applied,  so  that  the  institu- 
tions and  the  Treasury  might  be  able  to  act  together,  in 
adopting  it.  This,  he  was  sure,  could  not  be  done, 
without  the  selection  of  additional  deposite  banks  at  some 
of  the  important  points.  He  had  stated  the  operation  at 
New  York,  and  be  did  not  doubt  that  the  same  conse- 
quences, to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  would  be  operative 
at  several  of  the  other  important  points,  where  the  col- 
lections of  the  public  revenue  were  large.  He  must 
here  again  remind  the  Senate,  that  we  were  legislating 
in  reference  to  institutions  not  subject  to  our  legislation, 
and  which  were  to  be  made  subject  to  it  by  their  own 
voluntary  consent;  by  a  free,  and  full,  and  fair  contract, 
or  not  at  all.  It  therefore  became  us  to  ofler  to  them 
terms  which  they  could  accept,  and  not  so  to  economise 
our  own  interests  as  to  depriv.e  us  of  the  aids,  important, 
if  not  indispensable,  of  tliose  fiscal  agents  of  our  I'rea- 
sury.  For  these  reasons  he  preferred  the  amendment 
to  the  original  bill,  because  it  gave  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  the  power  to  select  additional  deposite 
banksman  exercise  of  which  power  would  be  indispensa- 
ble, in  case  the  principle  of  charging  interest  upon  the 
deposites  should  be  made  a  feature  of  the  deposite  bill.< 

The  only  other  pnuqipal  diflerence  between  the  bill 
and  ^amendment,  Mr.  W.  said,  which  he  proposed  to 
notice,  was,  the  different  propositions  for  the  temporary 
disposition  of  any  surplus  of  revenue  which  might,  from 
time  to  time,  be  found  in  the  lYeasiiry.  The  bill  offer- 
ed by  the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Calhoui^,]  proposed  to  deposite  it  with  the  States,  with- 


out interest,  upon  a  mere  statute  pledge  of  repayment 
of  the  principal  when  Congress  should  call  for  it.  The 
amendment  offered  by  himself  proposed  simply  to  invest 
it  in  the  stocks  and  securities  issued  by  some  one  of  the 
States  of  this  Union,  bearing  a  fair  interest,  transferable 
at  the  pleasure  of  the  holder,  and  to  authorize  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  or  the  commissioners  of  the 
sinking  fund,  at  any  time,  when  the  wants  of  the  national 
Treasury  should  require  "it,  to  sell  the  stock  so  purchased 
at  its  market  value. 

Mr.  W.  said  it  would  be  the  purpose  of  his  remaining 
remarks  to  examine  these  different  propositions,  and 
assign  the  reasons  for  his  preference  for  the  one  he  had 
submitted. 

The  proposition  he  had  offered,  equally  with  that  of 
the  honorable  Senator,  [Mr.  Calhouh,]  rested  upon  the 
responsibility  of  the  States;  and  tlie  investments  were, 
by  the  terms  of  it,  to  be  confined  to  the  stocks,  or  other 
securities,  issued  by  a  Slate,  and  carrying  upon  its  face 
a  pledge  of  ^he  faith  and  credit  of  the  State  for  the 
punctual  payments  of  interest  and  the  final  redemption 
of  the  pnncipal.  It  possessed  an  important  advantage 
over  the  proposition  of  the  Senator,  in  commanding,  for 
the  money  paid,  an  actual  and  transferable  security — a 
security  which  might  be  converted  into  money  at  pleas- 
ure, without  any  agency  or  interference  on  the  part  of 
the  State.  It  also  secured  a  fair  interest  for  the  use  of 
the  money,  while  it  should  remain  invested;  and  in  this 
fespect  seemed  to  him  to  be  decidedly  preferable  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Senator. 

The  Senator  proposed  to  loan  the  money  to  the  States 
without  interest,  until  wanted  for  the  uses  of  the  public 
Treasury,  and  actually  called  for  upon  a  given  notice, 
(and  that,  too,  without  any  security  possessed  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, which  it  could  use,  )independently  of  the  action 
of  the  States.  His  only  security  was  a  legislative  pledge, 
which  was  worth  nothing  until  made  so  by  the  further 
positive  action  of  the  State  Legislatures.  It  might,  or 
it  might  not,  be  convenient  for  them  to  respond  to  the 
call  of  Congress  for  this  money;  and  all  would  admit  that 
their  pleasure  must  determine  the  question  whether  or 
not  the  money  should  be  repaid,  as  none  would  contend 
that  any  power  existed  in  Congress,  or  in  any  depart- 
ment of  this  Government,  to  coerce  the  fulfilment  of  this 
legislative  promise  to  pay. 

But  by  whom,  Mr.  W.  said  he  would  ask,  was  this 
call  to  be  made  upon  the  States?  By  Congress:  in  other 
words,  by  the  representatives  of  the  Slates  here,  and  by 
the  representatives  of  the  people  of  the  States  in  the 
other  branch  of  Congress.  The  States  were  to  be  made 
the  debtors,  and  their  will,  expressed  by  their  represent- 
atives in  Congress,  was  to  determine  whether  Iheir  re- 
spective debts  should  be  paid,  and  when  and  how  that 
payment  should  be  made.  This  was  the  financial  policy 
of  the  proposition  of  the  honorable  Senator.  This  was 
the  security  to  the  national  Treasury  to  be  offered  for 
the  almost  countless  millions  which  the  imagination  of 
tlie  Senator  had  accumulated  there,  to  be  transferred  to 
the  several  State  treasuries. 

Mr.  W.  said,  he  here  met  an  objection,  which  he  mu5>t 
examine  in  a  manner  he  hoped  would  be  satisfactory  to 
all  who  would  honor  him  with  their  attention.  He  allu- 
ded to  the  objection  tliat  the  mode  of  investment  he  had 
proposed  would  introduce  into  the  financial  operations 
of  the  country  an  extensive  system  of  •*  stock-jobbing;" 
woultl  make  the  Government  itself  a  **  stock-jobber;" 
and  would  confound  its  fiscal  agents  with  **  the  bulls  and 
bears  of  the  stock  market." 

The  objection,  Mr.  W.  said,  was  most  seriously  urged, 
and,  therefore,  deserved  a  careful  examination.  He 
hoped  to  be  able  to  give  that  examination  in  a  manner 
so  simple,  clear,  and  intelligible,  that  friends  and  oppo- 
nents of  the  propositions  would  be  entirely  satisfied  that 
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Its  rejection  must  rest  upon  stronger  ground  than  could 
be  found  in  this  cabalistic  scarecrow.  In  what  securities 
did  he  propose  to  make  the  investments >  In  securities 
resting  upon  the  faith  and  credit  of  sonf»e  one  of  the 
States  of  this  Union.  Were  securities  of  that  character 
Ihe  subject  of  stock  gambling?  Would  any  Senator  rise 
in  his  place  and  say  thai  the  stocks  or  other  securities 
issued  by  his  State,  and  dependent  upon  its  faith  for  their 
final  redemption,  were  food  for  "  the  bulls  and  bears  of 
the  stock  market?**  Would  any  one  contend  that  secu- 
rities of  this  character  were  to  be  classed  with  the  gam- 
bling stocks  of  the  day?  Would  it  be  urged  that  the 
rise  and  depression  of  these  stocks  in  the  market  for  the 
last  ten  years  had  furnished  the  least  indication  that  they 
were  affected  by  the  movements  of  those  who  had  been 
termed  '« the  bulls  and  bears  of  the  stock  market?"  He 
was  sure  he  might  give  a  negative  to  all  these  inquiries 
without  contradiction  here;  and  if  so,  he  must  be  per- 
mitted to  say  he  considered  the  "stock-jobbing"  objec- 
tion most  conclusively  answered. 

He  would  ask,  however,  what  were  gambling  stocks 
in  practice ^  Were  they  securities,  like  the  State  stocks, 
defined  and  certain  in  every  element  which  could  consti- 
tute value?  Were  they  certificates,  or  bonds,  for  a  given 
amount  of  principal,  payable  at  a  given  day  and  at  a 
specified  place;  with  a  given  rate  of  interest  for  the  for- 
bearance of  payment,  also  payable  quarterly,  half-yearly, 
OP  yearly,  at  a  given  place  named  upon  the  fiice  of  the 
security?  Could  stocks  or  securities  of  this  character 
become  the  subject  of  gambling  in  the  stock  market, 
for  any  other  cause  than  a  doubt  as  to  the  payments  of 
intereKt  and  principal?  And  w^s  any  one  prepared  to 
sny  that  the  faith  of  any  State  of  the  Union,  thus  pledged, 
was  matter  of  doubt  or  uncertainty  in  the  remotest  de- 
gree? He  thought  not.  Where,  then,  was  the  room  for 
apprehension  as  to  stock-jobbing?  The  amount  of  princi- 
pal secured  by  the  stock  was  liquidated  and  certain?  the 
day  of  payment  was  particularly  specified;  the  rate  of 
interest  was  fixed,  and  the  place  for  the  payments  of  in- 
terest and  principal  was  defined.  Where,  he  would 
again  ask,  was  there  room  for  gambling?  for  stock-job- 
bing? for  the  interference  of  the  **  bulls  and  bears"  in 
investments  of  this  character?  There  was  none;  and  the 
history  of  these  stocks  and  securities  in  the  market  would 
show  that  they  were  entirely  exempt  from  influences  of 
the  disruption  indicated  by  the  objection. 

These  stocks  would  experience  fluctuations  in  the 
market,  but  they  were  not  the  fluctuations  produced  by 
stock  gambling.  When  money  was  plenty,  and  the  le- 
gitimate calls  of  business  did  not  require  all  the  means 
at  the  command  of  capitalists  and  money-dealers,  invest- 
ments would  be  sought  in  these  safe  stocks,  and  they 
would  rise  in  value.  When,  on  the  contrary,  money 
was  scarce,  and  capital  could  be  safely  invested  at  a  much 
more  advantageous  rate  than  the  usually  low  interest  paid 
upon  these  stocks,  the  stocks  would  seek  a  market  for 
a  change  of  investment,  and  the  consequence  would 
usually  be  a  depression  of  price.  These,  and  these 
alone,  were  the  causes  of  fluctuation  in  the  price  of  the 
State  stocks;  and  who  could  suppose  that  these  causes 
would  produce  fluctuations  so  great  as  to  deserve  the 
appellation  of  «•  stock- jabbing,"  "stock-gambling," 
"an  association  with  the  bulls  and  bears  of  the  stock 
market?" 

What,  Mr.  W.  said  he  would  again  ask,  were  gam- 
bling stocks?  They  were  stocks  dependent  upon  future 
and  uncertain  results.  They  were  stocks  as  to  the  value 
of  which  the  judgment  and  the  imagination  were  the 
guides  of  the  purchaser.  A  bank  is  chartered,  a  railroad 
company  is  incorporated,  or  a  canal  is  authorized  to  be 
constructed;  a  slock  is  created,  and  becomes  the  subject 
of  purchase  and  sale  in  the  market;  but  there  is  no  bank, 
no  nulroad,  no  canal,  in  actual  operation.    The  value  of 


'  the  stock  is  matter  of  calculation,  conjecture,  imagination. 
There  are  no  dividends,  and  therefore  the  rate  of  divi- 
dend is  unknown;  and  estimate,  calculation,  judgment, 
or  imagination,  excitement,  enthusiasm,  as  the  case  may 
be,  direct  the  standard  of  value  of  the  stocks,  and  govern 
the  sales.  These  are  the  stocks  which  give  rise  to  stock- 
jobbing; these  are  the  gambling  stocks;  these  are  the 
stocks  upon  which  "  the  bulls  and  bears  of  the  stock 
market"  act;  these  are  what  have  been  denominated 
"  the  fancy  stocks"  of  Wall  and  Chestnut  streets,  and 
the  other  great  stock  markets  of  the  country.  Would 
any  Senator,  or  any  citizen  of  intelligence  and  observa- 
tion, attempt  to  class  these  stocks  with  the  certain  and 
specified  securities  issued  by  the  independent  States  of 
this  Union,  and  guarantied  by  their  faith  and  credit?  He 
was  certain  he  might  answer,  no;  and  that  answer  must 
'  put  at  rest  forever  this  frightful  "  stock-jobbing"  objec- 
tion. 

Another  advantage,  Mr.  W.  said,  to  be  derived  from 
the  propositions  he  had  submitted,  and  which  ought  to 
commend  them  to  the  favor  of  some  portion  of  the  Sen- 
ate, was,  that  they  were  antagonist  to  no  measure  of  ap- 
propriation or  distribution  which  had  been,  or  which 
could  be,  presented  to  Congress.  If  adopted,  they  would 
merely  act  upon  any  surplus  moneys  which  might,  from 
time  to  time,  be  in  deposite;  they  would,  at  all  times, 
regulate  the  amount  of  money  in  the  banks,  and  prevent 
the  mischiefs  experienced  and  apprehended  from  an 
over  accumulation  of  funds  there;  they  would  remedy 
the  evil  which  constituted  the  principal  subject  of  pres- 
ent complaint,  and  would,  at  the  same  time,  preserve 
the  funds  within  the  entire  control  of  the  Treasury,  in  a 
shape  to  be  converted  into  money  wlienever  appropria- 
tions made  by  Congp^ess  should  re#{uire  their  use. 

It  was  objected  that  there  would  be  a  want  of  these 
stocks  to  absorb  the  millions  which  the  condition  of  the 
Treasury  would  present  for  investment  under  the  terms 
of  the  propositions.  His  answer  to  this  objection  was 
double.  In  the  first  place,  he  could  assure  the  gentle- 
man  wbo  urged  it,  and  the  country,  that  the  vivid  and 
fruitful  anticipations  of  the  financiers  who  had  predicted 
upon  the  amounts  of  surplus  revenue,  would  be  sadly 
and  greatly  disappointed.  If  Congress  performed  its 
duty,  during  its  present  session,  and  made  such  provision 
for  the  immediate  and  permanent  defences  of  the  coun- 
try as  its  condition  and  wants  imperiously  demanded, 
the  amount  of  our  surplus  money  would  not  be  such  as 
to  alarm  the  statesman  and  patriot,  or  to  compel  the  fis- 
cal oflicers  of  the  Government  to  go  abroad  for  stocks 
in  which  they  could  invest  it. '  There  might  be  a  small 
surplus;  but  he  thought  it  would  mostly  consist  of  unex- 
pended balances  of  outstanding  appropriations.  Exist- 
ing in  this  shape,  it  might  be  found  wise  to  make  tem- 
porat7  investments  in  the  manner  proposed,  but  not  in 
amounts  which  would  exceed  the  amounts  of  Slate  stocks 
in  the  market.  In  the  second  place,  the  present  amount 
of  those  securities,  existing  in  thd  shape  of  slocks  or 
bonds,  must  be  some  fifly  or  sixty  millions  of  dollars;  and 
it  was  a  fact,  known  to  all  who  had  paid  the  least  atten- 
tion to  the  legislation  of  the  States  for  the  past  year,  that 
a  very  large  proportion  of  them  were  authorizing  further 
loans,  and  tlie  issue  of  new  stocks  or  securities,  to  en- 
able them  to  prosecute  additional  works  of  internal  im- 
provement. He  did  not  propose  to  be  specific  in  any 
statement  upon  this  point,  but  he  would  refer  to  the 
State  he  had  the  honor  in  part  to  represent,  to  Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio,  Maryland,  Louisiana,  and  many  others, 
as  having  outstanding  securities  in  considerable  amounts; 
and  the  same  States,  with  perhaps  the  exception  of  Ohio, 
together  with  Indiana,  Illinois,  Tennessee,  Mishissippi, 
and  he  believed  several  other  States,  had,  at  the  last  ses- 
sions of  their  respective  Legislatures,  authorized  heavy 
additions  to  their  State  debts.     How,  then,  could  gen- 
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tlemen  entertain  apprehensions  that  there  would  be  a 
want  of  Slate  stocks  in  which  to  make  these  invest- 
ments? Even  should  the  amounts  to  be  invested  far  ex- 
ceed their  most  flattering  calculations,  the  amount  of 
these  stocks  would  much  more  than  equal  the  sum  total 
of  surplus;  and  he  hoped  to  quiet  their  apprehensions 
for  the  future  by  the  confident  assurance,  which  the  his- 
tory of  the  times  would  fully  warrant,  that,  unless  a  radical 
change  in  the  policy  of  the  States  should  be  produced, 
the  increase  of  State  loans,  and  consequently  of  State 
stocks  and  other  State  securities,  would  far  outstrip  the 
accumulations  of  surplus  revenue  in  the  national  Treas- 
ury. 

But  another  formidable  objection  had  presented  itself 
to  the  minds  of  some,  in  the  supposition  that  any  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  this  Government  to  invest  the  sur- 
plus moneys  of  the  Treasury  in  these  stocks,  would  at 
once  raise  the  price  of  stocks  in  the  market  to  an  extent 
so  extravagant  as  to  nmke  the  investments  matter  of  im- 
portant loss.  He  would  beg  gentlemen,  who  urged  this 
objection,  to  remember  against  what  description  of  in- 
vestments they  were  using  the  argument.  Take  an  ex- 
ample: You  propose  to  purchase  a  five  per  cent,  stock 
of  one  of  the  States,  upon  which  the  interest  is  payable 
quarter-yearly,  and  the  principal  redeemable  at  the  ex- 
piration of  twenty  years.  The  only  consideration  which 
can  make  such  a  stock  par  in  this  country,  where  money 
is  almost  always  worth  more  than  five  per  cent,  for  ordi- 
nanr  uses,  is  that  of  perfect  security,  and  perfect  punc- 
tuality in  the  payments  oT  interest  and  principal.  If 
you  pay  a  premium  upon  such  a  stock,  and  retain  it  until 
the  principal  become  due,  the  premium  paid  is  so  much 
deducted  in  advance  from  the  accruing  interests;  while, 
if  the  stock  be  not  retained  for  the  whole,  but  a  portion 
only,  of  the  time  it  has  to  run,  its  market  value  is  dimin- 
ishing in  precise  proportion  to  the  lapse  of  time;  and,  of 
course,  the  prospect  of  recovering  the  premium  paid,  by 
a  resale,  diminishes  constantly.  All  these  are  matters 
of  precise  and  perfect  calculation;  and  if  every  doubt 
as  to  the  prompt  and  punctual  payments  of  interest  and 
principal  be  removed,  as  in  reference  to  State  stocks 
and  securities  they  miglit  be  supposed  to  be,  they  were 
all  the  elements,  Mr.  W.  said,  which  entered  into  the 
value  of  the  given  stock.  How  much  premium,  then, 
he  would  ask,  could  be  paid?  Five  per  cent,  premium 
would  be  the  whole  interest  for  one  year,  or  the  twen- 
tieth part  of  all  the  interest  to  be  paid  upon  the  stock; 
and  this  ratio  would  exhibit  the  efi'ect  upon  the  interest 
of  the  purchase  at  any  rate  of  premium.  How  was  it 
possible,  then,  that  these  slocks  Could  experience  great 
fluctuations  beyond  those  occasioned  by  the  different 
value  of  money  at  different  periods?  They  could  not; 
and  their  history  in  tbe  market,  as  he  had  previously 
had  occasion  to  notice,  had  proved  that  they  had  not 
fluctuated  nnaterially  after  public  confidence  had  become 
established  in  their  entire  security  as  investments.  In- 
deed, he  could  |o  further,  and  say  that  the  SUte  stocks 
had  experienced  no  extensive  fluctuations  at  any  period; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  their  usual  history  had  been  a 
gradual  rise,  within  certain  limits,  regulated  by  the  value 
of  money  and  the  desire  for  permanent  investments,  in 
proportion  as  the  stocks  became  known  and  their  per- 
fect safety  ascertained. 

Some  gentlemen,  Mr.  W.  said,  seemed  to  suppose 
that  the  fact  that  (he  Government  was  to  become  a  pur- 
chaser would,  of  necessity,  affect  the  price  of  these  stocks 
in  the  market.  This  he  did  nut  believe.  He  had  had  some 
exf^erience  in  transactions  of  this  sort,  while  in  charge  of 
an  important  fiscal  oflSce  in  his  own  Slate,  and  acting  for 
the  State;  and  that  experience  hsd  taught  him  to  believe 
that  a  public  officer,  acting  with  discretion,  could  pur- 
chase stocks  of  this  character  upon  as  favorable  terms 
as  any  other  individual.    If  the  officer  were  to  give  pub- 


lic notice,  in  advance,  that,  upon  a  given  day,  he  would 
present  himself  in  the  market  and  purchase  a  given 
amount  of  specified  stock,  he  would,  most  undoubtedly, 
have  the  price  of  that  stock  raised  upon  him,  and  would 
either  defeat  his  intended  purchase  altogether,  or  con»- 
pel  himself  to  pay  an  exorbitant  price.  So  with  the 
commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund,  under  the  provisions 
of  this  act;  but  did  any  one  suppose  those  officers  would 
take  that  course  in  making  the  investments  they  are  requi- 
red to  make ?  No,  Mr.  President;  no  officers  or  agents  of 
intelligence  and  integrity  will  thus  discharge  stich  a  trust. 
They  will  first  ascertain,  at  the  times  specified,  the 
amount  of  money  to  be  invested,  and  will  then  give 
their  instructions  to  trustworthy  and  confidential  agents, 
stock-brokers  or*  others,  at  the  points  where  the  de- 
sired stocks  are  to  be  found,  to  make  the  necessary  pur- 
chases for  them.  Their  agents  go  into  the  market  as 
other  private  individuals  go  there;  not  proclaiming 
themselves  as  the  representatives  of  the  United  States, 
but  as  purchasers  of  State  stocks  for  investment,  and 
proffering  the  money,  at  the  market  value,  to  those  who 
wish  to  sell.  Their.purchases,  like  all  others,  will  be 
regulated  by  the  relative  value  of  money,  and  of  the 
stocks  purcliaaed;  and,  so  far  from  the  price  being  af- 
fected by  the  circumstance  that  the  Government  is  in  fact 
the  purchaser,  the  seller  may  never  know  that  fact.  He 
makes  his  transfer  to  the  nominal  purchaser,  and  that 
purchaser  to  the  United  SUtes;  and  it  is  only  by  fol- 
lowing the  transfers  upon  the  books  kept  in  tlie  transfer 
office,  that  it  will  become  known  that  the  Government 
has  purchased  the  stocks.  This  fact  noay  not  be  made 
known  until  the  investments  are  completed,  and  tlic 
purchases  for  the  Government  have  closed.  So  with 
the  sales,  when  the  Government  may  find  it  necessary 
to  sell;  and  no  apprehension,  therefore,  can  be  justly 
entertained  by  reason  of  the  connexion  of  the  public 
Treasury  wilh  these  operations. 

Mr.  W.  said  it  was  undoubtedly  true,  in  case  large 
amounts  were  to  be  invested  at  one  time,  that  an  ap- 
preciation of  the  stocks  might  be  the  consequence.  It 
was  a  law  of  trade,  of  universal  application,  that  an  un- 
usual demand  for  any  article  in  the  market  had  a  ten- 
dency to  raise  the  price  of  that  article  in  a  ratio  gov- 
erned by  the  demand  and  supply;  and,  in  reference  to 
the  investments  provided  for,  this  rule  would  operate 
in  the  same  manner  that  it  would  upon  mercantile,  or 
(iny  other  transactions  of  trade.  As,  however,  he  had 
sliown  (he  hoped  satisfactorily  to  the  Senate)  that  the 
amounts  to  be  invested,  as  surplus  beyond  the  appro- 
priations made  by  Congress,  could  not  be  large,  and 
that  the  amount  of  stocks  in  the  market,  of  the  descrip- 
tion to  which  the  investments  were  confined,  was  ample 
at  present,''and  would  increase  much  more  rapidly  than 
any  possible  increase  of  our  surplus  revenues,  he 
thought  he  had  answered  the  last  two  objections  named, 
BO  effectually  as  to  prevent  their  repetition. 

Another  objection  had  been  made  to  the  propositions 
he  had  submitted,  of  a  personal  character.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  were 
not  the  persons  to  whom  the  trust  of  making  these  in- 
vestments  ought  to  be  confided.  Mr.  W.  said  he  had 
named  these  commissioners,  not  because  he  had  any 
especial  preference  for  those  particular  officers,  as  the 
trustees  of  the  Treasury,  upon  this  particular  occasion. 
Indeed,  he  did  not  know  that  he  could  tell  who  the  com- 
missioners were  at  the  present  moment;  but  he  believed 
the  Vice  President,  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  the  Secretories  of  SUte  and  of  the  Treasury, 
and  the  Attorney  General,  were  of  the  number,  if  not 
the  whole  board.  He  must  be  permitted  to  say  he  had 
full  and  entire  confidence  in  the  individuals  who  now 
held  these  important  offices,  and,  for  himself,  he  would 
most  cheerfully  confide  to  their  intelligence  and  integ« 
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rity  any  trust,  pecuniary  or  political;  but  he  had  design 
nated  the  coounissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  for  the  rea- , 
son  that  our  fathers  had  designated  those  high  officers, 
whoever  the  individuals  might  chance  to  be,  to  dis- 
charge much  more  important  duties  in  reference  to  the 
great  and  vita!  interests  of  the  Treasury — the  payment 
of  the  national  debt,  and  not  from  any  personal  or  po- 
litical attachment  to  the  gentlemen  who  now  filled  the 
places.  If  objection  was  to  be  seriously  made  on  ac- 
count of  this  reature  of  the  propositions,  and  any  Sena- 
tor would  name  other  public  officers,  whose  duties 
would  permit  the  requisite  attention  to  the  trust,  and 
who  could  be  less  ezceptionably  charged  with  it,  he 
would  most  cheerfully  consent  to  the  change.  He  was 
sure  he  did  not  mistake  the  feelings  of  any  one  of  the 
officers  he  had  named,  when  he  said  he  could  not  render 
to  them  a  more  acceptable  service  than  by  discharging 
them  from  the  unpleasant  responsibilities  which  a  faith- 
ful eitecution  of  the  proposed  trust  might  impose.  He 
had  been  unable,  however,  after  the  most  mature  re- 
flection upon  the  subject,  to  change  the  selection  of 
trustees,  and  must,  therefore,  wait  to  hear  the  sugges- 
tions of  those  who  found  objection  in  this  part  of  his 
propositions.  He  hsd  heard  the  objections  with  patience, 
and  be  would  endeavor  to  receive  and  consider  any 
amendments  with  impartiality  and  candor. 

Mr.  W.  said  when  he  had  originally  ofTered  the  sec- 
tions  of  the  bill  upon  which  he  was  now  remarking, 
seven  millions  of  dollars  was  named  as  the  sum  to  be 
led  in  the  Treasury  to  meet  the  disbursements  of  each 
quarter.  Before  he  commenced  his  present  observa- 
tions, he  had  modified  the  proposition  by  striking  out  the 
word  **  seven,"  and  thus  leaving  the  sum  blank.  He 
had  done  this,  because  he  wished  the  vote  might  indi- 
cate the  sense  of  the  Senate  upon  the  principle  con- 
tained in  the  section,  without  involving  objections  of 
detail,  which,  it  was  most  manifest,  the  fixing  of  this 
sum  would  involve.  The  counter-proposition  already 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Cal- 
MouN,]  with  a  much  less  sum  (three  millions^  inserted, 
afTorded  conclusive  evidence  of  a  wide  diflerence  of 
opinion  upon  this  point,  and  proved  satisfactorily  to  his 
mind  that  the  question  between  the  two  propositions 
ought  to  be  presented  to  the  Senate  without  reference 
to  this  amount;  that  the  principle  of  each  might  be 
disembarrassed  from  this  mere  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  the  amount  to  be  left  in  the  Treasury,  whether  the 
one  proposition  or  the  other  should  be  adopted.  He 
thanked  the  honorable  Senator  for  his  agreement  with 
him  in  this  opinion,  and  for  having  modified  his  propo- 
sitions in  conformity  with  it,  by  leaving  the  sum  blank 
in  them  also.  Indeed,  Mr.  W.  said,  the  fixing  of  this 
sum,  in  any  event,  ought  to  be  the  act  of  the  Senate, 
and  not  of  any  member  of  the  Senate  who  might  choose 
to  submit  propositions  as  to  the  disposition  of  any  sur- 
plus revenue  which  might  be  found  in  the  Treasury. 
This  position  would  be  sound,  under  any  circumstances; 
End  was  more  especially  so  at  this  time,  when  appropria- 
tions to  a  greater  extent  than  usual  were  not  only  pro- 
posed to  be  made,  but  conceded  on  all  hands  to  be 
proper,  and  when,  therefore,  the  amount  to  be  retained 
for  the  uses  of  each  quarter  would  be,  to  an  unusual 
extent,  dependant  upon  the  appropriations  actually 
made. 

There  was,  however,  (Mr.  W.  said,)  a  manifest  differ- 
ence as  to  the  sum  which  ought  to  supply  the  blank  in 
the  section  he  had  offered  from  that  which  had  been  of- 
eredby  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhouit,] 
b^bause  the  rule  of  action  of  the  two  propositions  upon 
the  funds  in  the  Treasury  was  wholly  different.  That 
offered  by  him  directed  the  commissioners  of  the  sink- 
ing fund,  at  the  commencement  of  each  quarter  of  the 
year,  to  estimate  not  only  the  payments,  but  the  receipts 


for  the  coming  quarter;  and  from  that  estimate  to  de- 
termine the  average  of  moneys  to  be  found  in  the  Treas- 
ury for  the  quarter,  and  to  invest  all  above  the  amount 
which  was  ^o  fill  the  blank  in  question,  in  the  manner 
pointed  out  in  the  provisions.  The  antagonist  proposi- 
tions of  the  Senator  provided  for  annual  distribution?, 
leaving  in  the  Treasury,  regardless  of  future  receipts,  a 
specified  amount  to  meet  outstanding  appropriatiouR. 

The  rule  of  calculation  was,  therefore,  entirely  differ- 
ent, and  the  blank  in  each  should  be  filled  with  refer- 
ence to  that  rule.  In  the  former  case,  the  calculation 
was  to  be  made  at  the  commencement  of  the  quarter, 
and  the  receipts  as  well  as  the  expenditures  of  the  quar- 
ter were  to  be  brought  into  the  estimate;  while,  in  the 
latter  case,  a  gross  sum  was  to  be  left  in  the  Treasury, 
at  the  commencement  of  each  year,  which,  together 
with  the  receipts  of  the  year  not  estimated,  was  to  con- 
stitute its  means  for  the  coming  year.  In  the  one  case, 
the  blank  should  be  filled  by  a  sum  which  would  meet 
the  entire  payments  of  the  quarter;  while,  in  the  other, 
it  should  be  such  a  sum  as,  when  added  to  the  whole 
receipts  of  the  future  year,  would  meet  the  whole  pay- 
ments of  t|^at  year.  It  was,  therefore,  most  apparent 
that,  in  actine  upon  the  different  principles  proposed, 
this  sum  should  be  left  blank,  and  that  the  blank  should 
be  filled  with  reference  to  the  proposition  adopted.  It 
was  equally  apparent  to  his  mind,  (Mr.  W.  said,)  that 
the  sum  to  be  inserted  in  either  case  must  depend  mainly 
upon  the  appropriations  made,  and  to  be  made,  by  Con- 
gress, during  its  present  session.  The  quarterly  payments 
mustsurelv  depend  upon  that  legislation;  and  the  question 
whether  the  receipts  of  the  next  year  will  be  equal  to  the 
expenditures  of  that  year,  must  also  depend,  in  a  great  de- 
gree, upon  the  amount  ofoutstanding  appropriations  at  the 
close  of  this  y^ar.  The  appropriation  bills  for  the  pre- 
sent year  are  very  late.  Few  of  them  have  vet  passed 
and  become  laws,  although  the  one-half  of  the  year 
has  nearly  expired.  If,  then,  they  be  greater  than  usual, 
there  is  the  more  reason  to  expect  that  the  amount  of 
outstanding  appropriations,  at  the  close  of  the  year,  will 
be  unusually  large.  This  amount,  whatever  it  may  be, 
is  to  be  added  to  the  current  calls  upon  the  Treasury  of 
the  next  year;  and,  therefore,  in  fixing  upon  a  sum  to 
be  left  in  the  Treasury  on  the  first  day  of  the  year,  the 
amount  of  outstanding  appropriations  should  be  espe- 
cially regarded. 

In  this  view  of  the  subject  (Mr.  W.  said)  he  bad  no 
hesitation  In  saying  that  the  blank  in  the  propositions  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhoun]  could 
only  be  filled  safely  by  a  deduction  of  the  outstanding 
appropriations,  separate  from  the  sum  which  it  might  be 
necessary  to  retain  in  the  Treasury  at  the  commence- 
ment of  each  year,  to  render  it  safe  against  alt  current 
calls.  In  reference  to  the  propositions  he  had  submit- 
ted, entirely  different  considerations  might  govern  our 
legislation.  In  the  first  place,  an  estimate  was  to  be 
made  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  each  quarter, 
and  the  sum  to  be  invested  was  to  be  regulated  by  that 
estimate,  by  deducting  from  the  moneys  in  the  Treasury, 
and  the  estimated  receipts  for  the  quarter,  the  estimated 
payments  for  the  same  quarter.  That  estimate,  howev- 
er, might  be  erroneous  upon  the  one  side  or  the  sther; 
but  the  consequence  of  error,  in  either  case,  could  not 
be  materially  injurious  to  the  public  interests.  If  the 
estimate  should  be  too  favorable  to  the  Treasury,  the 
only  conseauence  would  be,  that  the  amount  of  the 
error  would  remain  in  the  Treasury  uninvested  du- 
ring the  quarter.  If,  on  the  other  band,  the  estimate 
should  be  too  short,  and  leave  the  Treasury  without 
means,  the  propositions  not  only  authorize,  but  direct, 
the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  immediately 
to  sell  so  much  of  the  stocks  in  which  the  investments 
have   been  made  as  oiay  be  necessary  to  supply  the 
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Treaaury  with  means  equal  lo  its  wants.  At  no  time, 
umlcr  these  propositions,  are  the  means  placed  beyond 
the  reach  and  control  of  the  fiscal  affairs  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, or  in  a  situation  in  which  they  cannot  be  com* 
manded  by  the  action  of  the  oflicers  and  agfents  of  this 
Government,  to  supply  the  wants  of  the  national  Treas- 
ury. The  filling  of  the  blank,  therefore,  in  this  section, 
is  much  less  important  than  in  that  offerecf  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhoun.]  In  this  case, 
the  propositions,  of  themselves,' provide  a  correction  for 
any  error  which  may  arise.  In  the  other  case,  the  money 
is  placed  in  the  keeping  of  the  States;  is  put  beyond  the 
reach  of  this  Government  or  its  officers,  upon  the  mere 
security  of  a  legislative  pledge  for.the  repayment  of  the 
principal,  without  interest;  and  cannot  be  reclaimed, 
whatever  may  be  the  wants  of  the  national  Treasury, 
but  upon  the  voluntary,  separate,  and  independent  ac- 
tion of  the  I^egislatures  of  all  those  States  which  shall  re- 
ceive their  respective  dividends.  Hence,  the  far  great- 
er importance  that  the  Senate  should  direct  in  this  mat- 
ter;  and  that  these  blanks,  and  especially  that  in  the 
proposition  of  the  Senator,  should  be  filled  with  great 
caution,  and  with  particular  reference  not  only  to  the 
outstanding  appropriations,  but  to  such  future  appropri- 
ations as  any  measures  of  national  policy  now  to  be  adopt- 
ed may  require.  He  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  (Mr.  W. 
said)  to  throw  out  these  suggestions;  and  be  would  con- 
tent himself  with  their  expression,  until  some  specific 
molion  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  one  or  the  other  propo- 
sition should  bring  the  question  more  directly  before  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  had  two  insuperable  objections  to 
prefer  against  the  propositions  oftered  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhouft,]  for  a  disposition 
of  the  surplus  revenue.  The  first  was,  that  he  consider- 
ed them,  in  substance  and  in  effect,  propositions  lo  make 
a  general  distribution  to  the  States  of  all  the  revenues  in 
the  national  Treasury,  from  whatever  source  derived, 
and,  in  that  sense,  to  embrace  the  adoption  of  a  principle 
which  he  considered  more  dangerous  to  our  civil  institu- 
tions, State  and  national,  than  any  other  which  could  be 
presented  for  the  sanction  of  Congress.  The  taxing 
powers  of  this  Government  were  to  be  used  to  accumu- 
late money  for  distribution  to  the  sovereign  and  inde- 
pendent States  of  the  confederacy.  Those  States  were 
to  be  taught  to  look  to  this  Government  for  the  means 
to  supply  their  wants;  for  the  money  to  sustain  their  in- 
stitutions; for  the  funds  to  meet  their  legislative  appro- 
priations. Can  relations  of  this  sort  be  established,  and 
the  independence  of  the  States  be  preserved  ?  Can  the 
Government  of  a  Slate  feel  or  exercise  an  indepen- 
dence of  the  power  which  feeds  and  sustains  it  by  direct 
and  gratuitous  contributions  from  its  Treasury?  Whal 
step  can  be  so  eminently  calculated  as  this,  to  produce 
speedy  and  perfect  consolidation^ 

Mr.  W.  said  he  knew  he  should  be  answered  that  it 
was  not  proposed  lo  give,  but  to  loan,  this  money  to  the 
States;  to  take  their  bonds  or  securities  for  its  repay- 
ment, upon  the  call  of  Congress.  It  would  be  further 
said  that  the  omission  to  charge  interest  was  a  matter  of 
entire  discretion  with  Congres"*,  and  of  justice  to  the 
States,  inasmuch  as  the  money  had  been  collected  from 
the  people  of  the  States;  and,  if  not  wanted  for  the 
uses  of  this  Government,  ought  to  be  submitted  to  the 
States  for  their  use,  without  charge.  These  were, 
specious  answers,  to  which  the  form  of  the  propositions 
gave  countenance;  but  what  would  be  their  practical 
effect?  The  money  was  to  go  to  the  States  upon  a  rule 
of  distribution  prescribed,  and  claimed  to  be  equal 
and  just;  it  was  to  f^o  to  them  for  any  uses  they  may 
choose  to  make  of  it,  and  without  interest.  In  return 
for  the  money,  the  several  State  Legislatures  are  to 
pass  laws  declaring  that  the  State  will  repay  the  prin- 


cipal when  Congress  shall,  by  law,  call  for  the  pay- 
ment. Does  any  one  believe  that  the  national  Treas- 
ury will  ever  receive  back  one  dollar  of  the  money 
distributed  upon  these  terms?  What  is  the  course? 
The  immediate  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor  is  estab- 
lished between  each  of  the  States  and  the  Federal 
Government,  and  the  power  to  demand  payment  is 
left  with  the  representatives  of  the  States,  and  of  the 
people  ot  the  States,  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress; 
while  the  response  to  that  demand  rests  with  the  States 
themselves,  acting  through  their  respective  Legislatures, 
or  otherwise,  as  they  shall  choose.  The  Treasury  is  in 
want.  Will  the  States,  through  their  agents  here,  make 
a  demand  upon  themselves  to  supply  that  want?  Never, 
Mr.  President.  They  may,  through  that  channel,  call 
for  increased  distributions,  but  never  for  the  repayment 
of  moneys  which  have  been  distributed  and  expended. 

it  must  not  be  alleged,  Mr.  W.  said,  that,  in  making 
these  remarks,  he  expressed  distrust  of  the  patriotism  or 
faith  of  the  States.  No  man  entertained  more  confidence 
in  both  than  himself;  but  the  government  of  the  States 
was  Uie  government  of  the  people  of  the  States,  and  the 
people  of  the  Slates  composed  the  vast,  sagacious,  enter- 
prising business  community,  which  all  here  in  common 
represent,  and  of  whose  interests  they,  as  an  aggregate 
number,  are  quite  as  perfect  judges  as  their  representa- 
tives anvwhere.  He  should  never  express  a  doubt  of 
their  faith  or  patriotism;  nor  did  he  doubt  that  they 
would,  at  all  times,  and  for  all  proper  purposes,  keep 
the  national  Treasury  fully  and  richly  supplied.  If,  how- 
ever, want  should  come  upon  that  Treasury,  the  man- 
ner of  answering  that  want  would  be  before  ihe  people, 
and  subject  to  their  interests  ^and  their  will.  If  an  in- 
crease of  the  duties  upon  imports,  an  increase  of  indirect 
taxation,  shall  be  more  acceptable  to  the  majority  than 
a  call  upon  the  States  f<n*  the  money  now  proposed  to  be 
intrusted  to  them,  that  mode  of  supplying  the  Treasury 
will,  of  course,  be  adopted.  Which — he  would  ask  every 
Senator  to  answer  to  himself  in  candor  and  sincerity— 
whicli  would  be  the  most  probable  resort?  In  case  of  a 
call  upon  the  States,  all  would  be  equally  interested, 
and  all  would  be  likely  to  resist.  Such  a  call,  if  the 
rule  of  distribution  should  be  a  proper  and  constitutional 
rule,  would  be,  in  effect,  precisely  equivalent  to  laying 
a  direct  tax  to  the  amount,  and  the  interests  of  no  State 
or  section  of  the  country  could,  in  any  event,  be  promo- 
ted by  it;  but  in  an  increase  of  the  duties  upon  foreign 
importations,  and  the  consequent  increase  of  the  revenue 
from  customs,  a  large  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
whole  Union,  as  experience  has  shown,  may  easily  be 
made  to  believe,  if  the  fact  be  not  so,  that  their  interests 
will  be  directly  and  essentially  promoted.  Who,  then, 
can  doubt  that  this  mode,  instead  of  a  call  upon  the 
Slates  for  the  money  parcelled  out  to  them,  will  be  the 
mode  of  supplying  any  future  wants  of  the  Treasury,  so 
long  as  a  resort  to  this  indirect  taxation  can  reach  that 
objecl  ?  If  a  calamitous  and  expensive  war  shall  come 
upon  the  nation,  and  our  commerce  shall  be  so  far  inter- 
rupted or  destroyed  as  to  render  any  rates  of  duty  upon 
imports  an  inadequate  supply  to  the  Treasury,  then,  in- 
deed, (Mr.  W.  said,)  this  money' might  be  called  for; 
because  then  no  other  resort  but  to  such  a  call,  or  to  a 
direct  tax,  would  remain  to  Congress.  Still  an  impor- 
tant and  most  delicate  question  would,  even  then,  be 
likely  to  govern  the  action  of  the  national  Legislature. 
Each  State  would  calculate  the  relative  effect  upon  itself 
of  a  call  for  the  money,  or  a  direct  tax  to  raise  the  tame 
amount.  The  interests  of  the  States  whose  population 
shall  have  relatively  diminished  between  the  time  of  the 
receipt  of  the  money  and  the  time  when  a  call  shall  be 
proposed,  will  dictate  to  it,  and  to  its  representativet 
here,  to  favor  a  direct  tax  in  preference  to  a  call;  be- 
cause its  proportion  of  the  tax  will  be  less  than  was  its 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1613 


OF  DB«ATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1614 


Mat  27,  1836.] 


PuUic  Depoaiies, 


[Sbnatk. 


proportion  of  the  money,  distributed  when  its  relative 
position  amon^  the  States  was  higher.  On  the  contrary, 
the  relatively  increasing  States,  those  whose  population 
shall  bear  a  higher  proportion  to  the  whole  when  the  call 
comes  than  when  the  distribution  took  place,  will  favor 
a  call  instead  of  a  tax,  because  the  proper  lion  of  money 
falling  to  their  share  will  have  been  less  than  their  pro- 
portion of  the  tax  when  they  shall  have  become  rela- 
tively more  populous.  The  preponderance  of  these  in- 
terests will,  of  course,  determine  the  action  of  Congress 
when  the  crisis  shall  have  arrived. 

If  this  view  of  the  subject  be  sound  and  practical,  will 
any  one  contend  that  the  disposition  of  the  surplus,  ac- 
cording to  these  propositions,  is,  in  eifect,  any  thing  less 
than  a  general  and  unrestricted  distribution  uf  it  to  the 
States?  The  repayment  is  submitted  to  tlieir  action,  and 
is  subject  to  their  pleasure;  and  all  the  constitutional 
means  for  a'supply  of  money  to  the  Treasury,  separate 
from  a  call  for  this  money,  will  be  constantly  as  open  to 
them  and  to  their  representatives  here,  as  they  now  are, 
and  will  remain,  if  this  distribution  be  not  made.  Is, 
then,  the  position  sound,  titat  Congress  will  never  make 
the  call  until  a  necessity  either  of  levying  a  direct  tax, 
or  of  making  it,  shall  exist?  And  if  it  be,  is  the  position 
of  tKe  general  Government  made,  in  any  respect,  better, 
by  havmg  required  the  promise  of  payment  as  a  condi- 
tion precedent  to  dividing  out  the  moneys  of  the  I'reas- 
ury  to  the  States?  Mr.  W.  said  he  could  not  see  that  it 
was,  while  he  could  see  the  most  fearful  evils  which 
might  arise  from  this  debtor  and  creditor  reUtion  be- 
tween the  States  and  this  Government.  He  could  fore- 
see incalculable  evils  which  might  grow  out  of  the  con- 
flicting and  contrary  interests  of  tiie  diflerent  Slates, 
whenever  it  should  be  proposed  by  the  federal  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  call  lur  this  money,  and  thus  attempt 
to  render  the  promises  to  pay  operative,  lie  was  com- 
pelled further  to  apprehend,  in  consequence  of  these 
propositions,  should  they  be  adopted,  an  early  agitation 
of  the  tariff'  controversy,  and  the  revival  of  local  ques- 
tions which  have  so  recently  tried  the  strength  of  tiiis 
Union  more  severely  than  it  had  ever  before  been  tried, 
and  given  to  our  institutions  a  shock  which  every  patriot 
would  long  remember,  and  labor,  to  Uie  utmost  of  his 
power,  to  avoid  in  future. 

His  second  objection,  Mr.  W.  said,  was  against  the 
rule  of  distribution  adopted.  It  was  directed  to  be  made 
according  to  the  representation  of  each  State  in  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  lie  must  sup- 
pose, if  Congress  possess  the  power,  under  the  constitu- 
tion, to  divide  out  the  moneys  in  the  pubhc  Treasury  to 
the  States,  or  to  the  people  of  the  States,  that  the  rule 
of  distribution  must  fullow  that  which  governs  the  col- 
lection of  the  same. money.  That  rule  u  the  rule  of 
representation  and  taxation  {  is  the  rule  vf  federal  num- 
bers; is  the  rate  of  representation,  as  nearly  as  may  be, 
by  which  the  States  are  represented  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  It  has  never  before  been  proposed  to 
include  the  Senate  in  any  calculation  of  equality  between 
the  States.  The  constitution  has  iano  instance  included 
it;  and  he  must  think  that  its  inclusion  here  was  against 
the  spirit  and  against  the  express  provisions  of  that  in- 
strument. How  had  this  money  been  accumulated^ 
By  taxation,  direct  or  indirect.  From  whom  had  it  been 
collected?  From  the  people  of  the  States.  The  con- 
stitution prescribed  the  rule  by  which,  and  by  which 
only.  Congress  might  tax  them;  and  that  was  in  propor- 
tion to  their  federal  numbers.  If  the  money  is  not 
wanted  for  the  uses  of  the  federal  Government,  to 
whom  does  it  belong?  and  to  whom  should  it  be  return- 
ed? Most  certainly  to  the  people  from  whom  it  has  been 
collected,  and  in  the  same  proportions  which  governed 
its  collection  from  them.  It  should  be  distributed,  then, 
upon  the  federal  numbers  of  the  States,  or  upon  their 


representation  in  the  House  of  Representatives  alone; 
and  the  representation  in  the  Senate,  which  has  no  rela- 
tion to  the  population  or  tax-paying  liabilities  of  the 
States,  should  not  be  included. 

Another  argument  against  the  adoption  of  this  rule  of 
distribution,  of  the  strongest  cliaracter,  was  to  be  found 
in  the  certainty  it  would  create  that  the  money  would 
never  be  called  for,  even  to  avoid  direct  taxation.  By 
this  rule,  all  the  small  States  would  obtain  a  large  amount 
of  the  money  to  be  distributed,  beyond  the  proportion 
to  which  their  federal  numbers  would  entitle  them. 
Sixteen  of  the  twenty-four  States  would  gain,  and  eight 
only  would  lose.  Present,  then,  in  this  body,  where 
the  States  are  represented  equally,  the  alternative  of  a 
direct  tax,  or  a  call  upon  the  States  for  this  money,  and 
which  do  you  think,  Mr.  President,  would  be  adopted? 
Would  the  sixteen  States  prevail,  or  the  eight?  and  if 
the  sixteen,  which  alternative  would  they  choose^  That, 
of  course,  which  the  interests  of  the  States  represented 
here,  and  holding  the  majority,  should  dictate.  What 
would  be  that  interest?  In  the  distribution  of  the  money 
to  be  repaid,  tliey  will  fiave  received  a  proportion  much 
greater  than  their  proportion  of  federal  population, 
because  the  rule  of  distribution  included  their  represen- 
tation in  the  Senate.  If,  t^en,  they  consent  to  the  call 
for  repayment,  they  must  return  the  money  received. 
On  the  contrary,  if  these  States  adopt  a  direct  tax,  they 
have  only  to  raise  a  sum  equal  to  their  exact  propor- 
tions in  the  scale  of  federal  numbers,  and  therefore  will_ 
be  direct  gainers  by  preferring  the  tax  and  rejecting  a 
call  for  the  money. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  must,  in  justice  to  himself,  state  that 
the  fact,  that  the  rule  proposed  to  be  adopted  would 
work  the  greatest  injustice  to  his  own  State,  had  very 
little  influence  with  him  in  urging  this  objection.  If  a 
distribution  Was  to  be  made,  and  New  York  .was  to  be  a 
recipient,  it  was  his  duty  to  contend  for  her  rights;  but 
in  debt  as  she  was,  if  all  her  citizens  entertained  his 
feelings  and  opinions  upon  this  subject,  they  would  look, 
as  they  most  safely  might,  to  her  wealth,  to  her  enter- 
prise, to  her  immense  advantages  and  resources,  to  pay 
her  debts  and  carry  her  on  to  her  high  destiny,  and  would 
not  prostrate  her  before  the  national  Treasury,  for  the 
miserable  boon  of  a  few  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Were 
he  permitted  to  advise,  his  State  would  never  accept  the 
money  proposed  to  be  intrusted  to  her  upon  the  terms 
prescribed. 

Another  objection  (Mr.  W.  said)  remained  to  be  an- 
swered, which  had  been  very  generally  urged  against 
the  propositions  he  had  offered  upon  this  subject.  It 
was,  that  an  investment  of  the  surplus  in  the  manner  he 
had  proposed  would  be  unequal,  as  between  the  differ- 
ent States;  ^and  that  those  States  which  had  no  debt, 
which  had  issued  no  stock,  or  securities  of  any  descrip- 
tion, would  obtain  no  part  of  the  moneys  to  be  invested. 
A  perfect  and  conclusive  answer  to  this  objection  might 
be,  that  it  was  at  the  option  of  the  States  to  issue  stocks 
or  not;  and  therefore  it  was  at  their  option  to  participate 
or  not  in  these  investments,  as  any  State  which  would 
issue  stocks,  and  offer  them  in  the  market  upon  the  most 
favorable  terms,  would,  of  course,  be  most  likely  to  ob- 
tain investments.  This,  however,  was  not  the  answer 
upon  which  he  chose  to  rest  his  defence  to  the  objec- 
tion. The  objection  had  arisen  from  the  fact  that  gen- 
tlemen had  yielded  all  their  reflections  to  the  various 
plans  for  an  equal  distribution  of  these  moneys  to  the 
States;  and  they  had  connected,  in  their  minds,  the 
propositions  he  had  made,  with  reflections  of  this  char- 
acter. There  was  no  connexion  between^ the  two  sub- 
jects, and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  convince  every  Sena- 
tor that  the  objection  was  wholly  inapplicable,  in  prac- 
tice, to  the  plan  of  investment  he  had  suggested.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  nature  of  a  distribution  among  the 
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States  connected  with  the  plan.  No  transaction  with 
the  States,  of  any  sort,  was  proposed.  The  adoption  of 
the  propositions  could  not  benefit  or  injure  any  State,  or 
give  any  one  State  any  possible  advantage  over  any  other 
State.  The  investments  were  to  be  made  by  a  purchase 
of  the  stocks  in  the  market,  at  the  market  value;  and  be- 
fore they  could  come  there,  they  must  have  been  sold  by 
the  State  issuing  them.  That  State,  therefore,  must 
have  received  its  money,  and  could  have  no  interest 
whatever  in  the  sale  to  the  United  States,  and  the  pur- 
chase by  them.  It  must  have  taken  upon  itself  the  obli- 
gation to  pay  the  interest  upon  the  stock  at  a  given  time 
and  place,  and  to  redeem  the  principal  at  a  specified 
day.  No  change  could  be  made  in  these  obligations  by 
a  transfer  of  the  stocks  to  the  United  States,  any  more 
than  by  a  similar  transfer  to  any  private  individual}  and 
whatever  premium  the  Government  may  pay  does  not 
go  to  the  benefit  of  the  State  issuing  the  stock,  but  to 
the  holder,  of  whom  the  purchase  is  made.  So,  also,  if 
the  Government  sell  the  stock  of  any  State  which  it  may 
liave  purchased,  the  State,  or  its  interests,  are  in  no  way 
affected  by  the  sale:  its  obli^fions  and  responsibilities 
are  unchanged.  Mr.  W.  said,  the  better  to  illustrate 
his  meaning,  the  Senate  roust  permit  him  to  take  a  sim- 
ple business  example.  1  give  my  note  to  you,  Mr. 
President,  for  the  sum  of  $100,  payable  at  the  expira- 
tion of  twenty  years  from  its  date,'  with  interest  at  the 
rate  of  five  per  cent,  per  annum;  the  interest  to  be  paid 
annually  at  a  specified  place,  and  the  principal  to  be 
paid  at  the  same  place  when  it  falls  due;  and  I  make  the 
note  negotiable.  Can  it,  by  any  possibility,  interest  me 
whether  you  hold  that  note,  or  sell  it;  or  whether  it  be 
negotiated  but  once  in  the  whole  twenty  years,  or  every 
week  in  the  term;  whether  it  be  held  by  individuals  or 
bodies  politic;  by  a  pauper  or  by  the  United  States f  Mr. 
W.  saia  he  was  unable  to  comprehend  how  his  interests 
could  be  affected  in  the  supposed  case,  and  he  was 
equally  unable  to  discover  how  the  interests  of  the 
States  were  to  be  aflTected,  either  beneficially  or  injuri- 
ously, by  permitting  the  United  States  to  purchase  their 
stocks  in  the  market,  as  a  mere  investment  of  monejrin 
the  Treasury.  He  was  sure  gentlemen  must  see  that 
the  objection  was  groundless,  and  had  proceeded  from 
the  mistaken  idea  that  the  States,  whose  stocks  should 
be  purchased,  were  to  be  materially  benefited,  and  that, 
therefore,  there  ought  to  be  some  provision  to  make  the 
purchases  equal  among  the  States;  whereas,  neither  the 
purchase  nor  sale  could  affect,  in  any  way,  the  interests 
of  the  State  issuing  the  stocks. 

So  far  from  desiring 4his  equality,  (Mr.  W.  said,  J  the 
very  certain  inequality  was,  to  his  mind,  one  of  the 
highest  merits  of  the  propositions.  It  was  not  likely 
that  the  United  States  would  hold  the  stocks  of  a  large 
number  of  States  at  the  same  time,  and  those  would  be 
held  in  very  unequal  quantities.  This  fact  would  cause 
the  representatives  of  the  States  against  which  no  secu- 
rities were  held,  to  attend  vigilantly  to  the  collection  or 
disposition  of  those  held  against  other  States,  and,  in  an 
equal  degree,  would  induce  the  representatives  from 
those  States  against  which  small  amounts  were  held,  to 
see  that  those  against  which  the  amounts  were  large 
were  made  punctually  to  meet  their  payments.  One  of 
his  most  important  objections  to  any  plan  of  distribution, 
with  a  view  to  repayment,  was  predicated  upon  the  fact 
that  all  would  be  equally  interested  against  a  repayment; 
that  there  would  be  none  to  exercise  vigilance,  because  all 
would  resist  collection;  that  repayment  would  never  be 
made,  because  there  wculd  be  no  one  to  demand  it.  In- 
-Vestments  in  the  manner  he  proposed  would  be  free 
from  these  objections,  and  would  stimulate  the  majority 
^  to  watchfulness  and  care  that  collections  were  promptly 
made. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  had  but  one  single  further  suggestion 


to  make,  and  he  would  resume  his  seat.  He  wished  to 
inquire  of  those  gentlemen  who  had  voted  for  the  land 
bill,  and  who  now  proposed  to  support  the  propositions 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Cai> 
hovf]  to  distribute  the  surplus  revenue  among  the 
States,  whether  the  two  measures  would,  or  would  not, 
conflict  with  each  other?  whether  they  were,  or  were 
not,  intended  as  antagonist  measures?  That  bill  pro- 
vides for  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of 
the  public  lands  on  specified  days,  and  extends  through 
the  year  1837.  These  propositions  make  the  same  dis- 
position of  all  the  revenues  in  the  Treasury,  over  a  given 
sum  to  be  named,  upon  specified  days,  without  regard 
to  the  sources  from  which  the  moneys  may  have  been 
derived,  and  extends  its  action  through  the  year  1841. 
If  he  was  not  mistaken,  the  distributions  under  the  two 
bills  were  to  take  place,  in  some  instances  at  least,  on 
the  same  day.  What  he  wished  gentlemen  to  inform 
him  was,  which  bill  would  take  the  money;  for  he  sup- 
posed either  would  take  all  which  could  be  called  sur- 
plus. The  rule  of  distribution  was  very  different  In  the 
two  cases,  and  he  would  be  glad  to  learn  whether  it 
was  intended,  by  this  measure,  to  repeal  in  effect  the 
land  bill.  His  inquiries  were  particularly  directed  to 
the  author  of  this  scheme  for  distribution,  and  he  should 
await  his  answer. 

When  Mr.  W.  had  concluded— 

Mr.  LEIGH  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a 
provision  of  the  substitute,  by  wliich  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  though  he  cannot  change  the  places  of 
deposite  during  the  session  of  Congress  without  its  con- 
sent; yet,  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  absolute  power 
of  such  change  is  given  him  beyond  the  remedy  of  Con- 

?[re8s,   the  Secretary  being  only  required  to  make  a 
hiitless  report  of  his  reasons  for  the  change. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  acknowledged  this  to  be  a  feature  of 
his  substitute  for  the  bill. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN, 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Saturbat,  Mat  28. 
RESIGNATION  OF  Mr.  HILL. 
The  CHAIR  communicated  the  following  letter  of 
resignation  from  the  Hon.  Isaac  Hill;  which  was  read: 

Washirqtov,  May  28,  1836. 
Sin:  Having  been  elected  by  the  citizens  of  New 
Hampshire  to  the  office  of  Chief  Magistrate  of  that  State, 
without  waiting  a  formal  official  communication  of  the 
canvass;  and  it  being  expedient  that  I  should  enter  on 
the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  new  office  during  the 
ensuing  week,  I  communicate  to  you,  and  through  you 
to  the  Senate,  information  that  on  Mondsy  next  I  shall 
resign  my  seat  in  the  Senate. 

With  the  best  wishes  of  happiness  to  yourself,  and  to 
the  Senators  with  whom  I  have  been  associated, 
I  am,  with  great  respect. 

Your  obedient  servant, 

ISAAC  HILL. 
Hon.  Mabtik  Vak  Bunnir, 

Fiu  Prendmi  of  the  United  States. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  to  regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public  money. 
After  some  words  from  Mr.  WRIGHT,  in  explanation, 
Mr.  CALHOUN  said:  This  bill,  which  the  Senator 
from  New  York  proposes  to  strike  out,  in  order  to  sub- 
stitute his  amemiment,  is  no  stranger  to  this  body.  It 
was  reported  at  the  last  session  by  the  select  committee 
on  Executive  patronsgpe,  and  passed  the  Senate,  after 
a  full  and  deliberate  investigation,  by  a  mixed  vote  of 
all  parties,  of  twenty  to  twelve.     As  strong  as  is  this 
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presumptive  evidence  in  its  favor,  I  would,  notwith- 
standing', readily  surrender  the  bill,  and  adopt  the 
amendnnent  of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  if  I  did  not 
sincerely  Believe  that  it  was  liable  to  strong  and  decisive 
objections.  I  seek  no  lead  on  this  important  subject; 
my  sole  aim  is  to  aid  in  applying^  a  remedy  to  what  I 
honestly  believe  to  be  a  deep  and  dangerous  disease  of 
the  body  politic;  and  I  stand  prepared  to  co-operate 
with  any  one,  be  he  of  what  party  he  may,  who  may 
propose  a  remedy,  provided  it  shall  promise  to  be  safe 
and  efficient.  I,  in  particular,  am  desirous  of  co-operat- 
ing with  the  Senator  from  New  York,  not  only  because  1 
desire  the  aid  of  his  distinguished  talents,  but,  still  more, 
of  his  decisive  influence  with  the  powerful  party  of 
which  he  is  so  distinguished  a  member,  and  which  now, 
for  good  or  evil,  holds  the  destiny  of  the  country  in  its 
hands.  It  was  in  this  spirit  that  I  examined  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator;  and,  I  regret  to  say, 
after  a  full  investigation,  I  cannot  acquiesce  in  if,  as  I 
feel  a  deep  conviction  that  it  will  be  neither  safe  nor 
efBcieut.  So  far  from  being  substantially  the  same  as 
the  bill,  as  stated  by  the  Senator,  I  cannot  but  regard  it 
as  essentially  different,  both  as  to  objects  and  means. 
The  objects  of  the  bill  are,  first,  to  secure  the  public 
interest,  as  far  as  it  is  connected  with  the  deposites; 
and,  next,  to  protect  the  banks  in  which  they  are  made 
against  the  influence  and  control  of  the  Executive 
branch  of  this  Government,  with  the  view  both  to  theirs 
and  the  public  interest.  Compared  with  the  bill,  in  re- 
spect to  both,  the  proposed  amendment  will  be  found 
to  favor  the  banks  against  the  people,  and  the  Executive 
against  the  banks.  I  do  not  desire  the  Senate  to  form 
their  opinion  on  my  authority.  I  wish  them  to  examine 
for  themselves;  and,  in  order  to  aid  them  in  the  exami- 
nation, I  shall  now  proceed  to  state,  and  briefly  illustrate, 
the  several  points  of  difference  between  the  bill  and  the 
proposed  amendment,  taking  them  in  the  order  in  which 
they  stand  in  the  bill. 

The  first  section  of  the  bill  provides  that  the  banks 
bliall  pay  at  the  rate  of  two  per  cent,  per  annum  on  the 
deposites  for  the  use  of  the  public  money.  This  pro- 
vision is  entirely  omitted  in  the  amendment,  which  pro- 
poses to  give  to  the  banks  the  use  of  the  money  without 
interest.  That  the  banks  ought  to  pay  something  for 
the  use  of  the  public  money,  all  must  agree,  whatever 
diversity  of  opinion  there  may  be  as  to  the  amount.  Ac- 
cording to  the  last  return  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
there  was,  on  the  1st  of  this  month,  $45,000,000  of  pub- 
lic money  in  the  thirty-six  depository  banks,  which  they 
are  at  liberty  to  use  as  their  own,  for  discount  or  busi- 
ness, till  drawn  out  for  disbursements;  an  event  that  may 
not  happen  for  years.  In  a  word,  this  vast  amount  is  so 
much  additional  banking  capital,  giving  the  same,  or 
nearly  the  same,  profit  to  those  institutions  as  their  per- 
manent chartered  capital,  without  rendering  any  other 
service  to  the  public  than  paying  away  mm  time  to 
time  the  portion  that  might  be  required  for  the  service 
of  the  Government.  Assuming  that  theH>anks  realize  a 
profit  of  six  per  cent,  on  these  deposites,  (it  cannot  be 
estimated  at  less,)  it  would  give,  on  the  present  amount, 
nearly  three  millions  of  dollars  per  annum,  and,  on  the 
probable  average  public  deposites  of  the  year,  upwards 
of  two  millions  of  dollars;  which  enormous  profit  is  de* 
rived  from  the  public  by  comparatively  few  mdividuals, 
without  any  return  or  charge,  except  the  inconsiderable 
service  of  pa>ing  out  the  drafts  of  the  Treasury  when 
presented.  But  it  is  due  to  the  Senator  to  acknowledge 
that  his  amendment  is  predicated  on  the  supposition  that 
.  Sonne  disposition  must  be  made  of  the  surplus  revenue, 
which  would  leave  in  the  banks  a  sum  not  greater  than 
would  be  requisite  to  meet  the  current  expenditure — a 
supposition  which  necessarily  must  affect,  very  material- 
ly affect,  the  decision  of  the  question  of  the  amount  of 
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compensation  the  banks  ought  to  make  to  the  public  for 
the  use  of  its  funds;  but,  let  the  disposition  be  what  it 
may,  the  omission  in  the  amendment  of  any  compensa- 
tion whatever  is,  in  my  opinion,  wholly  indefensible. 

The  next  point  of  difference  relates  to  transfer  war- 
rants. The  bill  prohibits  the  use  of  transfer  warrants, 
except  with  a  view  to  disbursement;  while  the  amend- 
fnent  leaves  them  without  regulation,  under  the  sole 
control  of  the  Treasury  Department.  To  understand 
the  importance  of  this  difference,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  transfer  warrants  are  the  lever  by  which 
the  whole  banking  operations  of  the  country  may  be  con- 
trolled, through  the  deposites.  By  them,  the  public  mo- 
ney may  be  transferred  from  one  bank  to  another,  or 
from  one  State  or  section  of  the  country  to  another  State 
or  section;  and  thus  one  bank  may  be  elevated,  and  ano- 
ther depressed;  and  a  redundant  currency  created  in  one 
State  or  section,  and  a  deficient  in  another;  and,  through 
such  redundancy  or  deficiency,  all  the  moneyed  engage- 
ments and  business  transactions  of  the  whole  community* 
may  be  made  dependant  on  the  will  of  one  man.  With 
the  present  enormous  surplus,  it  is  difficult  to  assign 
limits  to  the  extent  of  this  power.  The  Secretary,  or 
the  irresponsible  agent  unknown  to  the  laws,  who,  rumor 
says,  has  the  direction  of  this  immense  power,  (we  are 
not  permitted  to  have  certain  information,)  may  raise  and 
depress  stocks  and  property  of  all  descriptions,  at  his 
pleasure,  by  withdrawing  from  one  place  and  transfer- 
ring to  another,  to  the  unlimited  gain  of  those  who  are 
in  the  secret,  and  certain  ruin  of  those  who  are  not. 
Such  a  field  of  speculation  has  never  before  been  opened 
in  any  country;  a  field  so  great,  that  the  Rothschilds 
themselves  might  be  tempted  to  enter  it,  with  their  im- 
mense funds.  Nor  is  the  control  which  it  would  give  over 
the  politics  of  the  country  much  less  unlimited.  To  the 
same  extent  that  it  may  be  used  to  affect  the  interests 
and  the  fortunes  of  individuals,  to  the  like  extent  it  may 
be  employed  as  an  instrument  of  political  influence  and 
control.  I  do  not  intend  to  assert  that  it  has  or  will  be 
so  employed:  it  is  not  essential  at  present  to  inquire  how 
it  has  or  will  be  used.  It  is  sufficient  for  my  purpose  to 
show,  as  I  trust  I  have  satisfactorily,  that  it  may  be  so 
employed.  To  guard  against  the  abuse  of  so  dangerous 
a  power,  the  provision  was  inserted  in  the  bill  to  pro- 
hibit the  use  of  transfer  warrants,  except,  as  stated,  for 
the  purpose  of  disbursement;  the  omission  of  which  pro- 
vision in  the  amendment  is  a  fatal  objection  to  it,  of  itself, 
were  there  no  other.  But  it  is  far  from  standing  alone: 
the  next  point  of  difference  will  be  found  to  be  not  less 
striking  and  fatal. 

The  professed  object  of  both  the  bill  and  the  amend- 
ment is  to  place  the  safe  keeping  of  the  public  moneys 
under  the  regulation  and  control  of  law,  instead  of  being 
lefV,  as  it  now  is,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Executive. 
However  strange  it  may  seem,  the  fact  is  nevertheless 
so,  that  the  amendment  entirely  fails  to  effect  the  object 
which  it  is  its  professed  object  to  accomplish.  In  order 
that  it  may  be  distinctly  seen  that  what  I  state  is  the  case, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  view  the  provisions  of  the  bill  and 
the  amendment  in  reference  to  the  deposite  separately, 
as  they  relate  to  the  banks  in  which  the  public  funds  are 
now  deposited,  and  those  which  may  hereafter  be  select* 
ed  to  receive  them. 

The  bill  commences  with  the  former,  which  it  adopts 
as  banks  of  deposite,  and  prescribes  the  regulations  and 
conditions  on  the  observance  of  which  they  shall  continue 
such;  while,  at  the  same  time,  it  places  them  beyond  the 
control  and  influence  of  the  executive  department,  by 
placing  them  under  the  protection  of  law  so  long  as  they 
continue  faithfully  to  perform  their  duty  as  fiscal  agenU 
of  the  Government.  It  next  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  select,  under  certain  circumstances,  ad- 
ditional banks  of  deposite,  as  the  exigency  of  the  publio 
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service  may  require,  on  which  it  imposcB  like  regulations 
and  conditions,  and  places  in  like  manner  under  the  pro- 
tection of  law.  In  all  this  the  amendment  pursues  a  very 
different  course.  It  begins  with  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary to  select  the  banks  of  deposite,  and  limits  the  regu- 
lations and  conditions  it  imposes  on  such  banks;  leaving, 
by  an  express  provision,  the  present  banks  wholly  under 
the  control  of  the  Treasury  or  the  executive  department, 
as  they  now  are,  without  prescribing  any  time  for  the 
selection  of  other  banks  of  deposite,  or  making  it  the 
duty  of  the  Secretary  so  to  do.  The  consequence  is  ob- 
vious. The  Secretary  may  continue  the  present  banks 
as  long  as  he  pleases;  and  so  long  as  he  may  choose  to 
continue  them,  the  provisions  of  the  amendment,  so  far 
as  relates  to  the  deposites,  will  be  a  dead  letter;  and  the 
banks,  of  course^  instead  of  being  under  the  control  of 
the  law,  will  be  contrary,  as  I  have  said,  to  the  professed 
object  both  of  the  bill  and  amendment — ^subject  exclu- 
sively to  his  will. 

The  Senator  has  attempted  to  explain  this  difference, 
but  1  must  say  very  unsatisfactorily.  He  said  that  the 
bill  prohibited  the  selection  of  other  banks;  and,  as  he 
deemed  others  to  be  necessary  at  certain  important 
points,  in  consequence  of  the  present  enormous  surplus, 
he  inserted  the  provision  authorizing  the  selection  of 
other  banks.  The  Senator  has  not  stated  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  accurately;  so  far  from  not  authorizing,  it  ex- 
presaiy  authorizes,  the  selection  of  other  banks  where  there 
are  now  none;  but  I  presume  he  intended  to  limit  his 
remarks  to  places  where  there  are  no  existing  banks  of 
deposite.  Thus  limited,  the  fact  is  as  he  states;  but  it 
by  no  means  explains  the  extraordinary  omission  (for 
such  I  must  consider  it)  of  not  extending  tbe  regulations 
to  the  existing  banks,  as  well  as  to  those  hereafter  to  be 
selected.  If  the  public  service  requires  additional  banks 
at  New  York  and  other  important  points,  in  consequence 
of  the  vast  sums  deposited  there,  (as  I  readily  agree  it 
does,^  if  no  disposition  is  to  be  made  of  the  surplus,  it  is 
certainly  a  very  good  reason  for  enlarging  the  provisions 
of  the  bill,  by  authorizing  the  Secretary  to  select  other 
banks  at  those  points;  but  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  com- 
prehend how  it  proves  that  the  regulations  which  the 
amendment  proposes  to  impose  should  be  exclusively 
limited  to  such  newly  selected  banks.  Nor  do  I  see  why 
the  Senator  has  not  observed  the  same  rule  in  this  case, 
as  that  which  be  adopted  in  reference  to  the  compensa- 
tion the  banks  ought  to  pay  for  the  use  of  the  public 
.money.  He  omitted  to  provide  for  any  compensation, 
on  the  ground  that  his  amendment  proposed  to  dispose 
of  all  the  surplus  money,  leaving  in  the  possession  of  the 
banks  a  sum  barely  sufficient  to  meet  the  current  ex- 
penditure, for  the  use  of  which  he  did  not  consider  it  right 
to  charge  a  compensation.  On  the  same  principle,  it 
was  unnecessary  to  provide  for  the  selection  of  additional 
banks  where  there  are  uow  banks  of  deposite,  aa  the^ 
would  be  ample  if  the  surplus  was  disposed  of.  In  this 
I  understood  the  Senator  himself  to  concur. 

But  it  is  not  only  in  the  important  point  of  extending 
the  regulations  to  the  existing  banks  of  deposite,  that 
the  bill  and  the  amendment  differ.  There  is  a  striking 
difference  between  them  in  reference  to  the  authority 
of  Congress  over  the  banks  of  deposite  embraced  both 
in  the  bill  and  the  amendment.  The  latter,  following 
the  provision  in  the  charter  of  the  late  Bank  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  withdraw  the 
public  deposites,  and  to  discontinue  the  use  of  any  one  of 
the  banks,  whenever,  in  his  opinion,  such  bank  shall 
have  violated  the  conditions  on  which  it  has  been  em- 
ploved,  or  the  public  funds  are  not  safe  in  its  vaults, 
with  the  simple  restriction,  that  he  shall  report  the  fact 
to  Congress.  We  know  from  experience  how  slight  is 
the  check  which  this  restriction  imposes.  It  not  only 
requires  the  concurrence  of  both  Houses  of  Congress 


to  overrule  the  act  of  the  Secretary,  where  his  power 
may  be  improperly  exercised,  but  the  act  of  Congress 
itsetf,  intended  to  control  such  exercise  of  power,  may 
be  overruled  by  the  veto  of  the  President,  at  whose  will 
the  Secretary  holds  his  place;  so  as  to  leave  the  control 
of  the  banks  virtually  under  the  control  of  the  execu- 
tive department  of  the  Government.  To  obviate  this, 
the  bill  vests  the  Secretary  with  the  power  simply  of 
withdrawing  the  deposites  and  suspending  the  use  of 
the  bank  as  a  place  of  deposite,  and  provides  that,  if 
Congress  shall  not  confirm  the  removal,  the  deposite 
shall  be  returned  to  the  bank  after  the  termination  of 
the  next  session  of  Congress. 

The  next  point  of  difference  is  of  far  less  importance, 
and  is  only  mentioned  as  tending  to  illustrate  the  differ- 
ent character  of  the  bill  and  the  amendment.  The  for- 
mer provides  that  the  banks  of  deposite  shall  perform 
the  duties  of  commissioners  of  loans,  without  compensa- 
tion, in  like  manner  as  was  the  duty  of  the  late  Bank  of 
the  United  States  and  its  branches,  under  its  charter. 
Among  these  duties  is  that  of  paying  the  pensioners — a 
very  heavy  branch  of  disbursement,  and  attended  with 
considerable  expense,  and  which  will  be  saved  to  the 
Government  under  the  bill,  but  will  be  lost  if  tlie 
amendment  should  prevail. 

Another  difference  remains  to  be  pointed  out,  reUting 
to  the  security  of  the  deposites.  With  so  large  an 
amount  of  public  money  in  their  vaults,  it  is  important 
that  the  banks  should  always  be  provided  with  ample 
means  to  meet  their  engagements.  With  this  view,  the 
bill  provides  that  the  specie  in  the  vaulU  of  the  several 
banks,  and  the  aggregate  of  the  balance  in  their  favor 
with  other  specie-paying  banks  shall  be  equal  to  one 
fifth  of  the  entire  amount  of  their  notes  and  bills  in  cir- 
culation, and  their  public  and  private  deposites — a  sum, 
as  is  believed,  sufficient  to  keep  them  in  a  sound  and 
solvent  condition.  The  amendment,  on  the  contrary, 
provides  that  the  banks  shall  keep  in  their  own  vault.s 
or  the  vaults  of  other  banks,  specie  equal  (o  one  fourth 
of  its  notes  and  bills  in  circulation,  and  the  balance  of 
its  accounts  with  other  banks  payable  on  demand. 

I  regret  that  the  Senator  has  thought  proper  to 
change  the  phraseology,  and  to  use  terms  less  clear  and 
explicit  than  those  in  the  bill.  1  am  not  certain  that  I 
comprehend  the  exact  meaning  of  the  provision  in  the 
amendment.  What  is  mei^nt  by  specie  in  the  vaults  of 
other  banks?  In  a  general  sense,  all  deposites  are  con- 
sidered as  specie;  but  I  cannot  suppose  that  to  be  the 
meaning  in  this  instance,  as  it  would  render  the  provi- 
sion in  a  great  measure  inoperative.  I  presume  the 
amendment  means  special  deposites  in  gold  and  silver  in 
other  banks,  placed  there  for  safe  keeping,  or  to  be 
drawn  on,  and  not  to  be  used  by  the  bank  in  which  it  is 
deposited.  Tuking  that  to  be  the  meaning,  what  is 
there  to  prevent  the  same  sum  from  being  twice  count- 
ed in  estimating  the  means  of  the  several  banks  of  de- 
posite? Take  two  of  them,  one  having  $100,000  in 
specie  in  its  vaults,  and  the  other  the  same  amount  in 
the  vaults  of  the  other  bank,  which,  in  addition,  has  be- 
sides another  $100,000  of  its  own:  what  is  there  to  pre- 
vent the  latter  from  returning,  under  the  amendment, 
$200,000  of  specie  in  its  vnults,  while  the  former  would 
return  $100,000  in  its  own  vaults,  and  another  in  the 
vaults  of  the  other  bank,  making,  in  the  aggregate,  be- 
tween them,  $400,000,  when,  in  reality,  the  amount  in 
both  would  be  but  $300,000? 

But  this  is  not  the  only  difference  between  the  bill 
and  the  amendment,  in  this  particular,  deserving  of  no- 
tice. The  object  of  the  provision  is  to  compel  the 
banks  of  deposite  to  have,  at  all  times,  ample  means  to 
meet  their  liabilities,  so  that  the  Government  should 
have  sufficient  assurance  that  the  public  moneys  in  their 
vaults  would  be  forthcoming  when  demanded.  With  this 
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view,  the  bill  provides  that  the  available  means  of  the 
bank  shall  never  be  less  than  one  fif^h  of  its  ag^gregate 
liabilities,  including  bills,  notes,  and  deposites,  public 
and  private;  while  the  amendment  entirely  omits  the 
private  deposites,  and  includes  only  the  balance  of  its 
deposites  with  other  banks.  This  omission  is  the  more 
remarkable,  inasmuch  as  the  gfreater  portion  of  the  lia- 
bilities of  the  deposite  banks  must,  with  the  present 
large  surplus,  resttlt  froif^  their  deposites,  as  every  one 
who  is  familiar  with  banking  operations  will  readily  per- 
ceive. 

I  have  now  presented  to  the  Senate  the  several  points 
of  difference  which  I  deem  material  between  the  bill 
and  the  amendment,  with  such  remarks  as  to  enable 
them  to  form  their  own  opinion,  in  reference  to  the  dif- 
ference, so  that  they  may  decide  how  far  the  assertion 
is  true,  with  which  I  set  out,  that,  wherever  they  differ, 
the  amendment  favors  the  banks  against  the  interests  of 
the  public,  and  the  Executive  against  the  banks. 

The  Senator,  acting  on  the  supposition  that  there 
would  be  a  permanent  surplus,  beyond  the  expenditure 
of  the  Government,  which  neither  justice  nor  regard  to 
the  public  interest  would  permit  to  remain  in  the  oanks, 
has  extended  the  provisions  of  his  amendment,  with 
great  propriety,  so  as  to  comprehend  a  plan  to  withdraw 
the  surplus  from  the  banks.  His  plan  is  to  vest  the  com- 
missioners of  the  sinking  fund  with  authority  to  estimate, 
at  the  beginning  of  every  quarter,  the  probable  receipts 
and  expenditures  of  the  quarter;  and  if,  in  their  opin- 
ion, the  receipts,  with  the  money  in  the  Treasury, 
should  exceed  the  estimated  expenditure  by  a  certain 
sum,  say  $5,000,000,  the  excess  should  be  vested  in 
State  stocks;  and  if  it  should  fall  short  of  that  sum,  a 
sufHcient  amount  of  the  stocks  should  be  sold  to  make 
up  the  deficit.  We  have  thus  presented  for  considera- 
tion the  important  subject  of  the  surplus  revenue,  and 
with  it  the  question  so  anxiously  and  universally  asked. 
What  shall  be  done  with  the  surplus?  Shall  it  be  ex- 
pended by  the  Government,  or  remain  where  it  is,  or 
be  disposed  of  as  proposed  by  the  Senator.^  Or,  if  not, 
what  other  disposition  shall  be  made  of  it?  Questions, 
the  investigation  of  which  necessarily  embraces  the  en- 
t're  circle  of  our  policy,  and  on  the  decision  of  which 
the  future  destiny  of  the  country  may  depend. 

But  before  we  enter  on  the  discussion  of  this  import- 
ant question,  it  will  be  proper  to  ascertain  what  will  be 
the  probable  available  means  of  the  year,  in  order  that 
some  conception  may  be  formed  of  the  probable  sur- 
plus which  may  remain,  by  comparing  it  with  the  ap- 
propriations that  may  be  authorized. 

According  to  the  late  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  there  was  deposited  in  the  several  banks  little 
upwards  of  ^3,000,000  at  the  termination  of  the  first 
Quarter  of  the  year,  not  including  the  sum  of  about 
#3,000,000  deposited  by  the  disbursing  agents  of  the 
Government.  The  same  report  stated  the  receipts  of 
the  quarter  at  about  $11,000,000,  of  which  lands  and 
customs  yielded  nearly  an  equal  amount.  Assuming  for 
the  three  remaining  quarters  an  equal  amount,  it  would 
give  for  the  entire  receipts  of  the  year  $44,000,000.  I 
agree  with  the  Senator,  that  this  sum  is  too  large.  The 
customs  wilt  probably  average  an  amount  throughout 
the  year  corresponding  with  the  receipts  of  the  first 
quarter;  but  there  probably  will  be  a  considerable  fall- 
ifit!^  off  in  the  receipts  from  the  public  lands.  Assuming 
$7,000,000  as  the  probable  amount,  which  I  presume 
will  be  ample,  the  receipts  of  the  year,  subtracting  that 
sum  from  $44,000,000,  will  be  $37,000,000;  and  sub- 
tracting from  that  $11,000,000,  the  receipts  of  the  first 
quarter  would  leave  $26,000,000  as  the  probable  re- 
ceipts of  the  last  three  quarters.  Add  to  this  sum 
$33,000,000,  the  amount  in  the  Treasury  on  the  last  day 
of  the  first  quarter,  and  it  gives  $59,000,000.    To  this 


add  the  amount  of  stock  in  the  United  States  Bank, 
which  at  the  market  price  is  worth  at  least  $7,000,000, 
and  we  have  $66,000,000,  which  I  consider  as  the  least 
amount  at  which  the  probable  available  means  of  the 
year  can  be  fairly  estimated.  It  will  probably  very  con- 
siderably exceed  this  amount.  The  range  may  be  put 
down  at  between  $66,000,000  and  $73,000,000,  which 
may  be  considered  as  the  two  extremes,  between  which 
the  means  of  the  year  may  vibrate.  But  in  order  to  be 
safe,  I  have  assumed  the  least  of  the  two. 

The  first  question  which  I  propose  to  consider  is, 
shall  this  sum  be  expended  by  the  Government  in  the 
course  of  the  year?  A  sum  nearly  equal  to  the  entire 
debt  of  the  war  of  the  Revolution,  by  which  the  liberty 
and  independence  of  these  States  were  established;  more 
than  five  times  gp*eater  than  the  expenditure  of  the  Gov- 
ernment at  the  commencement  of  the  present  adminis- 
tration, deducting  the  payments  on  account  of  the  public 
debt,  and  more  than  four  times  greater  than  the  average 
annual  expenditure  of  the  present  administration,  making 
the  same  deduction,  extravagant  as  its  expenditure  has 
oeen.  The  very  magnitude  of  the  sum  decides  the 
question  against  expenditure.  It  may  be  wasted,  thrown 
away,  but  it  cannot  be  expended.  There  are  not 
objects  on  whiclr  to  expend  it;  for  proof  of  which  I  ap- 
peal to  the  appropriations  already  made  and  contempla- 
ted. We  have  passed  the  navy  appropriations,  which, 
as  liberal  as  they  are  admitted  to  be  on  all  sides,  are 
raised  only  about  $2,000,000,  compared  with  the  appro- 

}>riations  of  the  last  year.  The  appropriations  for 
brtifications,  supposing  the  bills  now  pending  should 
pass,  will  amount  to  about  $3,500,000,  and  would 
exceed  the  ordinary  appropriations,  assuming  them  at 
$1,000,000,  which  I  hold  to  be  ample,  by  $2,500,000. 
Add  a  million  for  ordnance,  seven  or  eight  for  Indian 
treaties,  and  four  for  Indian  wars,  and  supposing  the 
companies  of  the  regular  army  to  be  filled  as  recom- 
mended by  the  War  Department,  the  aggregate  amount, 
including  the  ordinary  expenditures,  would  be  between 
thirty  and  thirty-five  millions,  and  would  leave  a  balance 
of  at  least  $30,000,000  in  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  the 
year. 

But  suppose  objects  could  be  devised  on  which  to  ex- 
pend the  whole  of  the  available  means  of  th^  year,  it 
would  still  be  impossible  to  make  the  expenditure,  with- 
out immense  waste  and  confusion.  To  expend  so  large 
an  amount  regularly  and  methodically,  would  require  a 
vast  increase  of  able  and  experienced  disbursing  omcers, 
and  a  great  enlargement  of  the  organization  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  all  the  branches  connected  with  disburse- 
ments. To  effect  such  an  enlargement,  and  to  give  a 
suitable  organization,  placed  under  the  control  of  skilful 
and  efficient  officers,  must  necessarily  be  a  work  of  time; 
but,  without  it,  so  sudden  and  great  an  increase  of  ex- 
penditure would  necessarily  be  followed  by  inextricable 
confusion  and  heavy  losses. 

But  suppose  this  difficulty  overcome,  and  suitable 
objects  could  be  devised,  would  it  be  advisable  to  make 
the  expenditure?  Would  it  be  wise  to  draw  so  vast  an 
amount  of  productive  labor,  to  be  employed  in  unpro- 
ductive objects,  in  building  fortifications,  dead  walls, 
and  in  lining  the  interior  frontier  with  a  large  military 
force,  neither  of  which  would  add  a  cent  to  the  produc- 
tive power  of  the'country? 

The  ordinary  expenditure  of  the  Government,  under 
the  present  administration,  may  be  estimated  say  at 
$18,000,000~a  sum  exceeding,  by  five  or  six  millions, 
what,  in  my  opinion,  is  sufficient  for  a  just  and  efficient 
administration  of  the  Government.  Taking  eighteen 
from  sixty-six,  would  leave  forty-eight  millions  as  the 
surplus,  if  the  affairs  of  the  Government  had  been  so 
administered  as  to  avoid  the  heavy  expenditures  of  the 
year,  which,  I  firmly  believe,  with  early  and  prudent 
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counsel,  might  have  been  effected.  The  expenditure 
of  this  sum,  estimating  labor  at  $20  a  month,  would  re- 
quire 200,000  operatives,  equal  to  one  third  of  the  -.vhole 
number-  of  laborers  employed  in  producing  the  great  sta- 
ple of  our  country,  which  is  spreading  wealth  and  pros- 
perity over  the  land,  and  controlling,  in  a  g^eat  measure, 
the  commerce  and  manufactures  of  the  world.  But 
take  what  will  be  the  actual  .surplus,  and  estimate  that 
at  half  the  sum  which,  with  prudence  and  economy,  it 
might  have  been,  and  it  would  require  the  subtraction 
of  100,000  operatives  from  their  present  useful  employ- 
ment, to  be  employed  in  the  unproductive  service  of  the 
Government.  Would  it,  I  again  repeat,  be  wise  to 
draw  off  this  immense  mass  of  productive  labor,  in  or- 
der to  employ  it  in  building  fortifications,  and  swelling 
the  military  establishment  of  the  country?  Would  it 
add  to  the  strength  of  the  Union,  or  give  increased  secu- 
rity to  its  liberty,  or  accelerate  its  prosperity? — ^the  great 
objects  for  which  the  Government  was  constituted. 

To  ascertain  how  the  atrength  of  any  country  may  be 
best  developed,  its  peculiar  state  and  condition  must  be 
taken  into  consideration.  Looking  to  ours  with  this 
view,  who  can  doubt  that,  next  to  our  free  institutions, 
the  main  source  of  our  growing  greatness  and^power  is 
to  be  found  in  our  great  and  astonishing  increase  of 
numbers,  wealth,  and  facility  of  intercourse?  If  we  de- 
sire to  see  our  country  powerful,  we  ought  to  avoid 
any  measure  opposed  to  their  development,  and,  in  par- 
liailar,  ought  to  make  the  smallest  possible  draught,  con- 
sistent with  our  peace  and  security,  on  the  productive  pow- 
ers of  the  country.  Let  these  have  the  freest  possible 
play.  Leave  the  resources  of  individuals  under  their 
own  direction  to  be  employed  in  advancing  theirs  and 
their  country's  wealth  and  prosperity,  with  the  extrac- 
tion of  the  least  amount  required  for  the  expenditure  of 
the  Government;  and  draw  off  not  a  single  laborer  from 
their  present  productive  pursuits  to  the  unproductive 
employment  of  the  Government,  excepting  such  as  the 
public  service  may  render  indispensable.  Who  can 
doubt  that  such  a  policy  would  add  infinitely  more  to 
the  power  and  strength  of  the  country  than  the  extrav- 
agant scheme  of  spending  millions  on  fortifications  and 
the  increase  of  the  military  establishment? 

Let  us  next  examine  bow  the  liberty  of  the  country 
may  be  affected  by  the  scheme  of  disposing  of  the  sur- 
plus by  disbursements.  And  here  I  would  ask,  is  the 
liberty  of  the  country  at  present  in  a  secure  and  stable 
condition;  and  if  not,  by  what  is  it  endangered?  And  will 
an  increase  of  disbursements  augment  or  diminish  the 
danger? 

Whatever  may  be  the  diversity  of  opinion  on  other 
points^  there  is  not  an  intelligfent  individual  of  any  par- 
ty, who  regards  his  reputation,  that  will  venture  to  de- 
ny that  the  liberty  of  the  country  is  at  this  time  more 
insecure  and  unstable  than  it  ever  has  been.  We  all 
know  that  there  is  in  every  portion  of  the  Union,  and 
with  every  party,  a  deep  feeling  that  our  political  insti- 
tutiona  are  undergoing  a  great  and  hazardous  change. 
Nor  is  the  feeling  much  less  strong,  that  the  vast  increase 
of  the  patronage  and  influence  of  the  Government  is 
the  cause  of  the  great  and  fearful  change  which  is  so 
extensively  affecting  the  character  of  our  people  and 
institutions.  The  effect  of  increasing  the  expendi- 
tures at  this  time,  so  as  to  absorb  (he  surplus,  would 
be  to  double  the  number  of  those  who  live,  or  expect 
to  live,  by  the  Government,  and  in  the  same  degree 
augment  its  patronage  and  influence,  and  accelerate 
that  downward  course  which,  if  not  arrested,  must 
speedily  terminate  in  the  overthrow  of  our  free  insti- 
tutions. 

I'hese  views  I  hold  to  be  decisive  against  the  wild 
attempt  to  absorb  the  immense  means  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  the  expenditures  of  the  year.    In  fact,  with 


the  exception  of  a  few  individuals,  all  seem  to  regard 
the  scheme  either  as  impracticable  or  unsafe;  but  there 
are  others  who,  while  they  condemn  the  attempt  of  dis- 
posing of  the  surplus  by  immediate  expenditures,  be- 
lieve it  can  be  safely  and  expediently  expended,  in  a 
period  of  four  or  five  years,  on  what  they  choose  to  call 
the  defences  of  the  country. 

In  order  to  determine  how  far  this  opinion  is  correct, 
it  will  be  necessary  first  to  ascertain  what  will  be  the 
available  means  of  the  next  four  or  five  years;  by  com- 
paring which  with  what  ought  to  be  the  expenditure, 
we  may  determine  whether  the  plan  would,  or  would 
not,  be  expedient.  In  making  the  calculation,  I  will 
take  the  term  of  five  years,  including  the  present, 
and  which  of  course  will  comprehend  1840;  af^er  the 
termination  of  which,  the  duties  above  twenty  par  cent, 
are  to  go  off,  by  the  provisions  of  the  compromise  act, 
in  eighteen  months,  when  the  revenue  is  to  be  reduced 
to  the  economical  and  just  wants  of  the  Government. 

The  available  means  of  the  present  year,  as  I  have  al- 
ready shown,  will  equal  at  least  $66,000,000.  That  of 
the  next  succeeding  four  years  (including  1840)  may  be 
assumed  to  be.  twenty-one  millions  annually.  The  rea- 
son for  this  assumption  may  be  seen  in  the  report  of  the 
select  committee  at  the  last  session,  which  T  have  re- 
viewed, and  in  the  correctness  of  which  I  feel  increased 
confidence.  The  amount  may  fall  short  of,  but  will  cer- 
tainly not  exceed,  the  estimate  in  the  report,  unless 
some  unforeseen  event  should  occur.  Assuming,  then, 
$21,000,000  9A  the  average  receipts  of  the  next  four 
years,  it  will  give  an  aggregate  of  $84,000,000,  which, 
added  to  the  available  means  of  this  year,  will  give 
$150,000,000  as  the  sum  that  will  be  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Government  for  the  period  assumed.  Divide  this 
sum  by  five,  the  number  of  years,  and  it  will  give 
$30,000,000  as  the  average  annual  available  means  of  the 
period. 

The  next  question  for  consideration  is,  will  it  be  ex- 
pedient to  raise  the  disbursement  during  the  period  to 
an  average  expenditure  of  $30,000,000  annually?  The 
first  and  strong  objection  to  the  scheme  is,  that  it  would 
leave  in  the  deposite  banks  a  heavy  surplus  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  time,  beginning  with  a  surplus  of 
upwards  of  thirty  millions  at  the  commencement  of  jiext 
year,  and  decreasing  at  the  rate  of  eight  or  nine  millions 
a  year,  till  the  termination  of  the  period.  But,  passing 
this  objection  by,  T  meet  the  question  directly.  It  would 
be  highly  inexpedient  and  dangerous  to  attempt  to  keep 
up  the  disbursements  at  so  high  a  rate.  I  ask,  on  what 
shall  this  money  be  expended  ?  Shall  it  be  expended  by  an 
increase  of  the  militair  establishment?  by  an  enlargement 
of  the  appropriations  for  fortifications,  ordnance,  and  the 
navy,  far  beyond  what  is  proposed  for  the  present  year? 
IlaVe  those  who  advocate  the  scheme  reflected  to  what 
extent  this  enlargement  must  be  carried,  to  absorb  so 
great  a  sum?  Even  this  year,  with  the  extraordinary 
expenditure  upon  Indian  treaties  and  Indian  wars,  and 
with  profuse  expenditure  in  every  other  branch  of  ser- 
vice, the  aggregate  amount  of  appropriations  will  not 
greatly  exceed  $30,000,000,  and  that  of  disbursements 
will  not  probably  equal  that  sum.  To  what  extent, 
then,  must  the  appropriations  for  the  army,  the  navy,  the 
fortifications,  and  the  like,  be  carried,  in  order  to 
absorb  that  sum,  especially  with  a  declining  expendi- 
ture in  several  branches  of  the  service,  particularly  in 
the  pensions,  which,  during  the  period,  will  fall  off  more 
than  a  million  of  dollars?  But,  in  order  to  take  a  full 
view  of  the  folly  and  dangler  of  the  scheme,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  extend  our  view  beyond  1842,  in  order  to 
form  some  opinion  of  what  will  be  the  income  of  the 
Government  when  the  tsriff  shall  be  so  reduced,  under 
the  compromise  act,  that  no  duty  shall  exceed  twenty 
per  cent,  ad  valorem.     I  know  that  any  estimate  made 
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At  this  time  cannot  be  considered  much  more  than  con- 
jectural; but  still  it  would  be  imprudent  to  adopt  a  sys- 
tem of  expenditure  now,  without  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  probable  state  of  the  revenue  a  few  years  hence. 

After  bestowing  due  reflection  on  the  subject,  T  am 
of  the  impression  that  the  income  from  the  imposts  aAer 
the  period  in  question  will  not  exceed  $10,000,000.  It 
will  probably  fall  below,  rather  than  rise  above,  that 
sum.  T  assume  as  the  basis  of  this  estimate,  that  our 
consumption  of  foreign  articles  will  not  tht^n  exceed 
$150,000,000.  We  all  know  that  the  capacity  of  the 
country  to  consume  depends  upon  the  value  of  its  domes- 
tic exports,  and  the  profits  of  its  commerce  and  naviga- 
tion. Of  its  domestic  exports  it  would  not  be  safe  to 
assume  any  considerable  increase  in  any  article  except 
cotton.  To  what  extent  the  production  and  9onsump. 
tion  of  this  great  staple,  which  puts  in  motion  so  vast  an 
amount  of  the  industry  and  commerce  of  the  world,  may 
be  increased  between  now  and  1842,  is  difRcult  to  con- 
jecture; but  r  deem  it  unsafe  to  suppose  that  it  can  be 
so  increasevi  as  to  extend  the  capacity  of  the  countrj'  to 
consume  beyond  the  limits  I  have  assigned.  Assuming, 
then,  the  amount  which  I  have,  and  div,iding  the  imports 
into  free  and  dutiable  articles,  the  latter,  according  to 
the  existing  proportion  between  the  two  descriptions, 
would  amount  in  value  to  something  less  than  $70,000,000. 
According  to  the  compromise  act,  no  duty,  af\er  the 
period  in  question,  can  exceed  twenty  per  cent.,  and 
the  rates  would  range  from  that  down  to  five  op  six  per 
cent.  Taking  6fteen  per  cent,  as  the  average,  which 
would  be  probably  full  high,  and  allowing  for  the  ex- 
penses of  collection,  the  nett  income  would  be  something 
less  than  $10,000,000. 

The  income  from  public  lands  is  still  more  conjectural 
than  that  from  customs.  There  are  so  many  and  such 
various  causes  in  operation  affecting  this  source  of  the 
public  income,  that  it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  form 
even  a  conjectural  estimate  as  to  its  amount  beyond  the 
current  year.  But,  in  the  midst  of  this  uncertainty,  one 
fact  may  be  safely  assumed,  that  the  purchases  during 
the  last  year,  and  thus  far  this,  greatly  exceed  the  steady 
progressive  demand  for  public  lands,  from  increased 
population,  and  the  consequent  emigration  to  the  new 
States  and  Territories.  Much  of  the  purchases  have 
been  unquestionably  made  upon  speculation,  with  a  view 
to  resales,  and  must,  of  course,  come  into  market  here- 
after in  competition  with  the  lands  of  the  Government, 
and  to  that  extent  must  reduce  the  income  from  their 
sales.  Estimating  even  the  demand  for  public  lands 
from  what  it  was  previous  to  the  recent  large  sales,  and 
taking  into  estimate  the  increased  population  and  wealth 
of  the  country,  I  do  not  consider  it  safe  to  assume  more 
than  $5,000,000  annually  from  this  branch  of  the  rev- 
enue, which,  added  to  the  customs,  would  give  for  the 
annual  receipts  between  fourteen  and  fifteen  millions  of 
dollars  after  1842. 

I  now  ask  whether  it  would  be  prudent  to  raise  the 
public  expenditures  to  the  sum  of  $30,000,000  annually, 
during  the  intermediate  period,  with  the  prospect  that 
they  must  be  suddenly  reduced  to  half  of  that  amount? 
Who  does  not  see  the  fierce  conflict  which  must  follow 
between  those  who  may  be  interested  in  keeping  up  the 
expenditures,  and  those  who  have  an  equal  interest 
against  an  increase  of  the  duties  as  the  means  of  keep- 
ing them  up?  I  appeal  to  the  Senators  from  the  South, 
whose  constituents  have  so  deep  an  interest  in  low  du- 
ties, to  resist  a  course  so  impolitic,  unwise,  and  extrav- 
agant, and  which,  if  adopted,  might  again  renew  the 
tariff,  so  recently  thrown  off  by  such  hazardous  and 
strenuous  efforts,  with  all  its  oppression  and  disaster. 
Let  us  remember  what  occurred  in  the  fatal  session  of 
1828.  With  a  folly  unparalleled,  Congress  then  raised 
the  duties  to  a  rate  so  enormous  as  to  average  one  half 


the  value  of  the  imposts,  when  on  the  eve  of  discharge 
ing  the  debt,  and  when,  of  course,  there  would  be  no 
objects  on  which  the  immense  income  from  such  ex- 
travagant duties  could  be  justly  and  constitutionally  ex- 
pended. It  is  amazing  that  there  was  such  blindness 
then  as  not  to  see  what  has  since  followed — ^the  sudden 
discharge  of  the  debt  and  an  overflowing  Treasury, 
without  the  means  of  absorbing  the  surplus;  the  violent 
conflict  resulting  from  such  a  stale  of  things;  and  the  vast 
increase  of  the  power  and  patronage  of  the  Government^ 
with  all  its  corrupting  consequences.  We  are  now  about, 
1  fear,  to  commit  an  error  of  a  different  character:  to 
raise  the  expenditure  far  beyond  all  example  in  time  of 
peace,  and  with  a  decreasing  revenue,  which  must,  witfa 
equal  certainty,  bring  on  another  conflict  not  much  less 
dangerous,  in  which  the  struggle  will  not  be  to  find  ob- 
jects to  absorb  an  overflowing  Treasury,  but  to  devise 
means  to  continue  an  expenditure  far  beyond  the  just 
and  legitimate  wants  of  the  country.  It  is  easy  to  fore- 
see that,  if  we  are  thus  blindly  to  go  on  in  the  manage- 
ment of  our  affairs,  without  regard  to  the  future,  the 
frequent  and  violent  concussions  which  must  follow  from 
such  folly  cannot  but  end  in  a  eatastrophe  that  will  in- 
gulf our  political  institutions. 

With  such  decided  objections  to  the  dangerous  and 
extravagant  scheme  of  absorbing  the  surplus  by  dis- 
bursements, I  proceed  to  the  next  question.  Shall  the 
public  money  remain  where  it  now  is?  Shall  the  pres- 
ent extraordinary  state  of  things,  without  example 
or  parallel,  continue,  of  a  Government  calling  itself 
free,  extracting  from  the  people  millions  beyond  what 
it  can  expend,  and  placing  that  vast  sum  in  the  custody 
of  a  few  monopolizing  corporations  selected  at  the  sole 
will  of  the  Executive,  and  contintied  during  his  pleas- 
ure, to  be  used  as  their  own  from  the  time  it  is  collected 
till  it  is  disbursed?  To  this  question  there  must  burst 
from  the  lips  of  every  man  who  loves  his  country  and 
its  institutions,  and  who  is  the  enemy  of  monopoly,  in- 
justice, and  oppression,  an  indignant  no.  And  here  lot  me 
express  the  pleasure  I  feel,  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  in  moving  his  amendment,  however  objectionable 
his  scheme,  has  placed  himself  in  opposition  to  the  contin* 
uanceof  the  present  unheard-of  and  dangerous  state  of 
things;  and  I  add,  as  a  simple  act  of  justice,  that  the  tone 
and  temper  of  his  remarks  in  support  of  his  amendment 
were  characterized  by  a  courtesy  and  liberality  which  F, 
on  my  part,  shall  endeavor  to  imitate.  But  I  fear,  not- 
withstanding this  fiivorable  indication  in  so  influential  r 
quarter,  the  very  magnitude  of  the  evil  (too  great  to  be 
concealed)  will  but  serve  to  perpetuate  it.  So  great 
and  various  are  the  interests  enlisted  in  its  favor,  that  I 
greatly  fear  that  all  the  efforts  of  the  wise  and  patriotic 
to  arrest  it  will  prove  unavailing.  At  the  head  of  these 
stand  the  depository  banks  themselves,  with  their  nu- 
merous stockholders  andoflicers;  with  their  $40,000,000 
of  capital,  and  an  equal  amount  of  public  deposites,  as- 
sociated into  one  great  combination  extending  over  the 
whole  Union,under  the  influence  and  control  of  the  Treas- 
ury Department.  The  whole  weight  of  this  mighty  com- 
bination, so  deeply  interested  in  the  continuance  of  the 
present  state  of  thingrs,  is  opposed  to  any  change-  To 
this  powerful  combination  must  be  added  the  numer- 
ous and  influential  body  who  are  dependant  on  banks 
to  meet  their  engagements,  and  wlio,  whatever  may  be 
their  political  opinions,  must  be  alarmed  at  any  change 
which  may  limit  their  discounts  and  accommodation. 
Then  come  the  stock-jobbers,  a  growing  and  formidable 
class,  who  live  by  raising  and  depressing  stocks,  and  who 
behold  in  the  present  state  of  things  the  most  favorable 
opportunity  of  carrying  on  their  dangerous  and  corrupt- 
ing pursuits.  With  the  control  which  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  has  over  the  banks  of  deposite,  througli 
I  transfer  warrants,  with  the  power  of  withdrawing  the 
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deposites  ftt  pleasure,  he  may,  whenever  he  chooses, 
raise  and  depress  the  stock  of  any  bank;  and,  if  disposed 
to  use  this  tremendous  power  for  corrupt  purposes, 
may  make  the  fortunes  of  the  initiated,  and  overwhelm 
in  sudden  ruin  those  not  in  the  secret.  To  the  stock- 
jobbers must  be  added  speculators  of  every  liue  and 
form;  and,  in  particular,  the  speculators  in  public  lands, 
who,  by  the  use  of  the  public  funds,  are  rapidly  divest- 
ing the  people  of  the  noble  patrimony  left  by  our  an- 
cestors in  the  public  domain,  by  giving  in  exchange 
what  may  in  the  end  prove  to  be  broken  credit  and 
worthless  rags.  To  these  we  must  add  the  artful  and 
crafty  politicians  who  wield  this  mighty  combination  of 
interests  for  political  purposes.  1  am  anxious  to  avoid 
mingling  party  politics  in  this  discussion;  and  that  I  may 
not  even  seem  to  do  so,  1  shall  not  attempt  to  exhibit, 
in  all  its  details,  the  fearful,  and,  I  was  about  to  add, 
the  overwhelming  power  which  the  present  state  of 
things  places  in  the  hands  of  those  who  have  control  of 
the  Government,  and  which,  if  it  be  not  wielded  to 
overthrow  our  institutions  and  destroy  all  responsibility, 
miist  be  attributed  to  their  want  of  inclination,  and  not 
to  their  want  of  means. 

Such  is  the  power  and  influence  interested  to  con* 
tinue  the  public  money  where  it  is  now  deposited.  To 
these  there  are  opposed  the  honest,  virtuous,  and  pa- 
triotic, of  every  party,  who  behold  in  the  continuance  of 
the  present  state  of  things  almost  certain  convulsion  and 
overthrow  of  our  liberty.  There  would  be  found  on 
the  same  side  the  great  mass  of  the  industrious  and  la- 
boring portion  of  the  community,  whose  hard  earnings 
are  extracted  from  theni  without  their  knowledge,  were 
it  not  tliat  what  is  improperly  taken  from  them  la  suc- 
cessfully used  as  the  means  of  deceiving  and  controlling 
them.  If  such  were  not  the  case — if  those  who  work 
could  see  how  those  who  profit  are  enriched  at  their 
expense — the  present  state  of  things  would  not  be  en- 
dured for  a  moment;  but,  as  it  is,  T  fear  that  from  mis- 
conception, and  consequent  want  of  union  and  co-opera- 
tion, things  may  continue  as  they  are,  till  it  will  be  too 
late  to  apply  a  remedy.  I  trust,  however,  that  such  will 
not  be  the  fact;  that  the  people  will  be  roused  from 
their  false  security,  and  that  Congress  will  refuse  to  ad- 
journ till  an  efficient  remedy  is  applied.  In  this  hope  I 
recur  to  the  inquiry,  what  shall  that  remedy  be^  Shall 
we  adopt  the  measure  recommended  by  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  which,  as  has  been  stated,  proposes  to 
authorize  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  to  as- 
certain the  probable  income  of  each  quarter,  and,  if 
there  should  be  a  probable  excess  above  $5,000,000,  to 
vest  the  surplus  in  the  purchase  of  Sute  stocks;  but,  if 
there  should  be  a  deficiency,  to  sell  so  much  of  the 
stock  previously  purchased  as  would  make  up  the  differ- 
ence. 

•  I  regret  that  the  Senator  has  not  furnished  a  statement 
of  facts  sufficiently  full  to  enable  us  to  form  an  opinion 
of  what  will  be  the  practical  operation  of  his  scheme. 
He  has  omitted,  for  instance,  to  state  what  is  the  aggre- 
fi^ate  amount  of  stocks  issued  by  the  several  States — a 
fact  indispensable  in  order  to  ascertain  how  the  price  of 
the  stocks  would  be  affected  by  the  application  of  the 
surplus  to  their  purchase.  All  who  are  in  the  least  fa- 
miliar with  subjects  of  this  kind,  must  know  that  the 
price  of  stock  rises  proportionably  with  the  amount  of 
the  sum  applied  to  their  purchase.  I  have  already  shown 
that  the  probable  surplus  at  the  end  of  this  year,  not- 
withstanding the  extravagance  of  the  appropriations, 
will  be  between  thirty  and  thirty-five  millions;  and  be- 
fore we  can  decide  understandingly  whether  this  great 
sum  can  with  propriety  be  applied  as  the  Senator  pro- 
poses, we  should  know  whether  the  amount  of  State 
stocks  be  sufficient  to  absorb  it,  without  raising  their 
price  extravagantly  high. 


The  Senator  should  also  have  informed  us,  not  only  as 
to  the  amount  of  the  stock,  but  how  it  is  distributed 
among  the  States,  in  order  to  enable  us  to  determine 
whether  his  scheme  would  operate  equally  between 
them.  In  the  absence  of  correct  information  on  both  of 
these  points,  we  are  compelled  to  use  such  as  we  may 
possess,  however  defective  and  uncertain,  in  order  to 
make  up  our  mind  on  his  amendment. 

We  all  know,  then,  that  while  several  of  the  States 
have  no  stocks,  and  many  a  very  inconsiderable  amount, 
three  of  the  large  States  (Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  and  New 
York)  have  a  very  large  amount,  not  less  in  the  aggre- 
gate, if  I  am  correctly  informed,  than  thirty-five  or  forty 
millions.  What  amount  is  held  by  the  rest  of  the  States 
is  uncertain;  but  I  suppose  that  it  may  be  safely  assumed 
that,  taking  the  whole,  it  is  less  than  that  held  by  those 
States.  With  these  facts,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  the 
application  of  the  surplus,  as  proposed  to  be  applied  by 
the  Senator,  would  be  exceedingly  unequal  among  the 
States,  and  that  the  advantage  of  the  application  would 
mainly  accrue  to  these  three  States.  To  meet  these  ob- 
jections, the  Senator,  while  he  does  not  deny  that  the 
application  of  the  surplus  will  greatly  raise  the  price  of 
stocks,  insists  that  the  States  issuing  them  will  not  derive 
any  benefit  from  the  advance,  and  consequently  have  no 
interest  in  the  question  of  the  application  of  the  surplus 
to  their  purchase. 

If  by  States  he  means  the  Government  of  the  States, 
the  view  of  tlie  Senator  may  be  correct.  They  may,  as 
he  says,  have  but  little  interest  in  the  market  value  of 
their  stocks,  as  they  must  be  redeemed  by  the  same 
amount,  whether  that  be  high  or  low.  But  if  we  take 
a  more  enlarged  view,  and  comprehend  the  people  of 
the  State,  as  well  as  the  Government,  the  argument  en- 
tirely fails.  The  Senator  will  not  deny  that  the  holders 
have  a  deep  interest  in  the  application  of  so  large  a  sum 
as  the  present  surplus  in  the  purchase  of  their  stocks. 
He  will  not  deny  that  such  application  must  greatly 
advance  the  price;  and,  of  course,  in  determining  whe- 
ther the  States  having  stocks  will  be  benefited  by  apply- 
ing the  surplus  as  he  proposes,  we  must  first  ascertain 
who  are  the  holders.  Where  do  they  reside?  Are  they 
foreigners  residing  abroad?  If  so,  would  it  be  wise  to 
apply  the  public  money  so  as  to  advance  the  interests  of 
foreigners,  to  whom  the  States  are  under  no  obligation, 
but  honestly  to  pay  them  the  debts  which  they  have 
contracted?  But  if  not  held  by  foreigi^ers,  are  they  held 
by  citizens  of  such  States?  If  such  be  the  fact,  will  the 
Senator  deny  that  those  States  will  be  deeply  interested 
in  the  application  of  the  surplus  as  proposed  in  his 
amendment,  when  the  effects  of  such  application  must 
be,  as  is  conceded  on  all  sides,  greatly  to  enhance  the 
price  of  the  stocks,  and  consequently  to  increase  the 
wealth  of  their  citizens?  Let  us  suppose  that,  instead 
of  purchasing  the  stocks  of  the  States  in  which  his  con- 
stituents are  interested,  the  Senator's  amendment  had 
proposed  to  apply  the  present  enormous  surplus  to  the 
purchase  of  cotton  or  slaves,  in  which  the  constituents 
of  the  southern  Senators  are  interested:  would  any  one 
doubt  that  the  cotton-growing  or  slave-holding  States 
would  have  a  deep  interest  in  the  question?  It  will  not 
be  denied  that,  if  so  applied,  their  price  would  be  great- 
ly advanced,  and  the  wealth  of  their  citizens  proportion- 
ably  increased.  Precisely  the  same  effect  would  result 
from  the  application  to  the  purchase  of  stocks,  with  like 
benefits  to  the  citizens  of  the  States  which  have  issued 
large  amounts  of  stock.  The  principle  is  the  same  in 
both  cases. 

But  there  is  another  view  of  |he  subject  which  de- 
mands most  serious  consideration.  Assuming,  what  will 
not  be  questioned,  that  the  applicjition  of  the  surplus,  as 
proposed  by  the  amendment,  will  be  very  unequal  among 
the  States,  some  having  little  or  none,  and  others  a  large 


Digitized  by 


Google 


i62g 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1630 


Mat  27,  1836.] 


Public  Deposiies. 


[SXHATK. 


ftmount  of  stocks,  the  result  would  necessarily  be  to  cre- 
ate, in  effect,  the  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor  between 
the  States.  The  States,  whose  stocks  might  be  purchased 
by  the  commissioners,  would  become  the  debtors  of  the 
Government;  and  as  the  Government  would,  in  fact,  be 
but  the  agent  between  them  and  the  other  States,  the 
latter  would,  in  reality,  be  their  creditors.  This  relation 
between  them  could  not  fail  to  be  productive  of  impor- 
tant political  consequences,  which  would  influence  all  the 
operations  of  the  Government.  It  would,  in  particular, 
have  a  powerful  bearing  upon  the  Presidential  election; 
the  debtor  and  creditor  States  each  striving  to  give  such 
a  result  to  the  elections  as  might  be  favorable  to  their 
respective  interests;  the  one  to  exact,  and  the  other  to 
exempt  themselves  from  the  payment  of  the  debt.  Sup- 
posing the  three  great  SUtes  to  which  I  have  referred, 
whose  united  influence  would  have  so  decided  a  control, 
to  be  the  principal  debtor  States  (as  would,  in  all  proba- 
bility, be  the  fact^  it  is  easy  to  see  that  the  result  would 
be,  finally,  the  release  of  the  debt,  and  consequently  a 
correspondent  loss  to  the  creditor,  and  gain  to  the  debt- 
or States. 

But  there  is  another  view  of  the  subject  still  more 
deserving,  if  possible,  of  attention,  than  either  of  those 
which  have  been  presented.  It  is  impossible  not  to  see, 
after  what  has  been  said,  that  the  power  proposed  to  be 
conferred  by  the  amendment  of  the  Senator,  of  applying 
the  surplus  in  buying  and  selling  the  stocks  of  the 
States,  is  one  of  great  extent,  and  calculated  to  have 
powerful  influence,  not  only  on  a  large  body  of  the  most 
weahhy  and  influential  citizens  of  the  States  which  have 
issued  stocks,  but  on  the  States  themselves.  The  next 
question  is,  in  whom  is  the  exercise  of  this  power  to  be 
vested?  Where  shall  we  find  individuals  sufficiently  de- 
tached from  the  politics  of  the  day,  and  whose  virtue, 
patriotism,  disinterestedness,  and  firmness,  can  raise 
them  so  far  above  political  and  sinister  motives,  as  to 
exercise  powers  so  high  and  influential,  exclusively  for 
the  public  good,  without  any  view  to  personal  or  politi- 
cal aggrandizement?  Who  l^is  the  amendment  selected 
as  standing  aloof  from  politics,  and  possessing  these  high 
qualifications?  Who  arc  the  present  commissioners  of 
the  sinking  fund,  to  whom  this  high  and  responsible 
trust  is  to  be  confided?  At  the  head  stands  the  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  with  whom  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of  State,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  Attorney  General, 
are  associated;  all  party  men,  deeply  interested  in  the 
maintenance  of  power  in  the  present  hands,  and  having 
the  strongest  motives  to  apply  the  vast  power  which  the 
amendment  would  confer  upon  them,  should  it  become 
a  law,  to  party  purposes.  I  do  not  say  it  would  be  so 
applied;  but  I  must  ask,  would  it  be  prudent,  would  it 
be  wise,  would  it  be  seemly,  to  vest  such  great  and 
dangerous  powers  in  those  who  have  so  strong  a  motive 
to  abuse  them,  and  who,  ifthey  should  have  elevation  and 
virtue  enough  to  resist  the  temptation,  would  still  be 
suspected  of  having  used  the  power  for  sinister  and 
corrupt  purposes?  I  am  persuaded  that,  in  drawing 
the  amendment,  the  Senator  from  New  York  has, 
without  due  reflection  on  the  impropriety  of  vesting 
the  power  where  he  proposes,  inadvertently  inserted 
the  provision  which  he  has;  and  that,  on  review,  he 
will  concur  with  me,  that,  should  his  amendment  be 
adopted,  the  power  ought  to  be  vested  in  others,  less 
exposed  to  temptation,  and  consequently  less  exposed 
to  suspicion. 

I  have  now  stated  the  leading  objections  to  the  several 
modes  of  dbposing  of  the  surplus  revenue,  which  I  pro- 
pose to  consider;  and  the  question  again  recurs.  What 
shall  be  done  with  the  surplus?  The  Senate  is  not  un- 
informed of  my  opinion  on  this  important  subject.  Fore- 
seeing that  there  would  be  a  large  surplus,  and  the  mis- 


chievous consequences  that  must  follow,  I  moved,  during 
the  last  session,  for  a  select  committee,  which,  among 
other  measures,  reported  a  resolution  so  to  amend  the  con- 
stitution as  to  authorize  a  temporary  distribution  of  the 
surplus  among  the  States;  but  so  many  doubted  whether 
there  would  be  a  surplus  at  the  time,  that  it  rendered 
all  prospect  of  carrying  the  resolution  hopeless.  My 
opinion  still  remains  unchanged,  that  the  measure  then 
proposed  was  the  best;  but  so  rapid  has  been  the  accu- 
mulation of  the  surplus,  even  beyond  my  calculation, 
and  so  pressing  the  danger,  that  what  would  have  been 
then  an  efficient  remedy,  would  now  be  too  tardy  to 
meet  the  danger;  and,  of  course,  another  remedy  must  be 
devised  more  speedy  in  its  action. 

After  bestowing  on  the  subject  the  most  deliberate 
attention,  !  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  no 
other  so  safe,  so  efficient,  and  so  free  from  objections,  as 
the  one  I  have  proposed — of  depositing  the  surplus  that 
may  remain  at  the  termination  of  the  year  in  the  treasuries 
of  the  several  State?,  in  the  manner  provided  for  in  the 
amendment.  But  the  Senator  from  New  York  objects 
to  the  measure,  that  it  would,  in  effect,  amount  to  a  dis« 
tribution,  on  the  ground,  as  he  conceives,  that  the  States 
would  never  refund.  He  does  not  doubt  but  that  they 
would,  if  called  on  to  refund  by  the  Government ;  but 
he  says  that  Congress  will  in  fact  never  make  the  call. 
He  rests  this  conclusion  on  the  supposition  that  there 
would  be  a  majority  of  the  States  opposed  to  it.  He 
admits,  in  case  the  revenue  should  become  deficient, 
that  the  southern  or  staple  States  would  prefer  to  re- 
fund their  quota,  rather  than  to  raise  the  imposts 
to  meet  the  deficit;  but  he  insists  that  the  contrary 
would  be  the  case  with  the  manufacturing  States, 
which  would  prefer  to  increase  the  imposts  to  refunding 
their  quota,  on  the  ground  that  the  increase  of  the  duties 
would  promote  the  interests  of  manufactures.  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  Senator  that  those  States  would  assume  a 
position  so  utterly  untenable  as  to  refuse  to  refund  a  de- 
posite  which  their  faith  would  be  plighted  to  return,  and 
rest  the  refusal  on  the  ground  of  preferring*  to  lay  a  tax, 
because  it  would  be  a  bounty  to  them,  and  would  conse- 
quently throw  the  whole  burden  of  the  tax  on  the  other 
States.  But,  be  this  as  it  may,  I  can  tell  the  Senator 
that,  if  they  should  take  a  course  so  unjust  and  mon- 
strous, he  may  be  assured  that  the  other  States  would 
most  unquestionably  resist  the  increase  of  the  imposts; 
so  that  the  Government  would  have  to  take  its  choice, 
either  to  go  without  the  money,  or  call  on  the  States  to  ' 
refund  the  deposites.  tfbt  I  so  far  agree  with  the  Sena- 
tor as  to  believe  that  Congress  would  be  very  reluctant 
to  make  the  call;  that  it  would  not  make  it  till,  from  the 
wants  of  the  Treasury,  it  should  become  absolutely  ne- 
cessary; and  that,  in  order  to  avoid  such  necessity,  it 
would  resort  to  a  just  and  proper  economy  in  the  public 
expend.tures  as  the  preferable  alternative.  I  see  in  this, 
however,  much  good  instead  of  evil.  The  Government 
has  long  since  departed  from  habits  of  economy,  and 
has  fallen  iitto  a  profusion,  a  waste,  and  an  extravagance 
in  its  disbursements,  rarely  equalled  by  any  free  State, 
and  which  threatens  the  most  disastrous  consequences. 

But  1  am  happy  to  think  thai  the  ground  on  which 
the  objection  of  the  Senator  stands  may  be  removed, 
without  materially  impairing  the  provisions  of  the 
bill.  It  will  require  but  the  addition  of  a  few  words 
to  remove  it,  by  giving  to  the  deposites  all  the 
advantages,  without  the  objections  which  he  proposes  by 
his  plan.  It  will  be  easy  to  provide  that  the  States  shall 
authorize  the  proper  officers  to  give  negotiable  certifi- 
cates of  deposite,  which  shall  not  bear  interest  till  de- 
manded, when  they  shall  bear  the  usual  rates  till  paid. 
Such  certificates  would  be,  in  fact.  State  stocks,  every 
way  similar  to  that  in  which  the  Senator  proposes  to  vest 
the  surplus,  but  with  this  striking  superiority:  that,  in- 
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stead  of  being  partial,  and  limited  to  a  few  States,  they 
would  be  fairly  and  justly  apportioned  among  the  sev- 
eral States.  They  would  have  'another  striking  advan- 
tage over  his.  They  would  create  among  all  the  members 
of  the  confederacy  reciprocally  the  relation  of  debtor 
and  creditor,  in  proportion  to  their  relative  weight  in 
the  Union;  which,  in  effect,  would  leave  them  in  their 
present  relation,  and  would  of  course  avoid  the  danger 
that  would  result  from  his  plan,  which,  as  has  been  shown, 
would  necessarily  make  a  part  of  the  States  debtors  to 
the  rest,  with  all  the  danger  resulting  from  such  relation. 

The  next  objection  of  the  Senator  i^  to  the  ratio  of 
distribution,  proposed  in  the  bill,  among  the  States, 
which  he  pronounces  to  be  unequal,  if  not  unconstitu- 
tional. He  insists  that  the  true  principle  would  be  to 
distribute  the  surplus  among  the  States  in  proportion  to 
the  representation  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
without  including  the  Senators,  as  is  proposed  in  the 
bill;  for  which  he  relies  on  the  fact,  that,  by  the  consti- 
tution, representation  and  taxation  are  to  be  apportioned 
in  the  same  manner  among  the  States. 

The  Senate  will  see  that  the  effect  of  adopting  the  ra- 
tio supported  by  the  Senator  would  be  to  favor  the  large 
States,  while  that  in  the  bill  will  be  more  favorable  to 
the  small. 

The  State  I  in  part  represent  occupies  a  neutral  posi- 
tion between  the  two.  She  cannot  be  considered  either 
a  large  or  a  small  State,  forming,  as  she  does,  one 
twenty-fourth  part  of  the  Union,  and  of  course  it  is  the 
same  to  her  whichever  ratio  may  be  adopted.  But  1 
^prefer  the  one  contained  in  my  amendment,  on  the 
ground  that  it  represents  the  relative  weight  of  the 
States  in  the  Government.  It  is  the  weight  assigned  to 
them  in  the  choice  of  the  President  and  A'^ice  President 
.in  the  electoral  college,  and,  of  course,  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  laws.  It  is  also  that  assigned  to  them  in 
the  making  of  the  laws  by  the  action  of  the  two  Houses, 
and  corresponds  very  nearly  to  their  weight  in  the  judicial 
department  of  the  Government;  the  judges  being  nomi- 
nated by  the  President  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 
Jn  addition,  I  was  influenced  in  selecting  the  ratio  by 
the  belief  that  it  was  a  wise  and  magnanimous  course,  in 
case  of  doubt,  to  favor  the  weaker  members  of  the  con- 
federacy. I'he  larger  can  always  take  care  of  them- 
selves, and,  to  avoid  jealousy  and  improper  feelings, 
ought  to  act  liberally  towards  the  weaker  members  of 
the  confederacy.  To  which  may  be  added,  that  I  am 
of  the  impression  that,  even  on  the  principle  assumed 
by  the  Senator,  that  the  distribution  of  the  surplus  ought 
to  bQ  apportioned  on  the  ratio  with  direct  taxation, 
(which  may  be  well  doubted,)  the  ratio  which  I  support 
.would  conform  in  practice  more  nearly  to  the  principle 
than  that  which  he  supports.  It  is  a  fact  not  generally 
known,  that  representation  in  the  other  House,^and 
direct  taxes,  should  they  be  laid,  would  be  very  far  from 
being  equal,  although  the  constitution  provides  that 
they  should  be.  The  inequality  would  result  from  the 
mode  of  apportioning  the  Representatives.  Instoad  of 
apportioning  them  among  the  States,  as  near  as  may  be, 
as  directed  by  the  constitution,  an  artificial  mode  of  dis- 
tribution has  been  adopted,  which  in  its  effects  gives  to 
'  the  large  States  a  greater  number,  and  to  the  small  a 
less,  than  that  to  which  they  are  entitled.  I  would  refer 
those  who  may  desire  to  understand  how  this  inequality 
is  effected,  to  the  discussion  in  this  body  on  the  appor- 
tionment bill,  under  the  last  census.  So  great  is  this 
inequality,  that,  were  a  direct  tax  to  be  laid,  New  York, 
for  instance,  would  have  at  least  three  members  more 
than  her  apportionment  of  the  tax  would  require.  The 
ratio  which  I  have  proposed  would,  I  admit,  produce  as 
great  an  inequality  in  fitvor  of  some  of  the  small  States, 
particularly  the  old,  whose  population  is  nearly  station- 
ary} but,  among  the  new  and  growing  members  of  the 


confederacy,  which  constitute  the  greater  portion  of  the 
small  States,  it  would  not  give  them  a  larger  share  of 
the  deposites  than  what  they  would  be  entitled  to  on  the 
principle  of  direct  taxes.  But  the  objection  of  the 
Senator  to  the  ratio  of  distribution,  like  his  objection  to 
the  condition  on  which  the  bill  proposes  to  make  it,  is  a 
matter  of  small  comparative  consequence.  I  am  pre- 
pared, in  the  spirit  of  concession,  to  adopt  either,  as  one 
or  the  other  may  be  more  acceptable  to  the  Senate. 

It  now  remains  to  compare  the  disposition  of  the  sur- 
plus proposed  in  the  bill  with  the  others  I  have  discuss- 
ed; and,  unless  I  am  greatly  deceived,  it  possesses  great 
advantages  over  them.  Compared  with  the  scheme  of 
expending  the  surplus,  its  advantage  is,  that  it  would 
avoid  the  extravagance  and  waste  which  must  result 
from  suddenly  more  than  quadrupling  th<  expenditures, 
without  a  corresponding  organization  in  the  disbursing 
department  of  the  Government  to  enforce  economy  ana 
responsibility.  It  would  also  avoid  the  diversion  of  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  industry  of  the  country  from  its 
present  useful  direction  to  unproductive  objects,  with 
heavy  loss  to  the  wealth  and  prosperity  of  the  connlry, 
as  has  been  shown;  while  it  would,  at  the  same  time, 
avoid  the  increase  of  the  patronage  and  influence  of  the 
Government,  with  all  their  corruption  and  danger  to  the 
liberty  and  institutions  of  the  country.  But  its  advan- 
tages would  not  be  limited  simply  to  avoiding  tlie  evil 
of  extravagant  and  useless  disbursements.  It  would 
confer  positive  benefits,  by  enabling  the  States  to  dis- 
charge  their  debts,  and  complete^a  system  of  internal 
improvements  by  railroads  and  canals,  which  would  not 
only  greatly  strengthen  the  bonds  of  the  confederacy, 
but  increase  its  power,  by  augmenting  infinitely  our 
resources  and  prosperity. 

I  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  compare  the  disposition 
of  the  surplus  which  is  proposed  in  the  bill  with  the 
dangerous,  and,  I  must  say,  wicked  scheme  of  leaving 
the  public  funds  where  they  are,  in  the  banks  of  de- 
posite,  to  be  loaned  out  by  those  institutions  to  specula- 
tors and  partisans,  without  autliority  or  control  of  law. 

Compared  with  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York,  it  is  sufficient,  to  prove  its  superiority,  to 
say  that,  while  it  avoids  all  of  the  objections  to  which  his 
is  liable,  it  at  the  same  time  possesses  all  the  advantagt^s, 
with  others  peculiar  to  itself.  Among  these,  one  of  the 
most  prominent  is,  that  it  provides  the  only  efficient 
remedy  for  the  deep-seated  disease  which  now  afflicts 
the  body  politic,  and  which  threatens  to'  terminate  so 
fatally,  unless  it  be  speedily  and  effectually  arrested. 

All  who  have  reflected  on  the  nature  of  our  complex 
system  of  government,  and  the  dangers  to  which  it  is 
exposed,  have  seen  that  it  is  susceptible,  from  its  struc- 
ture, to  two  dangers  of  opposite  character:  one  threaten- 
ing consolidation,  and  the  other  anarchy  and  dissolution. 
From  the  beginning  of  the  Government  we  find  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  among  the  wise  and  patriotic,  as  to  which 
the  Government  was  most  exposed;  one  party  believing 
that  the  danger  was  that  the  Government  would  absorb 
the  reserved  powers  of  the  States,  and  terminate  in 
consolidation;  while  the  other  were  equally  confident 
that  the  States  would  absorb  the  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  system  end  in  anarchy  and  diasohition. 
It  was  this  diversity  of  opinion  which  gave  birth  to  the 
two  great,  honest,  and  patriotic  parties  which  so  long 
divided  the  community,  and  to  the  many  political  con- 
flicts which  so  long  agitated  the  country.  Time  has 
decided  the  controversy.  We  are  no  longer  left  to  doubt 
that  the  danger  is  on  the  side  of  this  Government,  and 
that,  if  not  arrested,  the  system  must  terminate  in  an 
entire  absorption  of  the  powers  of  the  States. 

Looking  back,  with  the  light  which  experience  has 
furnished,  we  now  clearly  see  that  both  of  the  parties 
took  a  false  view  of  the  operation  of  the  system.     It 
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was  admitted  by  both  that  there  would  be  a  conflict  for 
power  between  the  Government  and  the  States,  arising 
from  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  those  who,  for  the  time 
beingr,  exercised  the  powers  of  the  Government,  and 
the  States,  to  enlarge  their  respective  powers  at  the  ex- 
pense of  each  other,  and  which  would  induce  each  to 
watch  the  other  with  incessant  vigilance.  Had  such 
proved  to  be  the  fact,  I  readily  concede  that  the  result 
would  have  been  the  opposite  to  what  has  occurred, 
and  the  Republican,  and  not  the  Federal  party,  would 
have  been  mistaken  as  to  the  tendency  of  the  system, 
fiut  so  far  from  this  jealousy,  experience  has  shown  that 
in  the  operation  of  the  system  a  majority  of  the  States 
have  acted  in  concert  with  the  Government  at  all  times, 
except  upon  the  eve  of  a  political  revolution,  when  one 
party  was  about  to  go  out,  to  make  room  for  the  other 
to  come  in;  and  we  now  clearly  see  that  this  has  not 
been  the  result  of  accident,  but  that  the  habitual  opera- 
tion must  necessarily  be  so.  The  misconception  result- 
ed from  overlooking  the  fact,  that  the  Government  is 
but  an  agent  of  the  States,  and  thaLthe  dominant  ma- 
jority of  the  Union,  which  elect  and  control  a  majority 
of  the  State  Legislatures,  would  also  elect  those  who 
would  control  this  Government,  whether  that  majority 
rested  on  sectional  interests,  on  patronage  and  influence, 
or  whatever  basis  it  might;  md  that  they  would  use  the 
power  both  of  the  general  and  State  Governments 
jointly,  for  aggrandizement  and  the  perpetuation  of  their 
power.  Regarded  in  this  light,  it  is  not  at  all  surprising 
that  the  tendency  of  the  system  is  such  as  it  has  proved 
itself  to  be,  and  which  any  intelligent  observer  now  sees 
must  necessarily  terminate  in  a  central,  absolute,  irre- 
sponsible, and  despotic  power.  It  is  this  fatal  ten- 
dency that  the  measure  proposed  in  the  bill  is  calcula- 
ted to  counteract,  and  which  I  betieve  would  prove  ef- 
fective if  now  applied.  It  would  place  the  States  in 
the  relation  in  which  it  was  universally  believed  they 
would  stand  to  this  Government  at  the  time  of  its  forma- 
tion, and  make  them  those  jealous  and  vigilant  guardians 
of  its  actions  on  all  measures  touching  the  disburse- 
ments and  expenditure  of  the  Government,  and  which 
it  was  confidently  believed  they  would  be,  which  would 
arrest  the  fatal  tendency  to  the  concentration  of  the  en- 
tire power  of  the  system  in  this  Government,  if  any 
power  on  earth  can. 

But  it  is  objected  that  the  remedy  would  be  too  pow- 
erful, and  would  produce  an  opposite  and  equally  dan- 
gerous tendency.  I  coincide  that  such  would  be  the 
danger,  if  permanently  applied;  and  under  that  impres- 
sion, and  believing  that  the  present  excess  of  revenue 
would  not  continue  longer,  I  have  limited  the  measure 
to  the  duration  of  the  compromise  act.  Thus  limited, 
at  will  act  sufliciently  long,  I  trust,  to  eradicate  the  pres- 
ent disease,  without  superinducing  one  of  an  opposite 
character. 

But  the  plan  proposed  is  supported  by  its  justice,  as 
well  as  these  high  considerations  of  political  expedien- 
cy. The  surplus  money  in  the  Treasury  is  not  ours. 
It  properly  belongs  to  those  who  made  it,  from  whom  it 
has  been  unjustly  taken.  I  hold  it  an  unquestionable 
principle,  that  the  Government  has  no  right  to  take  a 
cent  from  the  people  beyond  what  is  necessary  to  meet 
its  legitimate  and  constitutional  wants.  To  take  more 
intentionally,  would  be  robbery;  and  if  the  Government 
has  not  incurred  the  guilt  in  the  present  case,  its  ex- 
emption can  only  be  found  in  its  folly — the  folly  of  not 
seeing  and  guarding  against  a  vast  excess  of  revenue, 
which  the  most  ordinary  understanding  ought  to  have 
foreseen  and  prevented.  If  it  were  in  our  power — if 
we  could  ascertain  from  whom  the  vast  amount  now  in 
the  Treasury  was  improperly  taken,  justice  would  de- 
mand that  it  should  be  returned  to  its  lawful  owners. 
But  aa  that  is  impossible,  the  measure  next  best,  as  ap- 
VoL.  XII.— 103 


preaching  nearest  to  restitution,  is  that  which  is  pro- 
posed—to deposite  it  in  the  treasuries  of  the  several 
States,  which  will  place  it  under  the  disposition  of  the 
immediate  representatives  of  the  people,  to  be  used  by 
them  as  they  may  think  flt,  till  the  wants  of  the  Govern- 
ment may  require  its  return. 

But  it  is  objected  that  such  a  disposition  would  be  a 
bribe  to  the  people.  A  bribe  to  the  people!  to  return 
it  to  those  to  whom  it  justly  belongs,  and  from  whose 
pockets  it  should  never  have  been  taken.  A  bribe!  to 
place  it  in  the  charge  of  those  who  are  the  immediate 
representatives  of  those  from  whom  we  derive  our  au- 
thority, and  who  may  employ  it  so  much  more  usefully 
than  we  can.  But  what  is  to'  be  done?  If  not  returned 
to  the  people,  it  must  go  somehow;  and  is  there  no  dan- 
ger of  bribing  those  to  whom  it  may  go?  If  we  dis- 
burse it,  is  there  no  dan^r  of  bribing  the  thousands  of 
agents,  contractors,  and  jobbers,  through  whose  hands 
it  must  pass,  and  in  whose  pockets,  and  those  of  their 
associates,  so  large  a  part  would  be  deposited?  If,  to 
avoid  this,  we  kave  it  where  it  is — ^in  the  banks — is  there 
no  danger  of  bribing  the  banks  in  whose  custody  it  is, 
with  their  various  dependants,  and  the  numerous  swarms 
of  speculators  which  hover  about  them  in  hopes  of  par- 
ticipating in  the  spoil?  Is  there  no  danger  of  bribing 
the  political  managers,  who,  through  the  deposites, 
have  the  control  of  these  banks,  and,  by  them,  of  their 
dependants  and  the  hungry  and  voracious  hosts  of  spec- 
ulators who  have  overspread  and  are  devouring  the 
land?  Yes,  literally  devouring  the  land.  Finally,  if  it 
should  be  vested  as  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  is  there  no  danger  of  bribing  the  holders  of  State 
stocks,  and,  through  them,  the  States  which  have  issued 
them?  Are  the  agents,  the  jobbers,  and  contractors; 
are  the  directors  and  stockholders  of  the  banks;  are  the 
speculators  and  stock-jobbers;  are  the  political  managers 
and  holders  of  State  securities,  the  only  honest  portion 
of  the  community?  Are  they  alone  incapable  of  being 
bribed?  And  are  the  people  the  least  honest,  and  moat 
liable  to  be  bribed?  Is  this  the  creed  of  those  now  in 
power?  of  those  who  profess  to  be  the  friends  of  the 
people,  and  to  place  implicit  confidence  in  their  virtue 
and  patriotism? 

I  have  now  (said  Mr.  G.)  stated  what,  in  my  opinion, 
ought  to  be  done  with  the  surplus.  Another  question 
still  remains— not  what  shall,  but  what  will,  be  done  with 
the  surplus?  With  a  few  remarks  on  this  question,  I 
shall  conclude  what  I  intended  to  say. 

There  was  a  time,  in  the  better  days  of  the  repub- 
lic, when  to  show  what  ought  to  be  done,  was  to  ensure 
the  adoption  of  the  measure.  Those  days  have  passed 
away,  1  fear,  forever.  A  power  has  risen  up  m  the 
Government  greater  than  the  people  themselves,  con- 
sisting of  many  and  various  and  powerful  interests,  com- 
bined into  one  mMs,  and  held  together  by  the  cohesive 
power  of  the  vast  surplus  in  the  banks.  This  mighty 
combination  will  be  opposed  to  any  change;  and  it  is  to 
be  feared  that  such  is  its  influence  that  no  measure  to 
which  it  is  opposed  can  become  a  law,  however  expedi- 
ent and  necessary,  and  that  the  public  money  will  re- 
main in  their  possession,  to  be  disposed  of,  not  as  the 
public  interest,  but  as  theirs  may  dictate.  The  time, 
mdeed,  seems  fast  approaching,  when  no  law  can  pass, 
nor  any  honor  be  conferred,  from  the  Chief  Magistrate 
to  the  tide-waiter,  without  the  assent  of  this  powerful 
and  interested  combination,  which  is  steadily  becoming 
the  Government  itself,  to  the  utter  subversion  of  the  au- 
thority of  the  people.  Nay,  1  fear  we  are  in  the  midst 
of  it,  and  I  look  with  anxiety  to  the  fate  of  this  measure 
as  the  test  whether  we  are  or  not. 

If  nothing  should  be  done;  if  the  money,  which  justly 
belongs  to  the  people,  be  left  where  it  is,  with  the  many 
and  overwhelming  objections  to  it,  the  fact  will  prove 
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that  a  grevii  and  radical  chanj^e  has  been  effected ;  that 
the  Government  is  subverted;  that  the  authority  of  the 
people  is  suppressed  by  a  union  of  the  banks  and  Exec- 
irtive — a  union  a  hundred  times  more  dangerous  than 
that  of  church  and  state,  against  which  the  constitution 
has  so  jealously  guarded.  It  would  be  the  announce- 
ment of'^a  Btate  of  things,  from  which,  it  is  to  be  feared, 
there  can  be  no  recovery — a  state  of  boundless  corrup- 
tfon,  and  the  lowest  and  basest  subserviency.  It  seems 
to  be  the  order  of  Providence  that,  with  the  exception 
of  these,  a  people  may  recover  from  any  other  evil.  Pi- 
racy, robbery,  and  violence,  of  any  description,  may,  as 
history  proves,  be  followed  by  virtue,  patriotism,  and 
national  greatness;  but  where  is  the  example  to  be 
found,  of  a  degenerate,  corrupt,  and  subservient  peo- 
ple, who  have  ever  recovered  their  virtue  and  patriot- 
ism .>  Their  doom  has  ever  been  the  lowest  state  of 
wretchedness  and  misery;  scorned,  trodden  down,  and 
obliterated  forever  from  the  list  of  nations.  '  May  Hea- 
ven grant  that  such  may  never  be  ouf  doom! 

When  Mr.  Calhovh  sat  down — 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  congratulated  the  Senate  and  the 
country  upon  the  tone  and  spirit  in  which  this  debate 
had  commenced.  He  believed  that  a  general  disposi- 
tion prevailed,  on  all  sides,  to  surrender  individual  opin- 
ions as  far  as  they  could  be  surrendered  without  a  sac- 
rifice of  principle,  and  to  unite  upon  the  best  measure 
for  regulating  the  public  deposites.  From  this  disposi- 
tion, he  augured  the  most  happy  results;  especially  as 
the  Senators  from  New  York  and  South  Carolina  [Messrs. 
WHiaHT  and  Calhoun]  did  not  seem  to  differ  essen- 
tially ill  regard  to  this  branch  of  the  subject. 

In  the  few  remarks  which  he  intended  to  make,  he 
would  follow  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina.  This  would  enable  him  to  present  distinctly 
his  own  views  on  the  different  points  which  had  been 
made  by  that  gentleman. 

And,  first,  in  regard  to  the  payment  of  interest  by  the 
deposite  banks,  Mr.  B.  said  there  did  not  seem  to  be 
any  essential  difference  between  the  two  gentlemen  on 
this  question.  It  was  very  clear  to  his  mind  that,  if 
Congress  should  adjourn  without  making  any  disposition 
of  the  surplus  revenue,  these  banks  ought  to  pay  a 
moderate  interest  for  the  greater  portion  of  the  public 
money  in  their  possession.  He  said  the  greater  portion, 
because  he  was  disposed  to  deal  fairly  towards  them, 
and  charge  them  no  interest,  except  on  sums  which  ex- 
ceeded a  fixed  amount.  He  was  disposed  to  give  them 
the  use  of  aa  much  money,  without  interest,  as  would 
be  a  full  equivalent  for  the  services  which  they  were 
required  to  rendec  to  the  Government.  Beyond  this 
amount,  which  would  be  determined  by  the  Senate, 
with  a  just  reference  to  all  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  pay  interest;  and  he  could  not  say  that 
two  per  cent,  per  annum,  as  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  was  unreasonable.  The  banks 
discounted  upon  these  deposites,  and  made  money  for 
thtir  stockholders  out  of  these  deposites;  it  was,  then, 
but  justice  to  our  constituents  to  charge  them  interest. 
It  wquld  be  unjust  towards  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  that  the  use  of  their  money  should  be  given  to 
the  stockholders  of  these  banks  as  a  mere  gratuity,  with- 
out anv  compensation.  He  should  certainly  vote  to 
make  them  pay  something  for  the  use  of  this  money. 

In  regard  to  the  anMunt  which  each  of  these  banks 
should  be  entitled  to  hold,  without  interest,  he  thought 
the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  lia- 
ble to  well-founded  objections.  To  establish  as  a  uni- 
versal rule  that  the  sum  of  fi(\y  thousand  dollars  should  be 
thus  retained  by  each  of  them,  would  be,  in  his  opinion, 
unjust.  If  the  capital  of  the  bank  were  small,  lay 
^100,000,  this  would  be  a  considerable  sum;  but  if  the 
capital  amounted  to  one  or  two  millions,  #50,000  would 


be  wholly  inadequate.  He  believed  that  a  member  of 
the  other  House  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  BiirzrxT]  had, 
at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  proposed  to  apportion 
the  amount  of  deposites  which  should  not  bear  interest 
to  the  capitals  of  the  respective  banks.  He  was  under 
the  impression  that  this  would  be  a  fairer  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding than  to  establish  a  fixed  sum  applicable  alike  to 
to  all  the  banks,  whether  their  capitals  were  great  or 
small. 

Mr.  B.  said,  however,  that  the  question  of  interest 
might  sink  into  one  of  comparatively  little  importance. 
If  the  surplus  in  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  each  year, 
except  three  millions  of  dollars,  should  be  deposited 
with  the  several  States,  according  to  the  proposition  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Caiuouit,]  or  if  »t 
should  be  invested  quarterly  in  State  stocks,  leaving  five 
millions  of  dollars  in  the  I'reasury,  in  pursuance  of  the 
amendment  which  had  been  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  [Mr.  WmoHT,]  the  adoption  of  either 
alternative  would,  in  a  great  degree,  dispose  of  thtf 
question  of  interest.  The  banks,  in  either  case,  it  was 
probable,  would  not  generally  have  more  money  on  de- 
posite than  would  be  a  fair  and  Just  compensation  for 
the  services  which  they  perform.  It  was  as  much  the 
interest  of  the  Government  as  their  interest  that  we 
should  not  drive  hard  and  unreasonable  bargains  with 
them. 

These  banks  were  at  present  in  a  most  awkward  and 
embarrassing  situation  in  regard  to  the  public  deposites. 
They  had  vast  sums  of  public  money  in  their  possession, 
without  knowing  what  moment  they  might  be  called 
upon  to  pay  them.  They  were  awaiting  the  action  of 
Congress;  and;  in  this  stale  of  suspense,  they  could  not, 
with  a  proper  regard  to  their  own  safety,  discount 
largely  upon  these  deposites.  They  must  always^ be 
ready  to  meet  our  demands.  Hence  they  could  not  af- 
ford that  relief  to  the  community  which  they  would  be 
able  to  do  under  other  circumstances.  And  here  he 
would  take  occasion  to  say  that  he  believed  the  public 
money  was  perfectly  secure  in  their  hands.  There  was 
not  the  least  cause  for  apprehension  on  this  account. 
He  thought  that  every  Senator  must  arrive  at  the  same 
conclusion  who  would  take  the  trouble  to  examine  the 
statement  of  their  condition  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  Senate  on  Monday  last. 

Mr.  B.  concurred  in  opinion  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  that  transfer  drafts  should  not  be  used 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  except  for  the  purpose 
of  ikcilitating  the  public  disbursements.  They  ceHain- 
ly  ought  not  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  a 
bank  in  doubtful  circumstances  from  the  consequences 
of  its  own  imprudence.  Each  bank  owed  it  to  the  pub- 
lic to  take  care  of  itself,  and  never  to  place  itself  in  such 
a  condition  as  to  require  the  money  of  the  Government 
to  sustain  its  credit.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
had  never  used  transfer  warrants  for  any  such  purpose; 
therefore  the  Senator's  propoaition  could  have  no  per- 
sonal application  to  his  conduct.  He  saw  no  objection, 
however,  to  the  incorporation  of  this  prohibition  in  the 
bill.  It  would  give  fair  notice  to  all  the  banks  that  they 
must  rely  upon  themselves  to  sustain  their  own  credit, 
and  not  upon  any  aid  to  be  derired  from  the  public 
Treasury  i. 

He  would  say  but  little  in  regard  to  the  selection  of 
deposite  banks,  the  third  point  made  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina.  He  thought  that  a  plan  might  bt 
devised  which  would  be  decidedly  preferable  to  that 
proposed  by  either  the  Senator  from  New  York  or  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina.  On  this  subject  a  mid- 
dle course  might  be  adopted,  which,  whilst  it  would  en- 
Bure  a  proper  responsibility  from  the  bead  of  the  De- 
partment to  Congress,  should,  at  the  same  time,  leave 
him  such  a  discretion  as  the  public  interest  demanded. 
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He  could  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  South  Car- 
olina in  timiting>  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  the  present  depomte  banks,  and  to 
them  alone,  as  his  bill  proposes.  Neither  did  he  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  proper  to  confer  upon  that  ofiicer 
the  unlimited  discretion  in  selecting  the  depositories  of 
the  public  money  which  seemed  to  be  sanctioned  by  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York.  He  was  not 
afraid  of  the  judicious  exercise  of  this  power;  but  still, 
as  a  general  rule,  as  little  discretion  ought  to  be  left  to 
executive  officers  as  was  consistent  with  the  public  in- 
terest. 

The  present  deposite  banks  had  faithfully,  he  believ- 
ed, performed  their  duty  to  the  country.  Their  con- 
duct bad  been  satisfactory  to  the  head  of  the  Treasury 
Department;  at  least,  he  had  never  heard  any  thing  to 
the  contrary.  He  would  suggest  that  the  bill  itself 
should  continue  them  by  name  as  banks  of  deposite. 
From  what  he  had  heard  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
he  had  no  doubt  it  was  necessary  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  these  depositories.  This  would  be  required  in 
New  YoHc  and  Boston,  and  perhaps  in  Philadelphia. 
There  might  be  other  places  in  the  same  situation.  He 
would  therefore  authorize  the  Secretary  of  tiie  Treasu- 
ry, between  this  time  and  the  next  meeting  of  Congress, 
to  select  as  many  deposite  banks,  not  exceeding  a  cer- 
tain number,  as  the  public  interest  might  require,  in  ad- 
dition to  those  already  selected.  After  these  additional 
selections  should  be  made,  af\er  the  system  should  thus 
be  completely  organized,  he  would  not  authorize  the 
Secretary  to  make  new  selections,  without  the  previous 
consent  of  Congress,  unless  it  were  to  supply  the  place 
of  such  of  the  existing  banks  as  should  cease  to  be  de- 
positories under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  which  will  be 
passed. 

The  fourth  point  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
is  one  of  so  little  importance  that  be  should  pass  it  over 
without  any  remark,  except  that  it  cannot  materially 
interfere  with  the  satisfactory  adjustment  of  this  ques- 
tion. 

On  the  fifth  point,  Mr.  B.  entirely  concurred  in  opin- 
ion with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  Was  it  a 
measure  of  severity  to  'require  that  the  deposite  banks 
bbould  always  have  immediate  means  in  their  possession 
or  power  to  meet  the  one  fifth  of  their  immediate  re- 
sponsibilities? He  thought  not.  Every  bank  ought,  at 
the  very  least,  to  have  an  amount  of  specie  in  its  vaults, 
which,  with  the  debts  due  to  it  from  other  banks,  which 
might  be  converted  into  specie  without'  delay,  would  be 
equal  to  one  fifth  of  its  notes  in  circulation,  and  of  its 
public  and  private  deposites.  He  should  .be  unwil- 
ling to  trust  the  money  of  the  United  States  in  any 
bank  which  was  either  unable  or  unwilling  to  com- 
ply with  this  condition.  He  should  consider  it  unsufe 
in  any  such  depository.  1  aking  the  general  aggregate 
of  the  condition  of  the  deposite  banks,  according  to  the 
last  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  if  we 
should  apply  to  them  the  rule  of  the  one  third,  instead  of 
the  one  fifth,  .they  would  still  be  much  witiiin  that  limit. 
He  had  not,  in  detail,  examined  the  condition  of  each 
one  of  these  thirty-six  banks;  but  he  believed  he  might 
venture  to  say  that  there  was  not  one  of  them  which 
would  be  affected  by  the  rule  proposed  to  be  applied  to 
them  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

He  would  suggest  to  the  Senator*  however,  that  his 
bill  was  defective  on  this  point,  and  did  not  embrace,  in 
all  it^  extent,  the  principle  for  which  he  had  intended  to 
provide.  In  preparing  it,  he  must  have  forgotten  that,  in- 
stead of  the  aggregate  balance  of  the  deposite  banks  in 
their  accounts  with  other  banks  being  always  in  their 
favor,  it  might  and  would  be  sometimes  against  them. 
In  such  a  case,  they  ought  not  only  to  have  specie  in 
their  vaults  sufficient  to  pay  one  fifth  of  their  notes  in 


circulation,  and  their  deposites,  but  also  one  fifth  of  this 
balance.  The  gentleman*s  bill  does  not  embrace  this 
case.  Under  his  bill,  one  of  these  deposite  banks  might 
have  $100,000  of  specie  in  its  vaults,  might  be  indebted 
to  other  banks  in  an  aggregate  balance  of  $500,000,  and 
might  have  notes  in  circulation  and  deposites  on  hand 
to  another  amount  of  $500,000,  and  yet  not  violate  its 
provisions,  although  it  could  pay  in  specie  but  one  dol- 
lar in  ten,  instead  uf  one  dollar  in  five,  of  its  immediate 
liabilities.  He  had  prepared  an  amendment  to  obviate 
this  objection,  but  should  not  offer  it  at  present. 

In  this  respect,  he  felt  bound  to  say  he  greatly  prefer- 
red the  bill  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  to  the 
amendment  which  had  been  proposed  by  his  friend  from 
New  York.  That  amendment  simply  provided  that  each 
deposite  bank  must  keep  in  its  vaults  sufficient  specie 
to  pay  the  one  fourth  of^its  notes  and  bills  in  circulation* 
and  the  balance  of  its  accounts  with  other  banks  payable 
on  demand.  It  had  no  reference  whatever  to  the  amount 
of  its  public  and  private  deposites,  the  whole  of  whioh 
might  be  demanded  at  any  momenta  If  a  deposite  bank 
have  sufficient  specie  in  its  vaults  to  pay  one  fourth  of  its 
notes  in  circulation,  it  might  be  indebted  to  its  deposi- 
tors ten  or  twenty  times  the  amount  of  its  specie,  and 
yet  not  violate  the  terms  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  now  approached  the  more  difficult 
question,  of  what  disposition  we  ought  to  make  of  the 
surplus  now  in  the  Treasury.  He  believed  this  surplus 
would  be  very  large  on  the  first  day  of  January  next, 
notwithstanding  our  liberal  appropriations.  He  had 
himself  made  an  estimate  of  the  amount;  but  he  would 
not  now  commit  himself  by  stating  it,  as  it  had  not  been 
made  with  sufficient  care  to  enable  him  to  speak  with 
any  degree  of  positive ness. 

He  would  take  this  occasion  to  remark,  that,  although 
he  had  voted,  and  intended  to  vote,  during  the  present 
8ession,in  favor  of  liberal—some  might  say  extravagant — 
appropriations  for  defence,  he  considered  these  ap- 
propriations as  the  exception  justified  by  the  special 
circumstances  in  which  the  country  was  placed,  and  not 
as  the  general  rule.  He  never  should  depart  from  those 
maxims  of  sound  and  wholesome  economy  by  which  this 
Government  ought  alw*ays  to  be  administered.  The 
expenditures  authorized  at  the  present  session  ought 
not  to  be  considered  as  a  standard  for  future  yeara. 
He  presumed  no  Senator  thought  of  increasing  the  per- 
manent expenses  of  the  country  to  any  such  standard. 
We  had  just  finally  discharged  the  debt  contracted  during 
the  last  war;  our  Treasury  was  overflowing,  and  all  we 
had  done  was  to  appropriate  more  money  than  had  been 
usual  heretofore  to  the  completion  of  those  necessary 
defences  which  had  been  projected  long  ago,  and  which 
tlic  safety  of  the  country  demanded.  Whilst  we  were 
paying  our  debt,  policy  required  that  we  should  not 
progress  in  these  measures  as  rapidly  as  we  ought  now 
to  do.  Hence,  increased  appropriations  were  now 
higlily  proper;  not  for  the  purpose  of  wasting  the  pub- 
lic money  itl  useless  expenditures,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  accomplishing  objects  which  have  always  been 
deemed  necessary.  For  his  own  part,  he  never  had 
voted  away,  and  he  never  should  vote  away,  a  dollar 
of  public  money,  merely  because  we  had  a  surplus  in  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  would  proceed  to  nuike  a  few  remarks 
upon  the  plans  proposed  by  the  Senators  from  South 
Carolina  and  New  York,  for  disposing  of  the  surplus  in 
the  Treasury;  and,  first,  in  regard  Jo  that  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina.  He  proposes  to  loan  the  balance 
remaining  in  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  each  year,  until 
June,  1842,  (after  deducting  therefrom  $3,000,000,)  to 
the  several  States,  without  interest;  each  State  receiving 
such  a  proportion  of  the  whole  amount  as  her  Senators 
and  Representatives  in  Congress  bear  to  the  whole  num- 
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ber  of  members  of  botb  Houses.  These  sums  are  to  be 
refunded  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  at  such 
times  as  Conf^ess  shall  by  law  provide. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  would  waive  for  the  present  any  con- 
stitutional doubts  which  may  exist  in  regard  to  the  power 
of  Congress  to  distribute  among  the  several  States  the 
surplus  revenue  derived  from  taxation.  He  would 
merely  remark  that,  if  we  do  not  possess  the  power  to 
make  such  a  distribution,  he  could  not  perceive  by  what 
authority  we  could  make  the  loan  proposed  by  the  gen- 
tleman.  I  f  you  have  not  the  power  to  give  the  principal, 
whence  can  you  derive  your  power  to  give  the  interest? 
To  loan  the  States  this  money,  without  interest,  is  to 
make  them  a  donation  of  an  annuity  equal  to  six  per 
cent,  per  annum,  for  an  indefinite  period,  on  the  sums 
which  they  msy  respectively  receive.  In  any  constitu- 
tional view  of  the  subject,  he  could  not  perceive  how 
the  interest  could  share  a  different  fate  from  that  of  the 
principal.  This  was  not  to  be  a  mere  deposite  with  the 
States  for  safe  keeping;  it  was  intended  by  all  that  the 
money  should  be  used  by  the  States  in  the  construction 
of  internal  improvements,  in  the  payment  of  their  debts, 
and  in  accomplishing  every  object  which  they  might 
deem  useful.  If  we  possess  the  power  to  loan  the  pub- 
lic money  to  the  States  in  this  manner,  we  might  at  once 
give  it  to  them  absolutely. 

The  leading  objection  which  he  had  to  this  system 
was,  that  its  direct  and  continuing  tendency,  at  least 
until  1842,  would  be  to  create  a  bias  in  the  Senators  and 
Representatives  of  the  States  in  Congress  in  opposition 
to  the  fair  and  efficient  administration  of  the  Federal 
Government.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolin*,  feeling 
the  force  of  this  objection,  lias  attempted  to  obviate  it 
by  stating  that  the  strong  tendency  of  the  action  of  this 
Government  was  towaroa  consolidation,  and  this  propo- 
sition would  be  useful  as  a  counteracting  force.  Mr.  B. 
would  now  neither  dispute  nor  affirm  the  proposition  of 
the  Senator  in  regard  to  the  central  tendency  of  this 
Government;  but  this  he  would  say,  that,  in  avoiding 
Scylla,  we  must  take  care  not  to  rush  into  Charybdis. 
He  thought  the  counteracting  power  of  the  gentleman's 
bill  would  be  so  excessive  that  it  might  drive  us  into  the 
opposite  extreme,  and  thus  become  dangerous. 

He  disclaimed  the  sentiment  that  the  people  of  this 
country  can  be  bribed  with  their  own  money.  He  did 
not  believe  that  there  now  existed,  or  ever  had  existed, 
upon  earth,  a  more  virtuous  people  than  our  populatiqn 
in  the  mass.  But  we  had  been  taught  by  divine  author- 
ity to  pray  that  we  might  not  be  led  into  temptation.  It 
was  the  part  of  an  enlightened  statesman  to  make  the 
interests  of  men  correspond  with  their  duties,  whenever 
that  was  possible.  Their  action,  then,  to  promote  the 
public  good,  would  be  free  and  unrestrained.  But  in 
what  sitiution  should  we  place  ourselves  by  the  adop- 
tion of  this  proposition?  In  every  case  requiring  an 
appropriation  of  public  money,  the  direct  and  immediate 
pecuniary  interest  of  our  constituents  would  be  directly 
at  war  with  the  performance  of  our  duties  al  members  of 
Congress.  Now,  sir,  we  might  be  as  pure  as  angels, 
and  yet,  unless  we  were  as^  wise  also,  such  a  position, 
without  our  own  knowledge,  would  create  a  powerful 
bias  in  our  minds.  Is  it  wise,  is  it  politic,  voluntarily  to 
place  ourselves  in  the  position  of  antagonists  to  the  very 
Government  of  which  we  are  members'  Adopt  this 
proposition,  and  what  will  be  the  consequence?  Should 
the  Executive  recommend,  or  the  interest  of  the  country 
require,  the  construction  of  a  fort,  of  an  arsenal,  of  a 
navy  yard,  of  a  ship  of  war,  or  any  other  expenditure 
necessary  for  our  permanent  defence,  we  would  not  only 
inquire  into  the  justice  and  expediency  of  the  expendi- 
ture, but  we  should  involuntarily  ask  ourselves,  how 
much  will  this  expenditure  reduce  the  dividend  of  the 
liublic  money  which  our  respectire  States  will  receive  at 


the  end  of  the  year?  Every  dollar  that  we  can  mibtrtet 
fi*om  the  purposes  intrusted  to  our  special  care  by  the 
federal  constitution  will  add  a  dollar  more  to  the  surplus 
to  be  distributed  among  our  constituents.  We  should 
thus  become  antagonists  (he  would  not  use  the  new 
word)  to  the  very  Government  of  which  we  ought  to  be 
the  supporters.  How  much  money  will  each  appropri- 
ation take  from  our  dividend,  would  be  an  inquiry  con- 
stantly obtruding  itself  upon  us.  In  order  to  justify 
ourselves  to  our  own  consciences  for  opposing  any  ap- 
propriation here,  we  would  become  ingenious  in  magni- 
fying the  comparative  importance  of  the  objects  to  which 
the  States  would  apply  the  money.  We  might  thus 
change  the  nature  of  our  Government;  and,  if  its  ten- 
dency be  now  towards  consolidation,  we  might  rush  to 
the  opposite  extreme  by  the  adoption  of  this  proposition, 
which,  by  its  terms,  is  to  continue  in  force  for  six  suc- 
cessive years. 

Would  any  prudent  man  place  in  the  hands  of  his 
agent,  whom  he  had  employed  to  build  a  house  for  him, 
a  sum  of  money,  and  tell  him  that  what  remained  of  this 
sum,  after  completing  the  work,  should  be  his  own? 
This  would  be  to  offer  him  a  premium  for  not  incurring 
the  necessary  expense  to  enable  him  to  perform  his 
duty.  We  shall  be  such  agents,  precisely,  should  this 
amendment  be  adopted.  Our  constituents  will  receive 
every  dollar  which  we  can  subtract  from  the  purposes 
of  the  Federal  Government  during  a  period  of  six  years. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  greatly  preferred  the  distribution  pro- 
posed by  the  land  bill  to  that  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina.  The  same  objection  did  not  exist  to  it.  It 
assumed  as  a  principle  that  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales 
of  the  public  lands  belonged  to  the  States.  It  withdrew 
firom  this  Government  the  entire  fund.  It  would  leave 
us  to  administer  the  Government  out  of  the  other  roeaus 
which  still  remained.  It  was  a  fixed  and  certain  mode,  , 
and  did  not  seek  to  distribute  a  mere  surplus  of  what 
might  remain  in  the  Treasury  after  we  had  provided  for 
other  objects.  Besides,  the  money  was  granted  abso- 
lutely, and  not  loaned  to  the  States.  But  he  did  not 
intend  to  discuss  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  land  bill 
upon  the  present  occasion. 

If  Mr.  B.  could  consent  to  vote  for  the  proposition  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  he  would  not  object 
to  that  part  of  it  which  diatributes  the  money  in  propor- 
tion to  the  representation  of  each  State  in  both  branches 
of  Congress.  If  there  were  no  other  considerations  in 
its  favor,  (which  he  did  not  admit,)  he  thought  the  mag' 
nanimity  of  the  large  States  should  induce  them  to  give 
their  smaller  sisters  this  comparatively  trifling  advantage. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  might  yet  be  compelled  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  York, 
for  investing  the  surplus  revenue  in  stocks  issued  by  the 
States;  but  if  he  should,  it  would  be  with  extreme  re- 
luctance. He  could  only  be  induced  to  give  such  a  vote 
upon  the  principle  that  it  was  a  less  evil  to  dispose  of 
the  public  money  in  this  manner,  than  to  keep  it  any 
longer  in  the  deposite  banks. 

He  admitted  that  these  State  stocks  had  a  permanent 
and  fixed  value.  They  did  not  fluctuate  in  the  market 
like  other  stocks.  Nobody  doubted  their  security,  and 
the  comparatively  trifling  rise  and  fall  in  their  prices 
depended  entirely  upon  the  plenty  or  scarcity  of 
money.  A  large  proportion  of  these  stocks  were  held 
in  Europe.  He  knew  this  to  be  the  case  a  few  years 
ago;  and  he  presumed  there  had  been  no  considerable 
change  since.  Their  price  had  always  been  high  in  our 
market,  from  the  fact^that  capitalisU  in  Europe  were 
glad  to  make  safe  investments,  which  would  yield  them 
an  interest  of  four  or  four  and  a  half  per  cent.  Upon 
this  point  of  the  case,  he  thought  the  Senator  from  South 
Caaolina  had  not  succeeded  in  refuting  the  argument  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York.     It  was  true  that  the  price 
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of  this  stock  migfht  be  enhanced  by  the  Government  be- 
coming a  large  purchaser  in  the  market;  but  this  ad- 
vance would  be  inconsiderable,  compared  with  the  ad- 
vantage of  taking  the  surplus  revenue  from  the  deposite 
banks»  and  putting  it  into  general  circulation  among  the 
people. 

Mr.  B.  did  not  concur  with  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  in  believing  that  such  investments  in  State 
stocks  could  be  of  any  advantage  to  those  States  which 
bad tssued  them.  No  matter  who  held  the  certificate, 
whether  the  United  SUtes  or  individuals,  the  States  were 
equally  bound  to  pay  the  accruing  interest,  and  finally 
discharge  the  principal.  If  the  price  of  these  stocks 
should  be  permanently  raised  by  the  investments  of  the 
Government,  the  States  might  hereafler  obtaiir  loans  on 
somewhat  more  favorable  terms  than  they  had  done 
heretofore;  but  in  regard  to  the  old  stocks,  the  States 
would  continue  precisely  in  the  same  situation  they  are 
at  present.  In  one  respect  they  might  be  injured  instead 
of  benefited.  If  they  wishea  to  purchase  in  their  own 
stocks  before  the  time  they  should  become  payable,  as 
New  York  had  done,  the  price  might  be  raised  upon 
them. 

Mr.  B.  doubted  whether  a  sufficient  amount  of  these 
State  stocks  could  be  purchased  to  absorb  the  surplus  in 
the  Treasury.  They  were  limited  in  amount,  and  a  large 
proportion  of  them  was  held  in  Europe.  He  would  be 
glad  to  obtain  more  information  on  this  branch  of  the 
subject  than  the  Senate  now  possessed.  Of  one  thing, 
however,  he  felt  very  certain.  If  the  surplus  could  be 
invested  in  these  stocks,  we  could  do  nothing  which 
would  more  immediately  relieve  the  money  market  of 
the  country.  He  believed  that  the  truth  of  this  propo- 
sition was  so  manifest,  that  it  was  wholly  unnecessary  to 
do  more  than  merely  to  state  it* 

He  had  one  very  strong  objection  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York.  The  rage  for  specula- 
tion, which  now  existed  throughout  the  land,  was  the 
curse  of  the  present  time.  The  gambling  in  stocks  was 
infinitely  worse  in  its  consequences  to  the  community 
than  all  other  kinds  of  gambling  united.  'J'his  spirit 
was  rapidly  extending  itself  throughout  the  whole  coun- 
try. It  enabled  those  who  were  initiated  in  the  fiuctua- 
ttons  of  the  money  market  to  take  advantage  of  others 
who  were  less  skilful,  and  to  accumulate  rapid  fortunes 
at  their  expense.  Although  it  might  be  true,  and  he 
believed  it  was  true,  that  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York  would  not  much  enhance  the 
price  of  State  stocks,  yet  it  would  unlock  the  capital 
now  vested  in  them  to  the  amount  of  the  purchases  of 
the  Government,  and  throw  It  upon  what  had  been  call- 
ed the  fancy  stocks.  This  operation  would  at  once  raise 
the  prices  of  all  these  stocks,  and  put  into  the  pockets 
of  their  owners  large  sums  of  money.  You  would  thus 
give  an  impetus  to  the  already  wild  speculations  in  stocks, 
and  increase  the  spirit  of  gambling,  which  is  now  one  of 
the  greatest  curses  of  our  country.  For  these  reasons 
he  felt  an  almost  insuperable  repugnance  against  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  into 
the  market  as  a  great  stock-jobber,  though  its  opera- 
tions might  be  confined  to  the  stocks  of  the  different 
States.  Still,  as  he  had  before  observed,  he  might  feel 
mmself  under  duresse  to  vote  fur  this  measure,  as  the 
least  of  two  very  great  evils.  -^ 

Mr.  B.  said  he  had  thrown  out  these  suggestions  to 
the  Senate  in  the  same  conciliatory  spirit  which  dictated 
the  remarks  of  the  Senators  from  New  York  and  South 
Carolina.  We  were  now  in  a  free  conference;  all  equally 
desirous  of  adopting  the  best  measure  to  promote  the 
public  good.  He  had  endeavored  to  contribute  some- 
thing to  this  end. 

When  Mr.  B.  had  concluded— 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BWING,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


MovoAT,  Mat  30. 
CALEB  P.  BENNETT. 

Mr.  NAUDAIN,  upon  presenting  the  petition  of  one 
hundred  and  twenty  citizens  of  the  State  of  Delaware, 
praying  that  the  pension  granted  to  Caleb  P.  Bennett  as 
a  revolutionary  officer,  be  continued  to  his  widow  during 
her  life,  made  the  following  remarks: 

Mr.  President:  In  presenting  this  petition,  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  saying  that  this  presents  no  ordinary  case  fop 
the  consideration  of  the  Senate.  The  late  Governor 
Bennett  entered  the  army  of  the  Revolution  in  the  year 
1776,  as  an  ensign  in  the  Delaware  regiihent;  he  continued 
in  the  service  to  the  end  of  the  war.  Brandy  wine,  Ger- 
mantown.  Long  Island,  Monmouth,  Camden,  and  the 
well-fought  fields  of  the  South,  attest  the  gallantry  of  the 
distinguished  corps  to  which  he  belonged.  Of  that  corps 
he  was  the  last  surviving  officer,  and,  I  believe,  the  last 
individual.  Yes,  sir,  of  nearly  5,000  men,  furnished  by 
the  gallant  little  State  I  have  the  hondr  partly  to  repre- 
sent  on  this  floor,  to  the  army  of  the  Revolution,  all  have 
been  gathered  to  their  fathers.  The  latter  years  of  the 
veteran  Bennett  were  cheered  and  solaced  by  the  boun- 
ty of  his  country  extended  to  him,  and  not  one  now  re- 
mains to  enjoy  that  bounty  given  by  their  grateful  coun- 
try to  cheer  their  declining  years. 

Among  those  who  received  this  bounty,  none  can  be 
found  more  worthy  than  Bennett;  none  received  it  with 
more  gratitude,  for  it  enabled  him  the  better  to  provide 
for  his  aged  wife  and  orphan  grandchildren;  and  their 
comfort  was  dear  to  him  as  the  apple  of  his  eye.  He  has 
been  taken  from  them,  and  his  widow,  aged  and  infirm, 
and  his  portionless  grandchild  re n^.  are  thrown  upon  the 
cold  charities  of  the  world  without  any  means  of  sup- 
port. 

Would  It  not,  Mr.  President,  comport  with  the  honor, 
the  dignity,  nay,  even  with  the  interest  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  provide  for  his  widow,  (for  her  who  was  the  wife 
of  bis  youth,  the  companion  of  his  manhood,  the  nurse  of 
his  sicknesses  and  infirmities,  and  the  soLce  of  bis  latter 
days,)  who  devoted  his  best  days  to  your  service  in  the 
time  of  your  greatest  peril?  Sir,  it  is  the  result  of  the 
services  and  sacrifices  of  such  men,  that  we  are  now  en- 
joying the  privileges  of  an  independent  nation.  To  them 
we  owe  all  our  political  liberties.  It  is,  by  the  blessing  of 
Providence,  upon  their  labors  that  we  are  this  day  de- 
liberating upon  the  high  destinies  of  this  ptople.  And 
in  these  «•  high  and  palmy**  days  of  the  republic,  when 
our  Treasury  is  overflowing  with  money,  the  fruits  of 
their  services  and  privations,  shall  we  refuse  to  snatch 
frorti  poverty  and  distress  the  relict  of  one  of  those  gal- 
lant men  to  whom  we  owe  every  thing?  Justice  and 
gratitude  forbid.  Sir,  let  the  poor  old  widow  of  your 
time-worn  revolutionary  officer  enjoy,  for  the  brief  resi- 
due of  her  days,  the  pension  you  had  extended  to  her 
husband,  and  the  blessings  of  those  ready  to  perish  will 
follow  us  for  good,  and  call  down  the  approbation  of 
that  God  who  delighteth  in  charity  upon  us  and  our 
children. 

The  memorial  was  referred. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  bill  to  regulate  the  deposite s  of  the  public  mo- 
neys was  taken  up  as  the  order  of  the  day. 

Mr.  E  WING,  who  had  the  floor,  addressed  the  Senate 
in  a  speech  of  considerable  length,  in  support  of  the 
particular  views  he  entertained  on  the  subject.  The 
bill  had  a  bearing  on  two  distinct  matters;  both  of  which 
were,  to  his  mind,  of  great  importance.  The  first  rela- 
ted to  the  deposite  and  safe  keeping  </f  such  amount  of 
the  public  moneys  as  was  proposed,  after  its  collection, 
to  be  retained  in  the  Treasury;  and  the  other  related  to 
the  disposal  of  the  surplus  in  thi  treasury  over  and  above 
that  sum.    For  the  disposition  of  th«  last,  two  dislinc 
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propositions  had  been  made:  one,  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Cixuouir,]  to  loan  it  out  without 
interest,  and  for  a  certain  period,  on  certain  conditions, 
to  the  several  States  composing  the  Union;  and  the  other, 
by  the  Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Wbioht,]  to  in- 
vest it  in  stocks  on  the  credit  of  some  of  the  States  of 
the  Union. 

The  first  proposition  in  the  bill,  providing  for  the  safe 
keeping  of  (he  public  money,  by  adopting  some  arrange- 
ments that  would  be  satisfactory  to  both  Houses,  he  had 
great  hopes  would  be  determined  on,  and  become  a  law 
before  the  close  of  the  session;  for  from  what  he  had 
observed  of  the  spirit  of  the  Senate  during  the  last  week, 
he  thought  some  satisfactory  measure  would  be  adopted, 
and  he,  for  one,  would  do  all  in  his  power  to  bring  about 
the  adoption  of  some  measure  satisfactory  to  Congress 
and  the  nation.  He  had  not,  however,  the  same  confi- 
dence that  any  thing  would  be  done  as  to  the  disposition 
of  the  surplus.  In  looking  to  the  two  propositions  rela- 
ting to  this  object,  he  thought  he  could  engraft  amend- 
ments on  the  one  of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  which 
would  render  it  more  conformable  to  his  views  than  the 
original  bill  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  under 
any  modifications  that  could  be  made  to  it.  One  great 
objection  which  he  had  to  the  plan  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  was,  that  it  legalized  the  present  dispo- 
sition of  the  public  funds,  and,  though  the  same  objec- 
tion applied  to  the  plan  of  the  Senator  from  New  York, 
yet  the  objection  was  not  so  strong,  and  could  be  re- 
moved by  striking  out  a  particular  section  of  the  amend- 
ment. His  view  was,  that  they  should  not  consider  the 
;«ublic  funds  as  rightfully  placed  anywhere,  except  under 
the  control  of  law,  and  that  they  should  take  up  the  sub- 
ject de  novo,  and  pass  a  law  declaring  where  they  should 
be  placed,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  they  had  never  been 
taken  from  the  custody  of  tlie  law. 

The  measure  for  the  deposite  and  safe  keeping  of  the 
public  money  could  be  carried  into  effect  immediately; 
but  the  other  measure,  for  the  disposition  of  the  surplus, 
would  require  much  time  to  be  put  into  operation,  if 
they  adopted  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  they  would  have  to  wait  for  the  meetings  of 
the  State  Legislatures  to  give  their  assent  to  it;  and  if 
they  adopted  the  plan  ot  the  Senator  from  New  York, 
much  time  will  be  required  to  enable  the  commissioners 
to  purchase  stocks. 

He  was  satisfied,  considering  the  amount  of  public 
money  in  deposite,  that  the  places  of  deposite  were  too 
few.  In  looking  over  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  he  found  that  the  deposites  in  all  (he  banks 
were  equal  to  the  whole  amount  of  their  capital  stock; 
and  that  where  the  largest  masses  were  deposited,  the 
deposites  were  sometimes  double  and  sometimes  three 
times  that  amount.  The  efl'ect  of  this  was,  that  the  banks 
which  received  large  masses  of  deposites  must  make  an 
underhand  use  of  them,  oriel  themremain  idle,  because 
they  are  not  permitted  by  their  charters  to  discount  more 
than  a  certain  amount  beyond  their  capital.  They  also 
accumulated  in  their  vaults  the  notes  of  neighboring 
banks,  whose  issues  and  accommodations  to  the  public 
were  by  this  means  restrained;  and,  therefore,  jealousies 
and  distrusts  naturally  arose. 

The  banks  whose  notes  are  thus  held  up  by  the  de- 
posite banks,  feeling  themselves  in  their  power,  fear  to 
discount,  and  the  public  therefore  suffer  by  it.  To 
remedy  the  evils  growing  out  of  this  state  of  things,  he 
would  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  modify 
his  amendment,  by  providing  that  the  deposites  in  no 
•bank  shall  exceed  half  the  amount  of  its  capital  stock 
actually  paid  in.  The  result  of  this  amendment  wo«i1d 
be,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  select  other  deposite 
banks,  who  would  receive  from  the  present  deposite 
bunks  the  notes  that  are  now  held  up  in  terrorcm  against 


them,  and  enable  them  to  go  on  at  formerly  with  their 
ordinary  accommodations  to  tlie  public.  It'  would  also 
more  effectually  secure  the  safety  of  the  public  money; 
for  it  waa  obvious  that,  if  a  bank  failed,  tt  must  pay  all 
the  demands  against  it  before  the  stockholders  got  any 
thing;  and  thus,  by  having  in  these  banks  but  an  amount 
of  deposite  equal  to  half  their  capital,  the  public  never 
could  be  losers,  unless  in  very  extraordinary  cases,  which 
could  be  guarded  against  by  selecting  banks  under  the 
nuinagement  of  men  of  known  honor  and  respectability. 
This  amendment  would  also  render  the  banks  independ- 
ent: they  would  not,  as  now,  be  in  the  power  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  and  liable  to  be  broken  at  any  mo- 
ment that  he  chose  to  remove  the  deposites  from  them. 

Mr.  E.  stated  his  objections  to  the  provision  requiring 
that,  as  a  security  for  the  public  deposites,  the  deposite 
banks  shall  have  an  amount  of  specie  in  their  vaults  equal 
to  one  fourth  of  their  circulation.  This  provision,  he 
thought,  would  have  a  very  unequal  operation,  and  was 
not  calculated  to  effect  the  object  in  view.  It  was  sup- 
posing that  the  liabilities  of  the  banks  arose  fi*om  their 
circulation  only.  Mr  E.  instanced  some  banks  whose 
liabilities  for  their  circulation  were  in  a  small  proportion 
to  their  capital,  and  mentioned  other  banks  whose  lia- 
bilities consisted  almost  wholly  in  their  circulation.  He 
himself  did  not  look  upon  the  specie  in  a  bank  as  a  test 
of  its  ability  to  pay  its  debts.  There,  ought  to  be  specie 
in  a  bank  to  some  extent  to  meet  any  sudden  run  that 
might  be  made  on  it;  but  further  than  this,  it  was  not 
necessary.  If  the  amendment  which  he  proposed,  limit- 
ing the  amount  of  deposites  in  these  banks  to  half  the 
amount  of  their  capital,  should  prevail,  he  thought  they 
need  not  be  so  particular  as  to  the  amount  of  specie  they 
had. 

Mr.  E.,  af\er  referring  to  some  other  amendments  that 
he  intended  to  propose,  proceeded  to  consider  the  prop- 
ositions for  the  disposition  of  the  surplus.  He  considered 
the  plan  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  as  less  objec- 
tionable than  the  one  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
though  he  was  not  prepared  to  express  a  decided  opinion 
with  regard  to  either.  Mr.  E.  then  went  into  a  minute 
examination  of  the  nature  of  the  stocks  proposed  to  be 
purchased  by  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund, 
stating  the  advantage^  and  disadvantages  of  each,  with 
the  effect  that  large  investments  in  them  by  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  both  on  the  stock  market  and  the  mo- 
ney miirket;  after  which,  he  laid  on  the  table,  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Senate,  the  amendments  that  he  pro- 
posed to  submit  at  a  future  time. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  suggested  that  (he  best  course,  in  his 
opinion,  would  be  to  refer  the  whole  subject.  In  the 
mean  time  the  discussion  might  proceed,  so  as  to  put  the 
Senate  in  possession  of  all  the  ideas  of  gentlemen  in  ref- 
erence to  this  matter.  He  thought  that  course  would 
be  a  saving  of  time  to  the  Senate,  and  the  best  mode  of 
perfecting  the  bill, 

Mr.  CALHOUN  suggested  that  the  bill  might  be  laid 
on  the  table,  nr  pqstponsd,  until  somejSenator  should  be 
prepared  to  go  on  with  the  discussion. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  asked  to  what  time  it  was  proposed 
to  postpone  the  discussion. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  replied,  until  tomorrow,  or  whgn- 
ever  any  Senator  might  be  prepared  to  proceed. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  that  the  unfavorable  position  in 
which  (he  State  of  Mississippi  would  be  placed  by  the 
measure  proposed  by  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhoun,]  compelled  him  to  tres- 
pass for  a  few  moments  upon  the  time  of  the  Senate. 
The  proposition  is  to  loan  the  surplus  money  to  the 
Stateii,  upon  their  Legislatures  passing  laws  to  return 
the  money  to  the  General  Government,  in  certain  instal- 
ments, upon  the  call  of  Congress.  Now,  said  Mr.  W., 
Mississippi  can  pass  no  such  law,  and  consequently  can 
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receive  no  portion  of  this  gratuitous  losn,  snd  will  not 
by  this  bill  be  plAced  on  an  equal  footing  with  her  sister 
States.    There  is  a  general  and  comprehensive  clause 
in  the  new  constitution  of  Mississippi,  prohibiting  the 
I^egislature  from  pledging  the  faith  of  the  State  for  the 
redemption  of  any  loan  whatever,  except  by  the  consent, 
in  all  cases,  of  two  succesnive  Legislatures,  and  then 
under  certain  restrictions  and  limitations  which  might 
prevent  the  passage  of  the  law  altogether.     Mr.  W.  said, 
as  the  sessions  of  the  Legislature  in  Mississippi  are  bien- 
nial, another  obstacle  would  be  interposed  to  the  adop- 
tion of  any  law  of  that  State  on  this  subject,  within  any 
convenient  period.  .  This  bill,  then,  was  a  proposition 
to  make   gratuitous  loans,   without  interest,  to  all  the 
States  except  Mississippi.     But,  Mr.  W.  said,  he  had 
other  objections  to  this  bill.     It  was  a  dangerous  and  un* 
tried  experiment.     It  would  greatly  complicate  and  em- 
barrass the  relations  between  the  States  and  the  Gene- 
ral Government.     It  would  make  all  the  States  debtors 
of  the  General  Government,  and  create  a  new  and  strong 
pecuniary  interest  in  favor  of  a  dissolution  of  the  Union, 
as  a  means  of  absolving  themselves  from  the  heavy  debts 
they  may  incur  to  the  General  Government  under  this 
law.     The  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor  was  not  g^en- 
erally  one  of  long  continued  friendship.     It  was  an  old 
but  true  remark,  if  you  wish  to  make  a  friend  your  enemy, 
loan  him  money  beyond  his  means  of  convenient  payment. 
The  remark  will  apply  with  full  force  to  the  States  and 
the  General  Government.     If  we  wish  to  embroil  our- 
selves with  the  States,  and  make  them  the  enemies  of 
this  Government,  let  us  loan  them  money,  as  proposed 
by  this  bill,  far  beyond  their  means  of  convenient  pay- 
ment.   It  is  admitted  that  the  States  will  expend  this 
money;  and  when  we  call  upon  them  for  payment,  will 
it  be  made'    Suppose  a  minority  of  States  refuse  pay- 
ment, or  that  a  single  State  refuses,  how  will  we  collect 
the  money?     A  suit  is  impracticable.     Will  we,  then, 
collect  it  by  force,  or  Wave  it  uncollected,  to  the  injury 
of  all  the  States  that  make  payment  >    But  if  the  Gene- 
ral Government  must  loan  the  money,  and  the  States 
roust  make  good  the  loan,  how  will  they  do  it?     Will 
the  State  Legislatures  dare  to  impose  a  direct  tax  upon 
the  people  of  each  State,  to  refund  these  uncounted 
millions?    No,  they  will  instruct  their  representatives  in 
Congpress  to  collect  the  money  required  by  the  General 
Government  by  increasing  the  tariff  and  the  price  of  the 
public  lands.     If  the  loan  be  not  a  Ki^^  in  disguise,  an 
increase  of  the  tariff  and  the  price  of  the  public  lands  is 
the  inevitable  result  of  this  measure.     If  it  be  a  giA  in 
disguise,  it  is  a  distribiition  of  the  surplus   revenue, 
which  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  CALHouir] 
has  denounced  as  a  ^ross  violation  of  the  constitution. 
And  (said  Mr.  W.)  if  Mississippi  could  really  receive 
her  portion,  the  ratio  would  be  most  unjust.     By  this 
bill,  the  State  of  Mississippi  would  receive  no  more  than 
Rhode  Island,  although,  taking  the  votes  given  in  Mis- 
sissippi at  the  last  election  as  a  criterion  of  her  increase 
since  the  last  census,  she  must  now  contain  three  times 
the  population  of  Rhode  Island.     The  measure  would, 
then,  be  unequal  and  unjust— doubly  so  when  it  was 
considered  that  Mississippi,  through  the  collections  from 
the  land  office  and  other  sources,  paid  into  the  public 
Treasury  ten  times  the  amount  paid  by  Rhode  Island. 
Mr.  W.  said  the  amount  deposited  in  the  deposite 
banks  was  large,  but  from  ten  to  sixteen  millions  had 
been  repeatedly  in  deposite  in  the  Bank  of  the  United 
Stales.     Then  it  was  thought  all  right  and  proper  by 
that  institution,  and  she  viewed  a  restoration  of  the  de- 
posites  to  the  bank  as  indispensable  to  the  salvation  of 
the  country;  but  now  we  are  told  that  the  country  is  to 
be  ruined  because  a  large  amount  is  deposited  in  State 
banks.     Mr.  W.  believed  there  was  infinitely  more  dan- 
ger to  liberty  from  accumulating  this  money  in  a  single 


bank,  than  from  depositing  it  in  various  State  institutions. 
The  evil  was  this,  that  we  never  should  have  collected 
this  vast  amount  from  the  people;  and  we  should  now 
and  at  once  reduce  our  collections,  by  redueing  the  price 
of  the  public  lands  and  all  other  taxes.  Reduce  your 
revenue  and  taxes,  and  loans  or  distribution  are  unne- 
cessary. Mr.  W.  said  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Calhoun]  had  fixed  the  surplus  revenue  this  year 
at  about  $26,000,000.  Mr.  W.  would  not  pretend  to 
say  whether  that  Senator  was  correct  in  the  list  of  items 
by  which  he  made  up  this  amount;  but  if  he  were, 
there  might  be  other  items  that  would  gi'eatly  reduce 
this  sum.  If  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  as  from 
present  symptoms  seemed  probable,  should  have  the 
audacity  to  retain  the  stock  of  the  Government  in  that 
bank  to  pay  her  pretended  infraction  of  her  charter  by 
the  Government,  then  seven  millions  must  be  striken  off 
the  twenty-six  millions,  which  would  reduce  the  amount 
to  nineteen  millions;  the  war,  another  source  of  expen- 
diture, yet  remaining.  When  the  Creek  and  Seminole 
war  terminates  this  summer,  it  will  be  a  solemn  duty 
which  we  owe  to  the  people  of  Florida  and  Alabama  to 
remove  these  Indians  at  once,  whatever  the  expense 
may  be,  beyond  the  limits  of  Alabama  and  Florida.  Pro- 
tecting the  people  of  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  Florida, 
from  a  renewal  of  these  inhuman  massacres,  would  be 
much  better  than  loaning  money.  The  number  of  In-« 
dians  in  Alabama  and  Florida  was  about  thirty  thousand^ 
and  we  must  remove  them  beyond  the  reach  of  white 
settlements,  peaceably  if  we  can,  forcibly  if  we  must; 
and  the  expense  of  removal  in  this  manner  will  be  enor-i 
mous.  We  have  now  in  Alabama  and  Florida  a  surplus 
only  of  blood  and  misery,  and  we  must  guard  at  any  ex* 
pense  agunst  a  repetition  of  these  inhuman  massacres 
by  these  «  poor  Indians,"  with  whom  a  certain  party 
once  so  deeply  sympathised,  and  whom  they  would  re- 
tain within  the  settled  States  and  Territories  of  the 
Union,  there  to  commit  these  terrible  atrocities  upon 
every  age  and  sex,  and  to  give  over  the  bodies  of  the 
dead  to  the  wolves  and  vultures  of  the  wilderness.  No, 
said  Mr.  W.,  these  scenes  must  not  be  repeated;  no 
party  can  or  does  desire  it.  This  Indian  removal  must 
be  instantaneous,  forcible;  and  the  expense  will  still  fur- 
ther greatly  reduce  our  surplus  revenue.  To  the  prop-^ 
osition  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  he  had  some  ob- 
jection. If  he  voted  for  it,  it  would  be  because  no 
other  alternative  was  lef^;  but  he  hoped  that  no  trans* 
fers^of  moneys  from  any  deposite  banks  would  be  per- 
mitted to  distant  banks,  except  for  necessary  disburse- 
ments in  other  quarters.  His  confidence  in  the  wisdom 
and  integrity  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  very 
great.  He  was  a  most  honest  and  able  functionary;  but 
this  was  a  power  which  he  could  not  desire  to  retain, 
and  justice  required  that  the  money  in  the  deposite 
banks,  at  the  points  where  it  was  collected,  should  never 
be  drawn  from  those  institutions,  to  be  placed  in  other 
and  distant  depoaite  banks,  except  when  needed  for  the 
disbursements  of  the  Government.  Mr.  W.  was  not 
satisfied  with  any  of  the  propositions  before  the  Senate 
in  their  present  form;  he  hoped,  however,  that  the  bill 
would  be  referred,  and  some  wise  and  judicious  measure 
would  yet  be  devised.  It  was  due  to  ourselves  and  the 
country;  and,  in  sustaining  such  a  measure,  he  would 
co-operate  to  the  full  extent  of  his  humble  abilities. 
Let  us  not,  however,  convert  the  General  Government 
into  a  money-lender  to  the  States,  with  or  without  in- 
terest. '  If  we  do,  we  will  effect  a  radical  change  in  the 
relations  hstween  the  Slates  and  the  General  Govern- 
ment; a  change  full  of  complications  and  difficulty,  and 
threatening  the  repose,  if  not  the  very  existence,  of  the 
Union. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  ihe  bill  was  then  hud 
on  the  table,  to  be  taken  up  at  one  o'clock  to-morrow. 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business;  after  which,  it 
adjourned. 

Tuesday,  Mat  31. 
CONVENTION  WITH  SPAIN. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  considered  the 
messag^e  from  the  House  disagreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  to  carry  into  effect  the  conven- 
tion with  Spain. 

This  bill,  as  it  camefrom  the  House,  provided  for' the 
appointment  of  a  board  of  commissioners  for  the  division 
and  distribution  of  the  money  obtained  under  the  treaty. 
The  Senate  amended  the  bill  by  striking  out  all  the 
provisions  regarding  commissioners,  and  assigning  the 
duties  to  the  Attorney  General.  The  House  disagreed 
to  this  amendment;  and  the  question  now  before  the 
Senate  was  on  concurrence  in  that  disagreement. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  that  the  Senate  insist  on  its  amend- 
ment; and  that  a  committee  of  conference,  to  consist 
of  three  Senators,  be  appointed.  The  motion  was 
agreed  to. 

RECAPTORS  OF  THE  FRIGATE  PHILADEL- 
PHIA. 

The  bill  to  reward  the  recaptors  of  the  frigate  Phil- 
adelphia coming  up  for  consideration,  and  the  question 
being  on  the  engrossment  of  the  bill — 

Mr.  ROBBINS  rose,  and  spoke  to  the  following  effect: 

This  bill  is  a  bill  to  compensate  the  recaptors  of  the 
frigate  Philadelphia,  after  her  capture  by  the  barbsrians 
of  Tripoli,  and  while  she  was,  and  after  she  had  long 
been,  in  their  secure  possession,  in  their  own  harbor, 
and  under  the  guns  of  their  own  fort,  and  where  she  was 
kept  fully  manned  and  armed  as  their  pride  as  well  as 
defonce,  and  where  she  was  a  monument  at  once  for 
barbarian  triumph  and  for  American  humiliation.  This 
protecting  fort  was  armed  with  more  than  a  hundred 
guns,  and  backed,  it  was  said,  by  an  army  in  camp  of 
twenty  thousand  men.  The  banks  of  this  harbor  were 
lined  with  land-batteries  throughout,  and  armed  also 
with  more  than  a  hundred  guns,  and  its  waters  were 
guarded  by  a  thousand  seamen.  Still  this  little  gallant 
band,  the  recaptors,  at  the  dead  of  night,  with  Decatur 
at  their  head,  made  their  way  to  this  frigate,  boarded 
her,  out  down  every  barbarian  on  board,  or  drove  him 
over  her  sides  into  the  water;  then,  and  in  obedience  to 
orders  to  set  fire  to  her  in  different  parts,  burnt  her 
down  to  the  water's  edge,  and  then  made  their  retreat 
in  safety;  and  all  this  in  the  face  and  fire  of  the  artillery 
of  that  fort  and  of  those  land-batteries.  Thus,  in  flames, 
was  extinguished  this  monument  of  our  disgrace,  and 
our  own  frigate  was  no  longer  to  be  employed  as  a  pirate 
in  piracies  on  our  own  commerce  in  those  seas.  This 
astonishing  feat  struck  a  terror  into  all  the  Powers  on 
the  Barbary  coast,  and  they  humbled  themselves  to  their 
fears  of  a  people  capable  of  such  daring  exploits.  They 
were  soon  after  brought  to  sue  for  peace;  to  release  our 
captive  citizens  without  ransom;  in  a  word,  to  suffer  us 
to  dictate  to  them  the  terms  of  peace.  From  that  mo- 
ment, ever  af\er  down  to  the  present  time,  our  com- 
merce, before  so  vexed  and  harassed  and  plundered,  has 
been  safe  to  our  merchants  in  those  seas.  Such  were 
the  fruits  of  that  bold  and  successful  enterprise. 

In  every  instance,  save  this,  the  capture  and  destruc- 
tion of  an  enemy's  vessel  of  war,  or  the  recapture  of  our 
own  vessel  of  war  from  the  enemy,  has  been  compensa- 
ted to  the  captors  by  Congress.  To  the  report  in  this 
case  there  is  appended  a  complete  list  of  all  those  cases, 
and  of  the  compensation  made  to  each,  fully  attesting 
this  fact.  This  case  stands  a  solitary  ezceptionr  Though 
the  first  in  the  order  of  time,  though  in  brilliant  and 
consequential  merits  the  first,  it  remains  the  last  and 


alone  to  be  compensated.  The  subject  has  frequently 
been  before  Congress,  and  in  no  instance  have  ever  the 
propriety  and  the  duty  of  making  compensation,  and  to 
the  amount  of  this  bill,  been  made  a  question;  but  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  as  to  the  scale  of  distribution  has  been 
the  difficulty,  and  has  frustrated  every  bill  for  compen- 
sation heretofore  reported.  To  obviate  the  objections 
growing  out  of  this  difference  of  opinion,  the  committee 
have  now  reported  a  bill  with  a  scale  of  distribution 
corresponding  to  the  pay  of  the  officers  and  aeamen  of 
the  navy,  according  to  the  pay-bill  adopted  at  the  last 
session  of  Congress.  This,  we  think,  will  do  justice, 
and  give  satisfaction.  The  parties  interested,  all,  as  we 
understand  and  believe,  will  be  content  with  this  scale. 
As  the  same  bill  has  now  been  reported  to  both  Houses, 
the  committees  indulge  the  hope  that  no  difficulties  of 
form  will  longer  impede  this  act  of  national  justice.  But 
one  word  further,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate,  as 
to  the  merits  of  this  case. 

Let  it  be  recollected  that  this  daring  enterprise  was 
out  of  the  routine  of  the  regular  naval  service;  it  was 
indeed  permitted,  but  not  directed,  by  the  commanding 
officer  on  that  station;  it  was  wholly  a  volunteer  enter- 
prise. It  was  originally  suggested  by  the  gallant  and 
ever-to-be-lamented  Decatur,  then  a  lieutenant,  and  but 
a  youth  as  it  were.  He  saw  that  the  thing  was  practica- 
ble to  spirits  daring  like  his  own,  and  that  the  achieve- 
ment,  though  full  of  danger,  would  be  full  of  honor. 
He  saw  the  brilliant  page  it  would  make  in  history,  but 
he  did  not  foresee  that  it  would  be  but  the  title-page  to 
that  volume  of  brilliant  exploits  which  subsequently 
were  to  illustrate  our  naval  annals,  of  which  this  was  to 
be  the  precursor  and  animating  model.  ^  He  soon  col- 
lected his  volunteer  band  of  congenial  spirits,  all  young 
like  himself,  and,  like  him,  burning  with  a  thirst  for 
distinction.  Confiding  in  themselves,  they  went  to  the 
enterprise  confident  of  success,  and  did  realize  what  to 
colder  minds  would  seem  but  the  dream  of  romance. 
It  is  pleasing  to  note  the  number  of  our  naval  heroes, 
who  afterwards  so  much  distinguished  themselves  in  our 
naval  battles,  who  gave  their  juvenile  and  first  proofs  of 
heroism  in  this  heroic  enterprise. 

It  is  not  easy  to  estimate  the  value  to  a  country  of  a 
sublime  achievement  in  any  line  of  merit,  by  any  of  her 
own  sons,  as  an  example  to  enkindle  the  spirit  of  emula- 
tion in  others  to  rival,  and  of  ambition  to  surpass  it;  nor 
is  it  wise  in  any  Government  to  be  penurious  or  over 
frugal  in  awarding  remuneration  for  such  value:  for  it 
is  the  sublime  in  achievement  only  that  has  this  desirable, 
this  almost  magical  influence  in  example;  that  sublime 
which  the  voice  of  fame  gives  to  immortality.  Man 
born  to  Immortality  in  another  life,  aspires  to  it  in  this. 
But  over  all  that  is  vulgar  in  men,  and  things,  and  human 
affairs,  he  sees  time  to  roll  her  oblivious  wave;  and  that 
nothing  but  the  sublime  in  human  virtue  and  human 
achievement  stands  secure  and  aloft  above  her  devour- 
ing flood,  and  never  to  be  aflected  by  it.  These  achieve- 
ments he  admires,  and,  emulating  these,  he  treads  the  ar- 
duous paths  that  lead  to  the  same  glorious  heights.  But 
it  is  the  home-example  that  has  most  of  this  marvellous 
effect.  Who  that  dwells  upon  the  great  example  near 
to  him  in  time  and  place,  and  in  a  congenial  pursuit,  but 
has  felt  himself  animated,  and  carried  even  beyond  him- 
self, in  his  efforts,  on  the  self-inquiry,  «*Why  should  I  not 
do  what  my  fellow  has  done?  and  why  should  my  equal 
outstrip  and  leave  me  behind  in  the  race  of  glory?" 
Hence  it  happens  that  one  sublime  achievement,  by  its 
animating  influence,  begets  another,  and  another,  and  ano- 
ther, till  they  cluster  into  a  constellation.  Hence,  too,  it 
happens  that  these  constellations  break  upon  the  world  but 
periodically.  The  brilliant  eras  which  mark  the  history 
of  all  nations  who  have  greatly  distinguished  themselves, 
are  to  be  traced  to  the  operation  and  force  of  tliis  priu- 
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ciple — the  magical  inflaence  of  g^reat  example,  by  com- 
p:kt riots  on  compatriots* 

Who  can  doubt,  then,  but  that  the  constellation  of  na- 
val victories  which  adorns  our  naval  annals  in  our  late 
war  with  Great  Britain,  sprung  from  the  spirit  of  emu- 
lation kindled  by  the  brilliant  exploit  achieved  in  the 
capture  and  destruction  of  the  frigate  Philadelphia? 
That  was  the  original  spark,  which,  spreading,  and  kin- 
dling as  it  spread,  afterwards  broke  out  into  such  a 
blaze  of  naval  glory  as  to  be  seen  over  the  eartli,  and 
under  the  whole  heavens;  commencing  with  the  attack 
and  sudden  destruction  oF  the  Guerriere  on  the  ocean, 
f  the  thunder  is  scarcely  more  sudden  on  the  lightning's 
nash  than  was  that  destruction  upon  that  attack,)  and 
closing  with  the  brilliant  though  bloody  triumphs  of  our 
fleets  on  the  Lakes. 

The  glorious  achievement  of  the  recapture  and  de- 
struction of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,  the  precursor  and 
progenitor  of  so  many  others,  remains  alone  of  them  all, 
and  the  only  one  not  yet  requited  by  the  justice  of  our 
country.  Shall  this  cold  neglect  still  be  continued  to  mark 
Uer  insensibility  to  such  illustrious  merit }  Your  votes  must 
determine. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  fol- 
lows? 

^  Yeas — Messrs.  Benton^  Black,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Rwin|^  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hen- 
dricks, Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia, 
Linn,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Pres- 
ton, Rives,  Bobbins,  Shepley,  Southard,  Tallmadge, 
Walker,  Wall,  White— 26. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Leigh,  Morris,  Robinson,  Tomlinson,  Webster, 
Wright— 10. 

ANNUAL  MEETING  OF  CONGRESS. 

The  bill  to  appoint  a  day  for  the  annual  meeting  of 
Congres  came  up  for  consideration. 

This  bill,  as  reported,  reads  thus: 

**  Be  it  enacted,  &e.  That  hereafter  the  annual  meet- 
ing of  Congress  to  be  assembled  In  pursuance  of  the 
constitution,  shall  be  on  the  first  Monday  of  November 
of  every  year;  and  that  the  day  of  acijournment  of  the 
first  session  of  every  succeeding  Congress  shall  be 
the  second  Monday  of  May,  after  the  commencement  of 
such  session,  unless  Congress  shall  at  any  such  session, 
by  joint  resolution  of  both  Houses,  otherwise  provide." 

Mr.  PORTER  moved  to  strike  out  ••first,"  before 
Monday,  in  the  beginning  of  the  bill,  and  insert  <•  third." 
The  motion  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed:  Ayes  27* 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  to  ' regulate^  the  deposites  of  the  public  money; 
when, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair  as  fol- 
lows: 

Mr.  President:  I  have  no  desire  to  make  myself  re- 
sponsible, in  any  special  manner,  for  what  may  either  be 
done  or  omitted,  on  this  sulyect.  It  is  surrounded  with 
difficulties,  some  of  them,  as  T  think,  unnecessarily  cre- 
ated; and  as  these  have  been  produced  by  measures  in 
which  I  did  not  concur,  it  naturally  belongs  to  others, 
who  did  concur  in  those  measures,  and  who  now  possess 
the  power,  to  apply  the  remedy,  according  to  their  judg- 
ments, and  on  their  own  responsibility.  But  I  Incline, 
nevertheless,  to  express  my  opinions  on  a  subject  of  such 
very  high  interest,  and  to  let  them  have  what  weight 
they  are  entitled  to,  if  it  may  be  supposed  that  they  are 
entitled  to  any  weight  at  all. 

On  ohe  point,  I  presume  we  are  all  agreed,  and  that 
is,  that  the  subject  is  of  great  importance.  It  affects  the 
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finances  of  the  country,  the  security  of  the  public  mo- 
ney, and  the  state  of  the  currency;  and  it  afiects,  also, 
the  practical  and  actual  distribution  of  power  among  the 
several  branches  of  the  Government. 

The  bill  comprises  provision*)  for  two  objects: 

First,  regulations  for  the  custody  of  the  public  money 
between  the  time  of  its  collection  and  the  time  of  its  dis- 
bursement; and,  as  naturally  connected  with  this,  it  con- 
templates, or  must  at  least  very  materially  affect,  the 
currency  of  the  country,  the  exchanges,  and  the  usual 
operations  of  credit  in  the  commercial  world. 

The  second  direct  object  of  the  bill  is  a  reduction, 
positive  or  contingent,  of  the  amount  of  money  in  the 
Treasury. 

It  seems  probable,  sir,  the  bill,  so  far  as  it  respects  the 
first  of  these  objects,  may  be  so  modified  as  to  receive 
the  approbation  of  a  majority  of  the  Senate^  A  com- 
mittee, acting  in  a"spirit  of  conciliation,  and  with  an 
honest  desire  to  avoid  the  points  of  former  difference, 
might,  I  think,  agree  on  the  regulations  to  be  prescribed 
to  the  deposite  banks.  The  sentiments  which  have  been 
advanced  in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  do  not  appear 
to  be  irreconcilable.  In  the  present  state  of  things,  l 
see  no  way  but  to  employ  Stale  banks  as  depositories  of 
the  public  money;  and  I  have  a  sincere  desire  to  subject 
them  to  such  regulations,  and  such  only,  as  shall  make 
them,  in  the  highest  procticable  degree,  safe  to  the  Gov- 
ernment and  useful  tQ  the  country. 

To  this  end,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  first  step  is,  to 
increase  their  numbers.  At  present  their  number,  espe- 
cially in  the  large  cities,  is  too  small.  They  have  too 
large  sums  in  deposite,  in  proportion  to  their  capital  and 
their  legal  limits  of  discount.  By  this  means  the  public 
money  is  locked  up.  It  is  hoarded.  It  is  withdrawn,  to 
a  considerable  extent,  from  the  general  mass  of  com- 
mercial means,  and  is  suffered  to  accumulate,  with  no 
possible  benefit  to  the  Government,  and  with  great  in- 
convenience and  injury  to  the  general  business  of  the 
country.  On  this  point  there  seems  little  diversity  of 
opinion.  All  appear  to  ag^ee  that  the  number  of  depos- 
ite banks  should  be  so  far  increased,  that  each  may  re- 
gard that  portion  of  the  public  treasure  which  it  may 
receive,  as  an  increase  of  its  effective  deposites,  to  be 
used,  like  other  moneys  in  deposite,  as  a  basis  of  dis- 
count, to  a  just  and  proper  extent. 

I  regard  this  modification  of  the  present  system  as 
indispensable. 

I  think,  too,  that,  for  the  use  of  these  deposites,  the 
banks  should  pay  a  moderate  interest.  They  can  well 
afford  it.  The  best  banks  in  the  States  will  be  ready,  I 
do  not  doubt,  to  receive  the  deposites,  on  that  condition 
among  others.  What  the  rate  of  interest  should  be,  de- 
pends very  much  on  what  we  may  do  with  the  surplus 
revenue.  I  f  we  leave  that  surplus  undistributed,  the  banks 
ought  to  pay  a  large  interest.  If  we  provide  for  distrib- 
uting the  surplus,  thus  leaving  but  a  small  amount  in  the 
banks,  and  making  it  their  duty,  at  the  same  time,  to 
transfer  the  public  funds  from  place  to  place  when  re- 
quested, without  charge,  the  rate  of  interest  should  of 
course  be  less. 

I  agree,  too,  to  what  has  been  suggested,  respecting 
the  authority  to  change  those  banks.  They  ought  not 
to  be  changed,  but  for  plain  and  specific  cause,  set  down 
and  provided  for  in  the  law  itself.  Any  restriction  less 
than  this,  will  place  a  discretion  in  the  hands  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive which  will  be  very  capable  of  being  abused. 

Nor  should  the  Secretary  be  at  liberty  to  order  funds 
from  one  bank  to  another,  for  any  other  reason  than  the 
exigencies  of  the  public  service.  He  should  not  be  at 
liberty  to  use  the  public  treasure  for  the  purposes  of 
upholding  the  credit  or  increasing  the  means  of  any 
State  institution. 

The  bill  proposes  that  all  the  deposite  banks  shall  be 
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bound  to  keep,  at  all  times,  an  amount  of  specie  in  their 
vaults  bearing  a  certain  proportion  to  their  debts  and 
liabilities.  I  approve  of  this,  not  so  much  from  any  be- 
lief that  the  solidity  of  the  banks  can  be  secured  by  any 
such  provision,  as  because  a  regulation  of  this  kind 
may  tend,  in  some  measure,  to  retain  a  certain  quantity 
of  specie  in  the  country,  and  by  that  means  to  secure, 
in  some  small  degree,  the  general  circulation  against 
violent  shocks.  But  I  do  not  attach  great  importance 
to  this. 

In  my  opinion,  Mr.  President,  if  the  bill  pass  with 
these  modifications,  a  considerable  benefit  will  be  con- 
ferred on  the  community.  Confidence  will  be,  in  some 
measure  at  least,  restored;  the  banks  will  possess  the 
power  of  useful  action,  and  the  distressing  uncertainty 
which  now  hangs  over  every  thing  being  dispelled,  the 
commercial  community  will  find  its  way  out  of  its  pres« 
ent  embarrassment. 

Still,  sir,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  present  system, 
in  my  opinion,  can  never  be  perfect.  It  can  never  be 
the  best  system.  It  can  never  be  a  safe  regulator  of  the 
currency  of  the  country,  nor  furnish  solid  security  against 
derangement.  It  can  never  give  to  the  mercantile 
world  the  cheapest,  safest,  and  best  means  of  fvcilita- 
ting  domestic  exchanges.  The  State  banks  were  not 
made  for  these  generid  purposes;  they  are  not  fitted  for 
them;  they  have  not  the  unity  and  comprehensiveness 
of  plan  and  of  operation  which  the  successful  accom- 
plishment of  such  purposes  requires.  They  are  sub- 
ject to  various  limitations  by  their  charters,  and  it  may 
even  be  doubtful,  in  some  cases,  whether  they  can  le- 
gally bind  themselves  in  such  stipulations  and  contracts 
as  we  propose  to  submit  to  them.  They  were  estab- 
lished for  local,  not  for  general  objects.  They  did  not 
,  expect  to  receive  Government  deposites;  and  it  might 
possibly  be  thought  important  to  their  stockholders  and 
customers  to  be  informed  whether,  in  case  of  failure  or 
insolvency,  the  priority  of  the  United  States  would  pre- 
vail, as  in  other  cases,  to  the  postponement  of  all  other 
debts  and  claims.  It  is  certainly  my  opinion,  sir,  that 
we  are  running  great  hazards  with  the  currency  of  the 
country.  I  see  no  well-assured  reliance  for  its  safety  in 
this  system  of  deposite  banks,  regulated  as  well  as  the^ 
may  be.  Nevertheless,  regulation  is  necessary,  nay,  it 
is  indisp^sable;  and  some  present  benefit  at  least  would 
arise,  I  am  persuaded,  from  the  passage  of  a  proper  law. 
^  I  come  now,  sir,  to  the  other  important  object  of  this 
bill— the  reduction  of  the  amount  of  money  in  the 
Treasury. 

And  here  the  first  question  is,  whether  there  will  be 
any  surplus  revenue.  Will  there  be  any  thing  to  divide 
at  the  end  of  this  yearP  On  this  point  opinions  are  not 
agreed,  but  I  think  there  will  be  a  surplus,  and  a  large 
surplus.  I  do  not  see  any  probability  either  of  such  a 
falling  ofi'  of  income,  on  the  one  hand,  or  such  an  in- 
crease of  expenditure,  on  the  other,  as  shall  leave  the 
Treasury  exhausted  at  the  end  of  this  year.  I  speak  of 
this  year  only,  because  the  measure  which  I  shall  pro- 
pose will  be  limited  to  the  end  of  this  year.  My  plan 
IS  to  provide  for  the  surplus  which  may  be  on  hand  at 
the  end  of  this  year,  and  to  stop  there.  As  to  the  prob- 
able state  of  the  Treasury  at  that  time,  I  agree  it  is 
matter  of  opinion  and  estimate;  but  we  know  what  sum 
is  on  band  now,  and  we  are  drawing  the  session  to  a 
close,  when  appropriations  will  cease,  and  the  year  it- 
self is  already  half  expired.  It  would  seem,  then,  thkt 
we  ought  to  be  able  to  judge  of  the  sUte  of  the  Treas- 
ury six  months  hence,  without  risk  of  great  and  wide 
mistake.  I  proceed  on  the  following  general  estimate 
and  calculation: 
January  1,  1836;  Amount  of  money  in  the 

Treasury #25,000,000 


Deduct  unexpended  balances  of  appropri- 
ations,   .  -  -  .  -     "8,000,000 


$17,000,000 
Revenue  of  the  first  quarter  of  1836,  -  11,000,000 
Estimate   for  the  three  last  quarters  of 

1836, 25,000,000 

Stock  in  late  Bank  of  the  United  States, 

including  premium,        -  •  -       8,000,000 

$61,000,000 

Appropriations  in  1836,  esti- 
mated at    -  -  -    $35,000,000 

Deduct  what  will  remain  as 
unexpended  balance  at  the 
end  of  the  year,   -  -      14,000,000 


21,000,000 


$40,000,000 


This  estimate,  sir,  does  not  rest  solely  on  my  own 
judgment  I  find  others,  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
and  competent  to  judge,  coming  to  conclusions  not  far 
different  from  my  own.  It  is  true  this  rests  on  opinion. 
It  cannot  be  mathematically  proved  that  we  shall  have  a 
surplus  in  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  the  year;  but  the 
practical  question  is,  whether  that  result  is  not  so  highly 
probable  that  it  is  our  duty  to  make  some  provision  fur 
it,  and  to  make  that  provision  now.  I  propose  only  to 
divide  the  surplus.  If  it  shall  happen,  aller  all,  that 
there  shall  be  no  surplus,  then  the  measure  will  have 
done  no  harm.  But  if  the  surplus  shall  not  be  forty 
millions,  but  only  thirty-five,  thirty,  twenty-five,  or  even 
twenty,  still,  if  it  be  now  probable  that  it  will  reach 
even  the  lowest  of  these  sums,  is  it  not  our  duty  to  pro- 
vide for  it? 

This  is  a  contingent  measure,  not  a  potttive  one.  It 
is  intended  to  apply  to  a  case,  in  my  judgment,  very 
likely  to  arise,  indeed,  I  may  say,  a  case  which,  in  all 
probability,  wiH  arise;  but,  if  it  should  not,  then  the 
proposed  measure  will  have  no  operation, 

I  have  already  observed  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  meas- 
ure should  be  limited  to  one  single  division — one  dis- 
tribution of  the  surplus  money  in  the  Treasury.  In  that 
respect  my  proposition  differs  from  the  bill  of  tfae  hon- 
orable member  from  South  Carolina,  and  it  differs,  too, 
from  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  member  from 
New  York.  I  think  it  safest  to  treat  the  present  state 
of  things  as  extraordinary,  as  being  the  result  of  acci- 
dental causes,  or  causes,  the  .recurrence  of  'which  here- 
after, we  cannot  calculate  upon  with  certainty. 

There  would  be  insuperable  objections,  in  ray  opin- 
ion, to  a  settled  practice  of  distributing  revenue  among 
the  States.  It  would  be  a  strange  operation  of  things, 
and  its  effects  upon  our  system  of  government  might 
well  be  feared.  I  cannot  reconcile  myself  to  the  spec- 
tacle of  the  States  receiving  their  revenues,  tlieir  means 
even  of  supporting  their  own  Governments,  from  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States.  If,  indeed,  the  land 
bill  could  pass,  and  we  could  act  on  the  policy,  which  I , 
think  the  true  policy,  of  regarding  the  public  lands  as 
a  fund  belonging  to  the  people  of  all  the  States,  I 
should  cheerfully  concur  in  that  policy,  and  be  willing 
to  make  an  annual  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
lands,  for  some  years  at  least.  But  if  we  cannot  sepa- 
rate the  proceeds  of  the  lands  from  other  revenue,  if 
all  must  go  into  the  Treasury  together,  and  there  re- 
main together,  then  I  have  no  hesitation  in  declaring 
now  that  the  income  from  customs  must  be  reduced. 
It  must  be  reduced,  even  at  the  hazard  of  injury  to 
some  branches  of  manufacturing  industry;  because  this, 
in  my  opinion,  would  be  a  less  evil  than  that  extraordi- 
nary and  dangeroua  state  of  things  in  whicb  the  United 
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States  should  be  found,  laying  and  collecting  taxes  for 
the  purpose  of  distributing  them,  when  collected,  among 
the  States  of  the  Union. 

I  do  not  think  it  difficult  to  account  for  the  present 
overflowing  condition  of  the  Treasury.  The  Treasury 
enjoys  twro  sources  of  income — the  custom-house  and 
the  public  lands.  The  income  from  the  customs  has 
been  large,  because  the  commerce  of  the  country  has 
been  greatly  extended,  and  its  prosperity  has  been  re- 
markable. The  exports  of  the  country  have  continued 
to  increase.  While  the  cotton  crop  has  grown  larger 
and  larger  from  year  to  year,  the  price  of  cotton  has 
stilly  kept  up.  Notwithstanding  all  the  apprehensions 
entertained  by  prudent  and  sagacious  men  to  the  con- 
trary, the  world  has  not  become  overstocked  with  this 
article.  The  increase  of  consumption  seems  to  keep 
pace  with  the  increase  of  supply.  The  consequence  is, 
a  vast  and  increasing  export  by  us,  and  an  import  cor- 
responding with  this  export,  and  with  the  amount  of 
earnings  in  the  carrying  trade;  since  the  general  rule 
undoubtedly  is,  taking  a  number  of  years  together,  that 
the  amount  of  imports,  and  the  earnings  of  freights,  are 
about  equal  to  the  amount  of  exports.  The  cotton  6elds 
of  the  South,  most  unquestionably,  form  a  great  part  of 
the  basis  of  our  commerce,  and  the  earnings  of  our  nav- 
igation another. 

The  honorable  member  from  South  Carolina  had  re- 
ferred to  the  tariff  of  1828  as  the  cause  of  the  swollen 
state  of  the  Treasury.  I  agree  that  there  were  many 
things  in  the  act  of  1828  unnecessarily  put  there.  But 
we  know  they  were  not  put  there  by  the  friends  of  the 
act.  That  act  is  a  remarkable  instance,  I  hope  never 
to  be  repeated,  of  unnatural,  violent,  angry  legislation. 
Those  who  introduced  it  designed,  originally,  nothing 
more  than  to  meet  the  new  condition  of  things  which 
had  been  brought  about  by  the  altered  policy  of  Great 
Britain  in  relation  to  taxes  on  wool.  A  bill  with  the 
same  end  in  view  %  had  passed  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives in  1827,  but  was  lost  in  the  Senate.  The  act  of 
1828,  however  objectionable  though  it  certainly  was  in 
many  respects,  has  not  been,  in  my  opinion,  the  chief 
cause  of  the  over-product  of  the  customs.  I  think 
the  act  of  1832,  confirmed  by  the  act  of  1833,  com- 
monly called  the  compromise  act,  has  had  much  more 
to  do  in  producing  that  result.  Up  to  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  act  of  1832,  the  minimum  principle 
had  been  preserved  in  laying  duties  on  certain  manufac- 
tures, especially  woollen  cloths.  This  ill-understood 
aiui  much-reviled  principle  appears  to  me,  nevertheless, 
and  always  had  appeared  to  me,  to  be  a  just,  proper, 
effectaal,  and  strictly  philosophical  mode  of  laymg  pro- 
tecting duties.  It  is  exactly  conformable,  as  I  think, 
with  tne  soundest  and  most  accurate  principles  of  po- 
litical economy.  It  is,  in  the  most  rigid  sense,  what  all 
such  enactments,  so  far  as  practicable,  should  be$  that 
is  to  say,  a  mode  of  laying  specific  duty.  It  lays  the  im- 
post exactly  where  it  will  do  good,  and  leaves  the  rest 
free.     It  is  an  inteUigent,  discerning,  and  discriminating 

Crinciple;  not  a  blind,  headlong,  generalizing^,  uncalcu- 
iting  operation.  Simplicity  undoubtedly  is  a  great 
beauty  in  acts  of  legislation,  as  well  as  in  works  of^  art; 
but  in  both  it  must  be  a  simplicity  the  result  of  congru- 
ity  of  parts,  and  adaptation  to  the  end  designed;  not  a 
rude  generalization,  which  either  leaves  the  particuUr 
object  unaccomplished,  or,  in  accomplishing  it,  accom- 
plishes a  dozen  others  also,  which  were  not  desired.  It 
is  a  simplicity  which  is  wrought  out  by  knowledge  and 
skill;  not  the  roug^  product  of  an  undistinguishing, 
sweeping,  general  principle. 

Let  us  suppose  that  the  gradations  in  woollen  cloths 
be  represented  by  a  tine.  At  one  end  of  this  line  are 
those  of  the  highest  price,  and  let  the  scale  descend  to 
tlie  other  end,  where,  of  course,  will  be  those  of  the 


lowest  price.  Now,  with  the  two  ends  of  this  line  our 
manufacturers  have  not  much  to  do:  that  is  to  say,  they 
have  not  much  to  do  with  the  production  of  the  very 
highest ,  or  the  very  lowest,  of  these  articles.  Generally 
speaking,  they  work  in  the  intermediate  space.  It  was 
along  this  space,  along  this  part  of  the  line  of  work,  that 
the  minimum  principle,  as  it  has  been  usually  called* 
operated.  It  struck  just  where  the  great  object  of  pro- 
tection required  it  to  strike,  and  it  struck  no  where  else. 
All  the  rest  it  \tti  free.  It  wasted  no  power.  It  accom- 
plished its  object  by  the  least  possible  expenditure  of 
means.  Its  aim  was  levelled  at  a  distinct  and  well-dis- 
cerned object,  and  its  aim  was  exact,  and  the  object  was 
reached. 

But  the  minimum  had  become  the  subject  of  obloquy 
and  reproach.  It  was  railed  at  even,  in  rood  set  terms, 
by  some  who  professed  to  be,  and  who  doubtless  were, 
friends  of  the  protecting  policy.  It  was  declared  to  be 
deception.  It  was  said  that  it  cheated  the  people,  in- 
asmuch as  under  its  operation  they  did  not  see  what 
amount  of  taxes  they  really  paid.  For  one,  I  did  not 
adroit  the  fact,  nor  yield  to  the  argument.  I  had  no 
doubt  the  people  knew  what  taxes  they  paid  under  the 
operation  of  the  laws,  as  well  as  we  who  passed  the 
laws;  and  whether  they  stopped  to  make  precise  calcu- 
lations  or  not,  if  they  found  the  tax  neither  oppressive 
nor  heavy,  and  the  effect  of  the  law  decidedly  salutary, 
I  did  not  believe  they  would  complain  of  it,  unless  it  was 
made  a  part  of  some  other  controversy.  The  minimum 
principle,  however,  in  its  application  to  broadcloths,  was 
overthrown  by  the  law  of  1832,  and  that  law,  as  it  came 
from  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  as  it  finally 
passed,  substituted  a  general  and  universal  ad  valorem 
duty  of  fifty  per  cent.  An  effort  was  made  in  the  Sen- 
ate to  resist  this  general  ad  valorem  system,  and  to  hold 
on  to  the  specific  duty.  But  it  did  not  prevail.  The 
Senate  was  nearly  evenly  divided.  The  cKsting  or  turn- 
ing vote  was  held  by  a  gentleman,  a  friend  for  whom  I 
always  entertain  very  high  regard,  a  member  from  Mary- 
land, and  not  now  in  the  Senate.  After  the  discussion, 
he  admitted  himself  almost  satisfied  that  the  law,  in  this 
particular,  ought  not  to  be  altered;  but  his  impression 
against  the  minimum,  nevertheless,  finally  prevailed, 
and  he  voted  for  the  new  mode— that  is  to  say,  the  gen- 
eral ad  valorem  mode  of  laying  the  duty;  and,  to  render 
this  effectual,  he  himself  proposed  to  carry  that  duty  as 
high  as  sixty  per  cent.  The  Senate  fixed  it,  indeed,  at 
fif^-seven  per  cent.,  but  the  House  non-concurred,  and 
the  law  finally  passed,  as  all  know,  establishing  an  ad 
valorem  duty  of^  fifty  per  cent,  on  wollen  cloths,  &c. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  when  we  recollect  that  the  du- 
ties on  woollen  fabrics,  of  all  kinds,  bring  into  the  Treas- 
ury four,  or  five,  or  six  millions  a  year,  every,  man  ac- 
quainted  with  our  manufactures  must  see  at  once  that  a 
portion  of  this  vast  sum  is  perfectly  useless  as  a  protect- 
ing duty;  because  it  is  imposed  on  fabrics  with  which 
our  own  manufacturers  maintain  no  competition,  and  in 
regard  to  which,  therefore,  they  ask  no  protection.  I 
have  instituted  sundry  inquiries  for  the  purpose  of  learn- 
ing, and  of  showing,  what  is  the  amount  of  dutibs  col- 
lected annually  on  wollens,  which  have  no  distinct  bear- 
ing, as  protecting  duties,  on  any  of  the  products  of  our 
manufacturers.  At  present  I  will  only  say,  and  will  say 
that  with  great  confidence,  that,  of  the  surplus  money 
now  in  the  Treasury,  several  millions  are  the  proceeds  of 
ad  valorem  duties,  which  have  conferred  no  perceptible 
benefit  whatever  on  our  manufacturing  establishments. 
It  is,  therefore,  sir,  that  1  regard  the  law  of  1832,  and 
not  the  law  Of  1828,  as  the  great  error  in  oar  legislation. 
I'his  law  of  1828  was  confirmed  by  the  act  of  1833,  and 
is,  of  course,  in  actual  operation  at  the  present  moment, 
except  sb  far  as  it  has  become  affected  by  the  gradual 
reduction  provided  for  by  the  last  mentioned  act.    I 
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mrish  not  to  discuss  the  act  or  1833.  I  do  not  propose, 
at  present,  to  disturb  Its  operation;  but,  having  alluded 
to  it,  I  take  the  occasion  or  saying  that  1  have  not  the 
least  idea  that  that  act  can  remain  as  the  settled  system 
of  this  country.  When  the  honorable  member  from 
Kentucky  introduced  it,  he  called  it  a  measure  ofconcil- 
iation,  and  expressed  the  hope  that  if  the  manufacturing 
interests  should  be  found  to  suffer  under  it,  it  might  be 
modified  by  general  consent.  Although  never  concur- 
ring in  the  act,  I  entertain  the  same  hope.  I  pray  most 
fervently  that  former  strifes  and  controversies  on  the 
tariff  question  may  never  be  revived (  but,  at  the  same 
tinpci  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  principles  established  by 
the  law  of  1833  can  never  form  the  commercial  system 
of  this  country. 

But,  Mr.'  President,  the  most  striking  increase  in  the 
public  revenue  is  in  that  branch  of  it  which  is  derived 
from  the  sales  of  the  public  lands.  How  happens  it 
that  the  proceeds  from  this  quarter  have  sprung  up, 
thus  suddenly,  to  such  a  height?  The  Secretary's  esti- 
mate of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  for 
this  year  was  only  four  millions.  The  actual  sales  are 
likely  to  be  twenty.  What  has  occasioned  this  great 
and  unexpected  augmentation? 

Sir,  we  are  to  remember  that  the  growth  and  pros- 
perity of  the  country,  generally,  are  remarkable,  and 
that  as  these  increase,  the  western  tide,  both  of  people 
and  properly,  increases  also.  The  reflow  of  this  proper- 
ty is  into  the  Treasury  through  the  land  oiHces. 

The  well-sustained  demand  for  cotton  has,  of  course 
augmented  the  demand  for  cotton  lands;  and  we  all  know 
that  good  lands,  for  the  production  of  that  crop,  are 
sought  for  with  great  eagerness.  We  are  to  include, 
too,  the  great  expansion  of  the  paper  circulation  among 
the  causes  tending  to  produce  heavy  purchases;  and  the 
amount  of  foreign  capital  that  has  found  its  way,  through 
one  channel  or  another,  into  the  country,  and  is  giving 
an  additional  stimulus,  and  additional  facility  to  enter- 
prises, both  public  and  private.  Many  of  the  States 
have  contracted  large  debts,  for  purposes  of  improve- 
ment, and  these  stocks  have  gone  abroad.  1  suppose 
there  may  be  fifty  millions  of  State  securities  now  owned 
in  Europe.  Foreign  capital,  also,  has  been  introduced, 
to  a  great  extent  of  late,  as  the  basis  of  commercial 
enterprise;  a  thing  ordinarily  to  be  expected,  when  we 
look  to  the  low  rates  of  interest  abroad,  and  the  great 
demand  for  money  at  home.  It  would  be  hazardous  to 
estimate  proportions  and  amounts,  on  such  a  subject; 
but  it  is  certain  that  a  large  amoqnt  of  property  now 
afloat,  in  ships  and  goods,  owned  by  Americans,  and 
sailing  and  transported  on  American  account,  is  put  into 
commercial  operation  by  means  of  foreign  capital  actual- 
ly advanced,  or  acting  through  the  agency  of  credit. 
This  introduction  of  foreign  capital,  in  all  the  various 
forms,  has  doubtless  had  some  effect  in  extending  our 
paper  circulation,  and  in  raising  prices;  and  certainly  it 
lias  had  a  direct  effect  upon  the  ability  of  making  invest- 
ments in  the  public  lands. 

And,  sir,  closely  connected  with  these  causes,  is  ano- 
ther, which  I  should  consider,  after  all,  the  main  cause: 
that  is,  the  low  price  of  land,  compared  with  other  de- 
scriptions of  property.  In  every  thing  else  prices  have 
run  up;  but  here  priee  is  chained  down  by  the  statute. 
Goods,  products  of  all  kinds,  and  indeed  all  other  lands, 
may  rise,  and  many  of  them  have  risen,  some  twenty- 
five  and  some  forty  or  fifty  per  cent,  j  but  Government 
lands  remain  at  a  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  an  acre; 
and  vast  portions  of  this  land  are  equal,  in  natural  fer- 
tility, to  any  part  of  the  globe.  There  is  nothing  on 
either  continent  to  surpass  their  quality.  The  Government 
land,  therefore,  at  the  present  prices,  and  at  the  present 
moment,  is  the  cheapest  safe  object  of  investment.  The 
sagacity  of  capital  has  found  this  out,  and  it  grasps  the  op- 


portunity.  Purchase,  it  is  true,  has  gone  ahead  of  emigra- 
tion; but  emigration  follows' it,  in  near  pursuit,  and 
spreads  its  thousands  and  its  tens  of  thousands  close  on  the 
heels  of  the  surveyor  and  the  land-hunter.  When  I  tra- 
versed a  part  of  the  Western  States,  three  years  ago,  I 
could  not  but  ask  myself,  in  the  midst  of  the  vast  forests 
around  me,  Where  are  the  people  to  come  from  who  arc 
to  begin  cultivation  here,  and  to  checker  this  wilderness 
with  fields  of  wheat?  But,  when  returning  on  the  Cum- 
berland road,  or  while  passing  along  other  great  chan- 
nels of  communication,  I  encountered  the  masses  of 
population  moving  westward,  I  was  tempted  to  ask  my- 
self, on  the  other  band,  a  far  different  question,  and  that 
was.  Where  in  the  world  will  all  these  people  find  room 
to  settle? 

Nor  are  we  to  overlook,  in  this  survey  of  the  causes 
of  the  vast  increase  in  the  sale  of  lands,  the  effects, 
almost  magical,  of  that  great  agent  of  beneficence,  pros- 
perity, wealth,  and  power-— internal  improvement.  This 
has  brought  the  West  to  the  Atlantic,  and  carried  the 
Atlantic  to  the  West.  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan* 
and  Wisconsin,  are  no  longer  places  remote  from  us. 
Railroads  and  canals  have  brought  the  settlers  of  these 
regions  so  near  to  us  that  we  almost  see  the  smoke  of 
their  cabins  and  hear  the  strokes  of  their  axes.  From 
Maine  to  the  upper  Mississippi  is  already  a  beaten  track, 
with  one's  acquaintances  every  where  along  the  road, 
and  that  road  even  not  a  long  one,  if  we  measure  it  by 
the  time  required  to  pass  over  it. 

Mr.  President,  if  I  am  asked  how  long  these  causes,  or 
any  of  them,  will  continue  to  act,  with  this  effective 
energy,  I  readily  answer  that  I  cannot  foresee.  Nor  can 
I  foresee  other  events,  which  may  affect  our  revenue 
in  years  to  come.  And  it  is  for  this  reason  precisely, 
that  what  I  propose  is  limited  to  a  single  year.  All  the 
uncertainties  and  contingencies  which  naturally  belong 
to  human  affairs,  hang  over  us.  1  know  not  what  ex- 
penditures may  be  called  for  next  year.  I  know  not 
what  may  be  necessary  to  satisfy  the  all-absorbing  capa- 
city of  Indian  wars  and  Indian  treaties.  I  know  not 
what  events,  at  home  or  abroad,  may  shake  our  com- 
mercial security.  I  know  not  what  frosts  and  blights 
may  do  against  the  cotton  crops.  I  know  not  what  may 
happen  to  our  currency.  1  cannot  tell  what  demands 
for  the  use  of  capital  in  other  objects  may  slacken  the 
purchase  of  public  lands;  for  I  am  persuaded  tliat,  here- 
after, our  income  from  that  source  is  likely  to  be  much 
more  fluctuating  than  heretofore,  as  depending  Ifss  on 
the  actual  amount  of  emigration,  and  more  on  the  oc- 
casional pknty  or  scsrcity  of  money.  Emigration 
must  hereafter  supply  its  wants,  much  more  than  for- 
merly, out  of  lands  already  separated  from  the  public 
domain. 

Under  these  circqmstances,  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
prudent  to  limit  the  proposed  division  to  a  single  opera- 
tion. Let  us  lighten  the  Treasury  for  once;  and  then 
let  us  pause,  and  contemplate  our  condition.  As  tu 
what  may  then  be  expedient,  events  will  enlighten  us. 
We  shall  te  able  to  judge  more  wisely,  by  tlie  result  of 
our  experiments,  and  the  future  will  be  more  visible  as 
it  approaches  nearer. 

It  will  be  observed,  sir,  that  I  give  full  time  to  the 
deposite  banks  to  prepare  themselves  to  pay  over  these 
funds.  Time  for  this  purpose  is  indispensable.  We 
might  do  rather  harm  than  good,  if  we  were  to  require 
any  sudden  operation  of  that  kind.  Give  the  banks 
time;  let  them  know  what  they  have  to  do^let  tlie  com- 
munity see  into  what  channels  the  surplus  funds  arc  to 
flow,  and  when  they  are  to  begin  to  flow;  and  men  of 
business  will  then  be  able  to  see  what  is  before  them. 

I  have  the  fullest  confidence  that  if  we  now  adopt  this 
measure,  it  will  immediately  relieve  the  country.  It 
will  remove  that  severe  and  almost  unparalleled  pressure 
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for  money  which  is  now  distressing^  and  breaking  down 
the  industry,  the  enterprise,  and  even  the  courage,  of  the 
commercial  community.  I  assure  you,  sir,  this  present 
pressure  is  not  known,  or  felt,  or  believed  here,  in  any 
thing  like  its  true  extent.  If  we  give  no  relief,  I  know 
not  what  may  happen,  even  in  this  day  of  high  pros- 
perity. I  beseech  those  who  have  the  power,  not  to  let 
the  opportunity  pass,  but  to  improve  it,  and  thereby  to 
revive  the  hopes  and  reassure  the  confidence  of  the 
country.  Having  expressed  these  sentiments,  and 
brought  forward  this  specific  proposition  for  one  division 
among  the  States  of  the  surplus  funds,  I  should  now 
move  to  commit  the  whole  subject,  either  to  a  select 
committee,  or  the  Committee  on  Finance,  were  it  not 
that,  looking  to  the  present  composition  of  the  Senate, 
I  am  not  desirous  of  taking  a  lead  in  this  measure.  The 
.  responsibility  naturally  rests  with  those  who  have  the 
power  of  majorities,  and  who  may  expect  the  concur- 
rence of  other  branches.  Meantime  I  cheerfully  give 
myself  to  any  labor  which  the  occasion  requires,  and  I 
express  my  own  deep  and  earnest  conviction  of  the  pro- 
priety and  expediency  of  the  measures  which  I  have 
endeavored  to  explain  and  to  support. 

Mr.  W.  then  proposed  the  following  as  an  amendment 
to  the  **  bill  to  regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public 
money,"  as  an  additional  section: 

Skc. — .  Jlnd  be  it  further  enacled.  That  the  money 
which  shall  be  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  on 
the  first  day  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty- 
seven,  reserving millions  shall  be  divided  among 

the  several  States,  in  proportion  to  their  respective 
amounts  of  population,  as  ascertained  by  the  last  census, 
and  according  to  the  provision  of  th.e  second  section  of 
the  first  article  of  the  constitution;  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  shall  pay  the  same  to  such  persons  as  the 
several  States  may  authorize  to  receive  it,  in  the  fol- 
lowing proportions,  and  at  the  following  times,  viz:  one 
half  on  the  first  day  of  April,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty-seveui  one  quarter  part,  on  the  first  day  of  July, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven;  and  the  remaining 
quarter  on  the  first  day  of  October,  eighteen  hundred 
and  thirty-sevenf  and  all  States  which  shall  receive  their 
several  proportions  according  to  the  provisions  of  this 
act,  shall  be  taken  and  understood  thereby  to  pledge 
the  public  faith  of 'such  States  to  repay  the  same,  or  any 
part  thereof,  to  the  United  States,  whenever  Congress 
shall  require  the  same  to  be  repaid  by  any  act  or  acts 
which  shall  require  such  payment  ratably,  and  in  equal 
proportion,  from  all  the  States  which  had  received  the 
same. 

When  Mr.  Webster  had  conchided — 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved^  to  refer  the  bill  to  a  select 
committee;  which  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  the  committee  was 
ordered  to  consist  of  nine  Senators. 

The  Senate  proceetled  to  ballot  for  the  committee; 
which  was  ordered  to  consist  of  the  following  Senators; 

Messrs.  Wright,  Calhoun,  Webster,  King  of  Alaba- 
ma, Buchanan,  Shepley,  Leigh,  Hendricks,  Ewing  of 
Ohio. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  laid  on  the  table  the  amendment 
which  he  had  prepared,  and  moved  for  its  printing; 
which  was  ordered. 

INCREASE  OF  THE  ARMY. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  that  the  previous  orders  be 
postponed  for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  the  bill  to  in- 
crease the  military  peace  establishment  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  expressed  the  hope  that  the  pref- 
erence would  be  given  to  the  bill  to  extend  the  char- 
ters of  the  banks  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  BENTON  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  mo- 


tion; which  were  ordered,  and  the  question  was  decided 
in  the  afliirmative  by  the  following  vote: 

Ykas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  King  of  Georgia,  Leigh,  Morris, 
Nicholas,  Ntles,  Porter,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  White,  Wright— 19. 

Nats — Messrs.  Clay,  Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Hubbard, 
King  of  Alabama,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Bobbins, 
Southard,  Tomlinson,  Webster — 16. 

The  bill  to  increase  the  military  peace  establishment 
of  the  United  States  was  accordingly  taken  up,  and 
af\er  a  brief  explanation  from  Mr.  BENTON,  and  at  a 
late  hour  of  the  day,  it  was  passed  over,  informally,  and 
the  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business;  after  which. 

It  adjourned. 


WsDlf£SDAT,  JUKX  1. 

The  following  messages,  in  writing,  were  received  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Domelsoit, 
his  Secretary: 

WASHinaToy,  June  1,  1836. 
7b  the  Senate: 

I  transmit,  herewith,  to  the  Senate  a  communication 
which  has  been  received  from  Mr.  B.  F.  Curry,  in  an- 
swer to  a  call  made  upon  him  by  the  President,  through 
the  War  Department,  in  consequence  of  the  serious 
charges  which  were  preferred  against  him  by  one  of 
the  honorable  members  of  the  Senate.  It  seems  to  be 
due  to  jubtice  that  the  Senate  should  be  furnished, 
agreeably  to  the  request  of  Mr.  Curry,  with  the  ex- 
planations contained  in  this  communication,  particularly 
as  they  are  deemed  so  far  satisfactory  as  would  rcndtr 
his  dismissal  from  the  public  service,  or  even  his  cen- 
sure, undeserved  and  improper. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 
Washisotox,  AlayoX^  1836. 
To  the  Senate: 

I  transmit,  herewith,  the  response  of  Samuel  Gwin, 
Enq.  to  the  charges  affecting  his  official  conduct  and 
character,  which  were  set  forth  in  the  evidence  taken 
under  the  authority  of  the  Senate,  by  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  and  which  was  referred  to  the  President 
by  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  bearing  date  the  3d  of 
March,  1835.  This  resolution,  and  the  evidence  it  re- 
fers-to,  were  officially  communicated  to  Mr.  Gwin  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  response  of 
Mr.  Gwin  has  been  received  through  the  siime  official 
channel. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  mess.iges  having  been  read — 

Mr.  BENTON  observed,  that  with  respect  to  the 
paper  last  referred  to,  the  answer  of  Mr.  Gwin  to  the 
charges  made  against  him  on  that  floor,  he  should,  as  an  * 
act  of  justice  to  that  gentleman,  move  that  it  be  print- 
ed. The  Senate  directed  investigations  to  be  made 
which  involved  his  official  character  and  conduct,  and 
which  he  thought,  from  the  nature  of  the  instructions 
under  which  they  were  carried  on,  were  entirely  ex 
parte,  I'he  instructions  to  the  commissioners  who  were 
to  take  the  dq>06ition!>,  were  partly  to  this  eflfect : 

[Here  Mr.  Behtox  read  from  the  document  as  fol- 
lows:] 

<*lt  is  not  expected  that  you  are  to  give  notice  to  any 
one  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  depositions;  nor 
will  any  one  be  permitted,  either  as  principal  or  coun- 
sel, to  interfere  with  you  in  the  performance  of  your 
duty;  but  you  may,  at  your  option,  furnish  to  any  officer 
who  resides  at  a  convenient  distance,  copies  of  any  de- 
positions in  which  he  may  be  implicated.  This,  how- 
I  ever,  is  left  to  your  own  discretion." 
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The  instructions  went  on  to  say  that  if  the  commit- 
sioner  deemed  it  proper  to  have  counsel,  the  Tees  paid 
for  such  purpose  would  be  allowed  him. 

Mr.  WAX.L  inquired  who  these  instructions  were 
signed  by? 

Ifr.  BENTON  answered  that  they  were  signed  by 
George  Poindezter,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic lAnds.  He  apprehended  that  these  proceedings 
were  a  novelty  in  the  history  of  this  country,  or  in  that 
of  Great  Brttidin,  and  he  trusted  that  they  never  would 
occur  again.  Mr.  Gwin,  having  become  acquainted  with 
the  manner  in  which  these  investigations  had  been  car- 
ried on — depositions  to  be  taken  in  the  dark  without 
giving  him  an  opportunity  of  being  l^ard  in  his  de- 
fences-counsel to  be  feed  against  him,  &c.,  had  collect- 
ed m  mass  of  testimony  for  the  purpose  of  defending 
himself,  and  rebutting  the  charges  made  against  him; 
and  all  that  was  now  asked  was,  that  this  defence  might 
be  printed,  and  sent  abroad  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
accusations  against  him  bad  been. 

Mr.  WALL  said  be  would  be  glad  to  know  if  these 
instructions  were  the  act  of  a  committee  of  the  Senate, 
or  of  the  man  whose  name  was  signed  to  them.  They 
seemed  to  him  to  be  at  war  with  every  thing  like  justice. 
Mr.  BENTON,  in  answer,  read  the  resolution  of  the 
Senate  under  which  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
were  directed  to  make  examinations  in  relation  to  al- 
leged frauds  with  respect  to  the  public  landp,  and  the 
resolution  authorizing  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to 
continue  the  examinations  in  the  recess  of  the  Senate. 
It  seemed,  therefore,  that  the  instructions  emanated  from 
the  Land  Committee,  and  were  signed  by  their  chairman, 
George  Poindexter. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  that  he  knew  nothing  at  all  rel- 
ative to  the  charges  made  against  Mr.  Gwin;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  regular  course  would  be  to  refer 
the  whole  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 
If  Mr.  Gwin  had  satisfactorily  refuted  the  charges  made 
against  him,  or  had  not  succeeded  in  doing  so,  the  fact 
would  appear  by  the  report  of  the  committee.  The 
best  way  of  doing  justice  to  all  parties  would  be  to  sub- 
ject the  whole  matter  to  the  investigation  of  a  com- 
mittee. 

Mr,  EWING,  of  Ohio,  hoped  that  the  reference  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  would  not  be  made. 
The  charges  against  Mr.  Gwin  had  been  made  two  years 
ago.  He  (Mr.  E.)  was  not  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Public  Lands  at  that  time,  and  there  were  very 
few  of  that  committee  who  were  now  in  the  Senate.  If 
the  reference  proposed  were  not  perfectly  idle,  the 
effect  would  be  to  renew  the  investigation  into  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Gwin,  together  with  bis  defence. 

Mr.  BENTON  was  also  opposed  to  the  reference.  He 
did  not  want  to  see  any  committee  of  that  body  sit  as 
inquisitors  on  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  It  seem- 
ed to  be  carrying  the  business  of  extra  judicial  impeach- 
ments beyond  any  thing  yet  sanctioned  by  the  people 
of  this  country,  or  warranted  by  the  constitution.  They 
had  seen  enough  of  these  inquisitorial  proceedings  in  that 
body.  The  whole  thing  was  wrong  from  its  inception;  it 
began  wrong,  it  went  on  wrong,  and  it  ended  wrong. 
The  Senate  liad  got  itself  into  a  false  position,  and  could 
not  get  forwards  or  backwards  without  another  false 
step.  The  most  becoming  thing  they  could  now  do, 
was  to  drop  the  whole  affair,  and  print  the  paper,  in 
order  to  allow  the  defence  to  take  the  same  direction 
that  had  been  given  to  the  accusation.  It  would  sound 
strange  to  the  ears  of  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
that  the  Senate  of  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-four, 
which  set  itself  up  to  rectify  all  the  abuses  in  the  coun- 
try, should  issue  a  commission  to  investigate  the  charac- 
ter and  conduct  of  an  individual,  and  expressly  forbid 
Wie  commissioner  to  give  any  inFormation  to  the  accused 


of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  depositions  against  him» 
or  to  permit  any  person  to  interfere  with  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duty,  though  he  miglit,  at  his  option,  give 
copies  of  such  depositions  to  any  officer  implicated,  who 
might  reside  within  a  convenient  distance.  Sir,  (said 
Mr.B.,)  the  whole  thing  is  wrong  from  beginning  to 
end,  and  they  had  better  have  done  with  it  at  once.  All 
that  was  asked  by  Mr.  Gwin  was,  that  as  these  charges 
against  him  had  been  printed,  and  made  a  part  of  the 
public  documents,  his  answer  should  also  be  printed  and 
put  upon  the  record. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  was  not  disposed  to  answer  in 
behalf  of  the  gentleman  who  was  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  at  the  time  these  investigations 
were  ordered.  If  that  gentleman  were  here  be  could 
answer  for  himself.  With  respect  to  frauds  on  the 
public  lands,  it  was  right  that  each  branch  of  Congress 
should  enter  into  investigations  to  ascertain  them,  and 
apply  the  proper  remedy;  it  was  riglU  that  they  should 
not  be  permitted  to  pass  without  investigation.  He 
should  not  undertake  to  say  whether  these  investigations 
were  conducted  properly  or  otherwise.  The  gentleman 
who  conducted  them  was  not  here  to  expkin  that  mat- 
ter; but  he  thought  the  Senate  ought  not  to  exhibit  any 
great  anxiety  to  get  out  of  this  matter,  because  the  in- 
vestigation was  a  very  proper  one,  and.  under  the  cir- 
cumstances then  existing,  the  Senate  could  not  have 
done  otherwise  than  order  it.  It  was  not  his  pur- 
pose now  to  Inquire  whether  those  investigations  were 
conducted  properly  or  not;  all  he  rose  for  was  to  ob- 
ject to  the  reference  to  the  committee  of  a  matter  long 
ago  passed  over.  It  could  not  now  be  referred  for  the 
correction  ofa  present  evil,  but  to  pass  judgment  on,what 
had  heretofore  been  done. 

Mr.  RING,  of  Alabama,  observed  that  the  matter  had 
now  gone  by,  and  he  could  not  but  express  his  regret 
that  such  unsuccessful  efforts  sliould  have  been  made  to 
resist  a  course  of  procedure  calculated  to  do  the  great- 
est injustice  to  individuals  who  held  office  under  this 
Government.  He  said  then,  what  he  thought  now,  that 
it  was  an  act  of  great  injustice  and  oppression,  to  give 
power  to  the  committee  to  enter  into  investigations 
touching  the  moral  and  official  conduct  of  an  individual, 
that  individual  being  absent,  and  imable  to  defend  him- 
self, without  giving  him  an  opportunity  of  knowing 
what  was  clurged  against  bim,  and  of  refuting  the  testi- 
mony that  might  be  offered.  The  Senate,  however,  pass- 
ed the  resolution  giving  this  power  to  the  committee, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers;  and  they 
went  on  with  their  examinations  till  towards  the  end  of 
the  session,  when  they  represented  that  they  were  una- 
ble to  bring  matters  to  a  close,  and  requested  that  the 
examinations  might  be  continued  by  their  chairman.  The 
chairman  himself  laid  a  resolution  to  this  purport  on  the 
table,  and,  to  his  astonisiimcnt,  as  well  as  of  others,  the 
resolution  was  sustained  by  the  Senate. 
[Mr.  K.  here  read  the  resolution.] 
The  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table  and  taken  up  for 
consideration  on  a  subsequent  day,  when  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Wrioht]  proposed  to  amend  it  by 
doing  that  which  ought  always  to  be  done,  to  guard  the 
right  of  individuals,  and  enable  them  to  come  forward 
and  defend  themselves,  when  testimony  was  offered 
impeaching  their  characters  as  honest  men  and  public 
officers. 

[Mr.  K.  here  read  Mr.  WRIGHT'S  amendment.] 
This,  as  he  said,  was  the  amendment  proposed  to  tlte 
resolution,  giving  unlimited  power  to  the  chairman  jaf  the 
committee  to  enter  into  examinations,  without  giving  no- 
tice to  the  party  whose  conduct  was  to  be  inquired  into, 
and  whose  morals  were  to  be  impeached;  and,  astonish- 
ing as  it  was,  this  amendment  was  negatived  by  a  vote 
taken  by  yeas  and  nays. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1661 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1662 


JuNB  1,  1836.] 


B.  F.  Curry  and  Samuel  Ghvin. 


[Sbvatk. 


[Mr.  K.  then  quoted  the  yeas  and  nays  from  the  jour- 
nal of  the  Senate.] 

Thus  then  was  this  Immense  power  given  to  a  single 
in(]ividual»  to  go  through  the  country  to  make  any  inqui- 
ries he  thought  necessary,  and  to  incur  any  expense  he 
might  think  proper,  (and  they  had  had  evidence  this  ses- 
sion of  the  extent  to  which  this  expense  had  heed  car- 
ried,) refusing  any  limitation  or  restriction  whatever.  This 
having  been  done,  it  was  but  an  act  of  justice,  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate,  to  give  to  the  individual  thus  impli- 
cated, an  opportunity  of  having  his  defence  placed  by 
the  side  of  the  accusation.  Let  the  testimony  in  favor 
of  Mr.  Gwin  circulate  as  widely  as  did  tliat  against  him, 
and  then  only  can  any  thing  like  justice  be  done  him. 
As  to  any  action  by  the  committee,  he  agreed  with  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Ewiko]  that  it  was  out  of  the 
question,  and  therefore  a  reference  was  not  necessary. 

Mr.  PORTER  was  one  of  those  who  voted  for  these 
resolutions,  and  the  responsibility  that  he  took,  on  that 
occasion,  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  justify.  He  aver- 
red that  the  Senate  formed  no  incorrect  concjusions 
on  that  occasion,  and  that  its  conduct  was  not  oppressive 
and  unjust,  as  alleged.  It  could  have  taken  no  other 
course  than  the  one  it  did,  without  defeating  the  object 
in  view.  Many  believed  that  the  greatest  frauds  were 
carried  on  in  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  and  an  inqui- 
ry was,  therefore,  absolutely  necessary.  But  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  inquiry?  It  was  not  into  the  conduct 
of  any  particular  officer  of  the  Government,  but  the  in- 
quiry was  directed  to  be  general  as  to  all  the  land  offices. 
If  representations  were  made  now  that  frauds  were  com- 
mitted in  any  one  branch  of  the  Government,  would  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  refuse  to  institute  an  inquiry  be- 
cause a  particular  officer  of  ti)e  Government  might  be 
implicated,  and  the  Senate  be  called  on  to  impeach  him? 
Was  it  not  common  in  the  Governments  of  all  other 
countries  as  well  as  this  to  institute  inquiries  into  the 
conduct  of  their  officers,  to  ascertain  whether  frauds 
had  been  committed;  and  was  It  ever  heard  of  before 
that  such  investigations  should  not  go  on  because  frauds 
were  alleged  against  individuals?  It  was  said  that  the 
resolution  was  extraordinary,  because  no  opp 


was  allowed  the  individuals  who  might  be  implicated  to 
defend  themselves  by  a  cross-examination  of  the  wit- 
nesses. But  was  there  a  charge  against  any  individual? 
The  inquiry  was  to  be  a  general  one;  and  would  it,  there- 
fore, be  right  to  give  notice  to  every  individual,  who 
might  be  supposed  to  be  implicated,  to  come  forward  to 
disprove  what  might  be  alleged  against  him?  It  would 
be  very  extraordinary,  indeed,  if  it  should  have  been 
thought  necessary  to  all  who  might  by  possibility  be  in- 
volved in  the  inquiry.  Mr.  P.  here  read  the  resolutions 
and  instructions  of  the  committee,  commenting  on  them 
at  some  length,  and  justifying  them  as  proper  and  ne- 
cessary for  the  occasion.  The  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York  to  amend,  that  had  been  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Alabama,  was  resisted  on  the  ground  that 
the  resolution  was  a  mere  matter  of  inquiry,  no  person 
believing  that  any  judgment  was  to  follow  it;  that  it  was 
purely  intended  as  a  foundation  for  legislative  proceed- 
mgs.  It  was  to  proceed  like  a  g^nd  jury;  and  he  rec- 
ollected that  it  was  averred  at  the  time  that  this  investi- 
gation would  tend  to  the  injury  of  no  person  whatever, 
because  no  judicial  proceedings  would  be  gone  into 
without  giving  time  to  any  person  implicated  to  offer 
evidence  in  his  defence.  If  any  person  was  to  be  tried, 
it  was  on  all  hfinds  determined  to  give  him  an  opportuni- 
ty to  come  forward  and  exculpate  himself  before  any 
further  action  would  be  had.  Mr.  p.  thought,  there- 
fore, that  there  were  no  grounds  for  finding  fault  with 
the  proceedings  of  the  Senate.  The  investigation  was  a 
general  one;  and,  while  it  was  going  on,  it  would  have 
defeated  its  objects  to  give  notice  relative  to  the  depo- 


sitions that  were  to  be  taken.  Mr.  P.  had  no  objection 
to  placin|f  these  papers  on  the  files  of  the  Senate.  If 
the  individual  had  any  evidence,  be  had  rather  receive 
it  than  his  allegations;  but  he  thought  the  whole  matter 
ought  to  be  referred  to  the  examination  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  very  much  regretted  that  the  chair- 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  should  object  to 
the  reference  of  this  paper.  His  object  was  that  full 
justice  should  be  done  to  Mr.  Gwin,  to  Mr.  Poindexter, 
and  to  the  Senate.  He  would  nut  agree  that  the  Senate 
had  not  the  right  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  public 
officers  when  serious  frauds  had  been  charged  against 
them,  as  he  had  heard  alleged  on  that  floor.  Serious 
frauds  had  been  alleged  against  Mr.  Gwin,  and  among 
other  charges  was  one  that  he  had  amassed  a  large  fortune 
in  a  very  short  time.  This,  alone,  was  very  suspicious,  and 
an  investigation  was  ordered.  The  session  was  a  short 
one,  and  the  committee  reported  that  they  could  not  get 
through  with  the  examination  before  its  close,  the  chair- 
man proposing,  by  a  resolution,  that  he  should  be  author- 
ized to  go  on  with  the  examinations  in  the  recess.  This 
was  agreed  to.  He  did  not  now  propose  to  inquire 
whether  these  examinations  were  conducted  properly  or 
not.  One  thing  was  now-  assumed  here,  and  that  was, 
the  innocence  of  Mr.  Gwin,  and  the  guilt  of  Mr.  Poin- 
dexter. Now,  something  was  due  to  the  absent;  and  an 
investigation  by  a  committee  was  necessary  before  com- 
ing to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Poindexter  was  culpable. 
Now,  as  these  papers  had  taken  an  accusatory  course 
against  Mr.  Poindexter,  he  would  ask,  was  that  gentle- 
man called  on  for  his  evidence?  Was  he  notified  that 
he  was  to  take  Mr.  Gwin's  place,  and  that  depositions 
were  to  be  taken  to  implicate  him?  Was  this  an  ex 
parte  examination?  If  it  was  so  improper  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate  to  clothe  Mr.  Poindexter  with  these  extraor- 
dinary powers,  he  would  ask  were  they  prepared  to 
sanction  the  same  thing  done  by  the  Executive,  who  had 
given  to  Mr.  Gwin,  or  somebody  else,  the  power  to 
examine  into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Poindexter? 

Now  they  were  called  on  to  vote  in  the  dark  for  the 
printing  of  these  papers,  of  which  they  knew  nothing, 
for  the  purpose  of  implicating  Mr.  Poindexter  and  the 
Senate  itself.  He  took  it  for  granted  that  the  inquiry  into 
alleged  frauds,  relative  to  the  public  Unds,  was  a  proper 
one;  and  if  Mr.  Poindextec  abused  the  power  with 
which  he  was  intrusted,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Sen- 
ate; and  the  fact  whether  this  was  so  or  not,  could  be 
best  ascertained  by  the  examination  of  a  committee. 
They  had  been  told  that  there  was  nothing  for  the  ac- 
tion  of  a  committee.  Now  he  thought  otherwise.  The 
character  of  an  officer  of  the  Government  had  been  im- 
plicated; he  had  been  charged  with  an  abuse  of  office, 
and  his  defence  was  before  them.  Now,  if  Mr.  Gwin 
was  innocent,  he  ought  to  be  called  so.  When  be  voted 
for  the  inquiry,  bis  object  was  to  do  justice  to  Mr. 
Gwin  and  to  the  public;  and  in  voting  now  for  the  ref- 
erence, he  had  the  same  object  in  view.  Justice,  both 
towards  Mr.  Gwin,  and  one  who  had  formerly  been  a 
member  of  that  body,  required  the  reference.  If  they 
condemned  Mr.  Poindex*er,  it  ought  to  be  with  their 
eyes  open.  They  all  knew  what  an  arduous  task  a  Sen- 
ator in  high  pai*ty  times  had  to  perform,  and  how  liable 
the  strict  execution  of  his  duty  was  to  subject  him  to 
censure.  No  member  of  that  bodv  would  be  willing 
that  his  conduct  should  be  censured  after  he  left  here 
without  an  examination;  and  he  called  upon  gentlemen  by 
what  was  due  to  themselves,  as  well  as  to  justice,  to 
vote  for  the  reference. 

Mr.  SHEPLEY  said,  if  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Pqvitsr]  understands  that  the  investigations  of  the 
Committee>upon  the  Public  Lands  were  extended  only 
to  inquiries  of  a  general  character  Into  alleged  frauds  in 
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the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  lliat  ihey  were  desijifned 
for  legislative  purposes  only,  and  that  they  did  not 
relate  to  individual  character,  as  his  remarks  would  lead 
us  to  suppose,  he  is  greatly  in  error.  The  language  of 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate  giving  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  the  power  to  make  an  ex  parte  inquiry  during 
the  recess  of  Congress  is,  in  some  respects,  expressed 
in  general  terms.  But  the  resolution  directs  the  chair- 
man to  proceed  in  the  Investigation  which  had  been  prose- 
cuted during  the  session,  and  thus  refers  to  the  original 
resolutions  by  virtue  of  which  the  investigation  had  been 
commenced. 

I  find,  said  Mr.  S.,  those  resolutions  in  the  Journal, 
and  to  enable  the  Senate  to  come  to  a  correct  understand- 
ing of  the  character  of  the  investigation,  I  will  read  an 
extract  from  one  or  two  of  them. 

In  the  third  resolution  is  found  this  language  : 

**  That  the  committee  be  instructed  to  inquire  whether 
the  registers  of  the  land  offices  and  the  receivers  of  pub- 
lic moneys  at  any  of  the  land  offices  of  the  United  States, 
or  either  of  them,  have,  in  violation  of  law  and  of  their 
official  duties,  demanded  or  accepted  a  bonus  or  premi- 
um from  any  purchaser  or  purchasers  of  the  public  lands, 
at  public  or  private  sale,  for  the  benefit  of  such  ofRcer  or 
officers,"  &c. 

And  the  fallowing  language  is  found  in  the  fourth 
resolution : 

"And  whether  any  register  or  receiver  has,  at  any 
trme«  taken  in  payment  the  promissory  note  of  any  pur- 
chaser or  purchasers,  bearing  an  interest,  to  accrue  to 
the  benefit  of  such  register  or  receiver. »» 

Sir,  said  Mr.  S.,  it  is  very  difficult  for  me  to  under- 
stand how  such  language  can  be  said  not  to  authorize 
investigations  into  the  conduct  and  characters  of  individu- 
al men.  If  the  object  was  only  to  enlighten  ua  in  regtird 
to  our  legislative  duties,  it  would  not  seem  to  be  neces- 
sary to  inquire  whether  a  register  or  receiver  had  viola- 
ted the  law  and  his  official  duties.  What  were  the  facts, 
it  might  be  proper  to  inquire,  to  enable  us  to  legislate; 
but  whether  the  man  had  been  guilty  of  a  violation  of  law 
and  of  official  duty,  was  an  inquiry  directly  involving  in- 
dividual character;  and  it  does  not  seem  to  be  necessary 
for  mere  purposes  of  legislation.  It  was  well  understood, 
at  the  time  the  resolutions  passed,  to  involve  individual 
character;  and  as  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Calhoun]  has  remarked,  Mr.  Gwin  was  openly  charged 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  I^nds  with 
a  gross  violation  of  official  duty.  Such  was  the  language 
of  the  resolutions,  and  such  were  the  circumstances  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  enter  upon  the  investigation. 

I  then  thought,  as  I  now  think,  that  it  was  due  to  the 
officer  implicated;  due  to  the  character  of  the  Senate  it- 
self; and  due  to  truth  and  justice,  that  the  investigation 
should  not  proceed  in  secret,  so  that  the  accused  could 
know  nothing  of  the  attempt  to  destroy  his  character; 
could  have  no  opportunity  even  to  know  the  persons 
who  would  appear  against  him,  much  less  to  cross-ex- 
amine them,  or  to  introduce  any  explanatory  or  rebutting 
testimony.  Feeling  that  the  first  principles  of  justice 
were  to  be  violated  in  such  a  proceeding,  1  offered  an 
amendment  to  the  fifth  resolution.  It  is  thus  stated  on 
the  Journal: 

«*  On  motion  of  Mr.  Shepley,  to  amend  the  fifth,  by 
striking  out  all  after  the  word  committee,  and  inserting, 
•  have  power  to  cause  testimony  to  be  taken  on  oath, 
where  any  misconduct  is  supposed  to  have  taken  place 
touching  the  matters  aforesaid;  and  in  case  any  person 
is  implicated,  such  person  to  be  notified,  and  be  entitled 
to  introduce  testimony  in  exculpation  of  himself;  and  to 
crofls-examine  all  witnesses  introduced  against  him.'  *' 

This  proposed  amendment  was  rejected  upon  a  divi> 
sion,  by  yeas  and  nays,  a  party  vote  And  thus  did  the 
Senate  deliberately  enter  upon  an  investigation  directly 


impeaching  individual  character,  and  at  the  same  time 
refuse  to  tiie  individual  all  opportunity  of  being  heard. 
A  proceeding  thus  commenced  in  wrong,  could  be  ex- 
pected to  end  only  as  it  has  done— in  wrong.  Com- 
mencing thus  before  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  the  in- 
vestigation was  continued  during  the  recess  of  Congress 
by  tlie  resolution  before  referred  to,  when  another  at- 
tempt was  made  by  the  then  minority  to  obtain  for  the 
persons  implicated,  an  opportunity  to  be  heard,  and 
without  success.  It  is  now  after  two  years  have  elapsed, 
that  testimony  is  offered,  said  to  disprove  the  charges 
made  against  the  officer;  and  we  now  are  asked  to  refuse 
to  print  this  testimony,  that  it  may  be  placed  upon  our 
records  with  that  which  was  thus  secretly  obtained  and 
placed  on  record  against  him.  1  trust  that  we  may  no 
longer  continue  to  act  a  part  so  unjust.  This  testimony 
should  be  printed  with  our  documents,  that  an  opportu- 
nity may  be  afforded  to  judge  of  the  truth  of  the  whole 
matter. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  voted  for  the  resolutions,  and 
against  the  amendments;  and  in  doing  so,  he  thought 
that  he  did  what  was  not  only  proper,  but  absolutely 
necessary,  under  the  circumstances  then  presented  to 
him.  It  must  be  remembered  that,  in  1834,  the  entire 
southern  country  was  rife  with  reports  of  frauds  that  had 
been  committed  with  respect  to  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  in  the  southwest.  He  recollected,  that  when  he 
first  came  into  the  Senate,  he  brought  with  him  such  im- 
pressions. There  was  a  general  impression,  that  such 
frauds  had  been  practised,  and  under  such  circumstances 
the  investigation  was  ordered.  What,  then,-  did  this  in- 
vestigation propose?  It  was  not  to  inquire  whether  A 
B  or  C  were  guilty,  but  to  inquire  whether  abuses  ex- 
isted in  the  land  offices,  for  the  purpose  of  applying  a 
legislative  remedy.  They  were  informed  on  that  floor, 
that  in  the  State  of  Mississippi  it  was  worth  a  man's  life 
to  breathe  a  whisper  in  relation  to  these  frauds,  and  that 
men  would  not  give  their  depositions,  if  the  parties  im- 
plicated were  to  be  present.  It  was  under  these  im- 
J3ressions  that  he  was  willing,  at  this  incipient  stage,  to 
give  this  power  to  the  committee.  How  could  such  in- 
vestigations affect  an  individual?  The  President  would 
not  remove  him  from  office  on  ex  parte  testimony.  But 
it  was  said  that  the  character  of  an  individual  would  be 
affected.  Was  it  believed  at  the  time  that  the  Senate 
would  adopt  a  report  without  giving  every  individual  an 
opportunity  of  defending  himself?  He  did  not  concur 
in  the  doctrine  that  the  Senate  had  no  right  to  enter  into 
inquiries  into  the  official  conduct  of  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. He  held  it  to  be  their  duty  to  ferret  out  cor- 
ruption wherever  it  was  supposed  to  exist.  He  was  free 
to  say,  that  he  did  not  approve  of  the  instructions  of  the 
chairman  to  the  commissioners,  as  to  the  manner  of  their 
taking  depositions,  and  he  was  for  that  reason  willing  to 
vote  for  the  printing  of  the  answer  of  Mr.  Gwin.  Al- 
though without  having  seen  this  paper,  he  believed  that 
it  assailed  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  the  Senate 
with  virulence;  yet  as  he  deemed  the  instructions  under 
which  the  depositions  were  taken,  to  be  wholly  irre^lar, 
he  was  willing  to  give  to  Mr.  Gwin  an  opportunity  of 
being  heard,  by  voting  for  the  printing  of  his  defence. 
Mr.  BENTON  observed  that  it  would  conduce  to  a 
right  view  of  the  matter  to  take  a  brief  view  of  the 
whole  subject.  They  all  recollected  the  charges  that 
had  been  made  against  Mr.  Gwin;  and  although  his 
name  was  not  put  in  the  resolution,  yet  all  knew  that 
the  inquiry  was  commenced  against  him,  and  directed 
against  him.  He  bad  said  that  the  Senate  had  put  itself 
in  a  false  position  with  regard  to  this  whole  affair,  and 
he  would  lake  upon  himself  to  prove  it.  He  would 
take  what  Senators  now  said,  to  the  right  and  left, 
and  compare  it  with  what  they  had  done.  They  now 
stated  that  this  movement  was  incipient4  that  it  waft  like  a 
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I^rand  jury  proceedinfl%  Here,  then,  was  an  inquiry 
instituted  against  an  officer  of  the  Government;  and  it 
was  said  that  the  committee,  being  a  g^nd  jury,  was 
not  bound  to  give  notice  to  the  party  whose  conduct 
was  to  be  inquired  into.  Every  gentleman,  who  justi- 
fied the  course  of  the  Senate,  must  put  it  on  this  ground. 
The  examinations  being  thus  conducted,  the  commis- 
sioners, who  were  charged  with  taking  testimony,  were 
informed  that  it  was  not  expected  that  they  should  give 
notice  to  any  person  of  the  time  and  place  of  their  ta- 
king depositions,  &c.  And  here  he  would  observe  that 
the  three  commissioners,  appointed  to  take  testimo- 
ny againt  Mr.  Gwin,  were  in  a  state  of  violent  enmity 
with  him;  and  that  one  of  them  bad  since  fallen  by  his 
hand.  Then,  what  was  the  testimony  that  had  been  re- 
turned to  the  Senate?  Why,  it  was  impeachable  mat- 
ter, charging  him  with  malversations  in  office,  and  filled 
with  the  strongest  epitliets.  What,  then,  did  the  Sen- 
ate do  when  their  grand  jury  returned  to  them  this  im- 
peachable matter  sworn  against  Mr.  Gwin'  Why,  the 
vei7  next  step  of  the  Senate  was  to  admit  that  it  was  in 
H  false  position,  and  that  they  could  go  no  farther. 
I'hey  directed  that  five  thousand  copies  of  the  testimony, 
taken  ex  parte,  against  this  officer  of  the  Government, 
should  be  published.  What  was  the  next  step?  Was 
it  to  take  measures  for  an  impeachment?  Why  did  they 
not  do  this?  It  was  the  next  regular  step.  There  was 
nothing  that  they  could  do,  following  from  the  docu- 
ments before  them,  but  impeach;  and  he  now  declared, 
as  a  Senator,  that,  upon  such  testimony,  with  nothing  to 
counteract  it,  he  should,  on  an  impeachment,  vote  the 
officer  guilty,  and  eject  him  from  office.  Why  did  they 
not  proceed?  They  had  impeachable  matter  enough  on 
hand.  Why  diet  they  stop?  It  was  because  they  found 
that  they  could  go  no  further,  without  implicating  them- 
selves. What  did  they  do?  Did  they  frame  a  law? 
No.  Did  they  frame  an  ex  parte  impeachment  like  the 
one  they  did  against  the  President  of  the  United  States? 
No.  ImprimUf  they  ordered  five  thousand  copies  to  be 
printed,  and  in  the  next  place  referred  the  whole  affiiir 
to  the  President,  in  order  that  he  might  dismiss  the  ac- 
cused from  office.  Why  did  they  send  this  impeachable 
matter  to  the  President'  What  did  the  President  do? 
He  sent  a  copy  of  the  report  to  every  officer  implicated. 
This,  he  presumed,  was  the  President's  course,  for  it 
was  the  iust  one.  One  of  these  implicated  officers  had 
returned  an  answer  to  the  charges  against  him,  and  this 
answer  was  now  sent  to  the  Senate.  What  a  strange 
condition  the  Senate  was  placed  in.  They  commenced 
an  impeachment,  collected  an  abundance  of  impeacha- 
ble matter,  and  then  sent  it  to  the  President,  who  sends 
a  copy  of  it  to  the  officer  impeached,  who  was  not  al- 
lowed a  hearing  while  his  trial  was  going  on;  and  the 
answer  of  that  officer  was  now  sent  back  to  them. 
Since  the  movement  now  was  to  refer  these  criminal 
charges  that  bad  been  made  two  years  ago,  and  then 
shuffled  off,  and  which  were  now  brought  home  to 
them,  he  had  no  objection  to  that  course;  because  he 
wished  to  see  how  the  committee  would  act  on  them— 
to  see  whether  they  would  bring  in  a  resolution  to  send 
the  papers  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  an  impeachment  framed.  Sir,  (said  Mr. 
B.,)  the  Senate  has  got  itself  into  a  false  position.  It  is 
in  the  same  position  it  was  in  when  it  shoved  off  the 
affair  upon  the  President.  It  could  not  go  on  with  the 
business.  Could  they  try  the  impeachment?  He  ap- 
prehended not.  No  member,  he  thought,  would  lay 
a  resolution  on  the  table,  declaring  that  Samuel  Gwin 
was  guilty,  and  ought  to  impeached. 

The  debate  on  the  expunging  resolution  had  circula- 
ted too  widely  for  gentlemen  to  venture  on  that.     The 
? gentleman  from  Ohio  had  said  that  he  would  never  re- 
rain  from  inquiring  into  frauds  for  the  purpose  of  ap- 
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plying  the  proper  remedy.  Why,  then,  did  not  the 
gentleman  go  on?  Here  was  impeachable  matter  sworn 
to,  and  let  the  gentleman  proceed  with  it.  He  would  tell 
the  gentleman  that  the  Senate  would  be  ruined  if  it  went 
on  much  further  with  these  extra-judicial  proceedings. 
The  matter  had  gone  far  enough  already;  and,  if  they 
went  further  without  the  House  of  Representatives, 
they  would  violate  the  constitution. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  replied  to  Mr.  Buttoh  at 
length,  and  contended  that  the  resolutions  of  the  Senate, 
and  the  manner  of  conducting  the  inquiry,  were  proper- 
necessary  to  attain  the  object  in  view.  He  did  not  belieTC 
that  information  could  have  been  obtained  if  notice 
had  been  given  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  the  de- 
positions; and  instanced  the  investigations  that  were 
made  by  the  Post  Office  Committee,  calling  upon  the 
chairman  to  inform  the  Senate  how  these  were  conduct- 
ed,  and  whether,  in  his  opinion,  correct  information 
could  have  been  obtained  if  they  had  notified  the  par* 
ties  implicated,  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  deposi- 
tions. 

Mr.  GRUNDY,  being  thus  called  on,  replied  that, 
when  the  Post  Office  Committee  were  about  to  enter  on 
their  examinations,  they  came  to  the  determination, 
unanimously,  that  their  best  course  would  be  to  take 
depositions  without  giving  the  partie§  implicated  notice 
of  the  time  and  place  of  so  doing.  This  was  done  in 
every  case;  but,  when  the  testimony  in  each  case  was 
concluded,  he,  as  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  noti- 
fied each  individual  implicated  of  the  matter  brought 
against  him,  and  called  upon  him  to  defend  himself. 
He  did  not  believe  that  correct  information,  with  regard 
to  matters  before  the  Post  Office  Committee,  could  have 
been  obtained  by  any  other  mode  of  inquiry. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  proceeded  to  take  a  view  of  the 
reasons  which  induced  the  Senajte  to  institute  the  in- 
quiries referred  to.  Early  in  -the  session  of  1834,  com- 
plaints, in  a  great  variety  of  forms,  were  made  in  regard 
to  frauds  in  relation  to  the  lands  ceded  bytheChoctaws, 
and  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  commissioners  under 
that  cession.  Subsequent  charges  were  made  as  to  ex- 
tensi^#j  frauds  that  had  been  committed,  not  only  in  Mis- 
sissippi, but  in  other  States;  it  was  not  against  one  man, 
but  against  the  general  administration  of  the  land  offi- 
cers. The  question  then  before  the  Senate  was,  will  it 
do  any  thing  to  arrest  these  frauds,  and  make  the  neces- 
sary inquiries  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  how  they 
can  be  arrested?  This  was  his  inquiry.  He  had  no 
reference  to  Samuel  Gwin,  or  to  any  other  single  indi- 
vidual. His  only  object  was  to  ascertain  whether  such 
frauds  had  been  committed,  and  how  they  could  be  pre- 
vented by  the  legislation  of  Cong^ss.  The  votes  be 
gave  were  governed  by  these  considerations,  and  no 
other.  If  any  thing  improper  had  been  done  in  conduct- 
ing the  inquiry,  it  did  not  prove  that  it  ought  not  to 
have  been  instituted.  Every  step  in  that  inquiry  was 
directed  by  its  legislative  action,  and  every  other  step 
was  accidental.  Mr.  S.  read  the  different  proceedings 
on  the  subject  from  the  journals  of  1834.  The  inquiries 
were  general,  in  order  to  ascertain  what  legislation  waa 
necessary,  and  the  Senate  would  find,  by  reference  to 
the  journals,  that  an  act  was  reported,  a  fact  omitted  in 
the  discussion  of  this  morning.  Suppose,  in  the  course 
of  the  investigation,  they  should  find  that  an  officer  had 
received  a  bonus  for  the  sale  of  a  tract  of  land,  would  it 
not  be  proper  for  them  to  introduce  a  resolution  pro- 
viding for  the  introduction  of  a  law  to  prevent  such  acta 
for  the  future?  not  to  go  back  to  punish  the  officer  who 
was  guilty,  for  that  would  be  too  late,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  framing  a  law  that  would  guard  against  suck 
frauds  in  future.  The  Senate  would  find,  on  looking  at 
the  whole  proceedings,  that  legislative,  and  not  judicial, 
action  was  contemplated  from  beginning  to  end. 
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By  a  resolution  introduced  by  Mr.  Poindexter,  the 
inquiry  was  pursued  through  the  Treasury  and  War  De- 
partments, and  the  answers  from  these  Departments  did 
not  come  in  until  the  13th  of  June.  On  the  22d  of  June, 
Mr.  Poindezter  offered  a  resolution  authorizing  the 
chairman  to  proceed  in  the  investigations  already  com- 
menced. Now,  what  then  was  the  duty  of  the  Senate? 
The  Secretaries  of  War  and  Treasury  had  made  their 
communications,  and  the  committee  had  reported  that 
they  could  not  conclude  their  investigations  that  session. 
The  inquiry  was,  should  they  stop  there?  Every  body 
believed  that  stupendous  frauds  had  been  committed;  it 
was  too  late  to  deny  the  fact  nowt  and  he  for  one  thought 
that  these  investigations  should  proceed.  And  as  it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  the  committee  to  go  to 
the  different  States  where  these  examinations  were  to  be 
made,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  Ohio,  Michigan,  &c.,  he  had 
no  difficulty  in  coming  to  the  conclusion,  that  it  wouid 
be  proper  totrusbthe  further  prosecution  of  the  business 
to  their  chairman.  They  could  have  continued  the  in- 
quiry in  no  other  mode.  He  was  not  here  the  apologist  of 
the  chairman,  but  he  thought  that  justiee  should  be  done 
to  him  as  well  as  to  others.  Well,  then,  it  was  proper 
to  make  these  investigations  by  depositions.  If  it  was 
not  so,  it  was  wrong  for  the  Post  Office  Committee  to  do 
80.  The  testimony  could  not  be  justly  taken  in  another 
way.  If  there  had  been  error  in  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  the  Senate  was  not  to  answer  for  it.  If 
blood  bad  been  shed,  in  consequence  of  the  manner  of 
conducting  these  inquiries,  the  Senate  was  not  chargea- 
ble; they  did  not  direct  that  the  inquiries  bhould  be  made 
in  an  improper  manner.  They  only  directed  that  the 
inquiries  should  be  made  by  depositions. 

Mr.  S.  said  he  would  not  defend  the  instructions  to  the 
commissioners;  but  he  would  say  that  if  instructions  had 
been  given  to  them  to  give  notices  to  the  parties  implica- 
led,  and  to  take  their  counter  testimony,  such  proceeding 
would  constitute  the  commissioners  into  a  criminal  court 
for  the  trial  of  individuals,  and  to  make  the  inquiry  a 
criminal  process,  instead  of  a  foundation  for  legislative 
proceedings.  These  were  the  views  on  which  he  voted. 
The  result  was,  that,  at  the  succeeding  session,  the 
chairman  (Mr.  Poindexter)  made  a  report,  accompanied 
by  a  resolution,  that  the  charges  be  referred  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  Where  then  was  the 
voice  that  is  now  raised  against  the  judicial  proceedings 
of  the  Senate^  No  man  pretended  to  say  then  that  the 
Senate  had  placed  itself  in  a  false  position.  Mr.  S.  pro- 
ceeded at  length  to  defend  the  propriety  of  this  course 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  It  was  said  that  the  whole 
affair  was  ended  by  printing  the  report,  and  its  reference 
to  the  President;  but  this  was  a  very  incorrect  view  of 
the  subject;  the  reference  to  the  President  was  merely 
incidental.  But  on  the  very  day  the  chairman  reported 
a  bill,  with  the  very  view  of  fulfilling  the  purpose  for 
which  this  inquiry  was  made,  being  a  bill  of  six  pages, 
to  provide  against  the  commission  of  these  frauds.  Was 
it  true,  then,  that  the  inquiry  was  fruitless,  and  that  it 
ended  in  a  reference  of  this  subject  to  the  President  ?  No, 
the  result  of  that  investigation  would  be  found  in  the  bill 
that  had  been  reported,  and  would  be  found  in  the  labors 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  who  had  made  use 
•of  this  very  information,  and  would  very  soon  place 
before  them  a  bill  which  would  show  how  useful  that 
inquiry  had  been.  Where,  then,  was  the  evidence  that 
.the  Senate  had  placed  itself  in  a  false  position? 

Mr.  CALHOUN  agreed  partly  with  his  friend  from 
North  Carohna,  but  was  clearly  of  opinion  that  the 
printing  ought  to  be  aAer  the  report  of  the  committee. 
Not  a  single  Senator  had  read  the  whole  of  this  evidence; 
not  a  Senator  knew  whether  it  exculpated  the  officer 
implicated,  or  ivhether  it  implicated  the  conduct  of  the 
chairman;  and  in  the  dark  they  were  asked  to  print  the 


testimony.  Now,  he  thought  that  to  do  justice  to  all 
parties,  to  Mr.  Gwinn  himself,  as  well  as  others,  the 
proper  course  was  to  refer  it  to  a  committee.  If  the 
object  in  sending  this  document  here  was  to  implicate  a 
former  member  of  that  body,  who  had,  in  the  discharge 
of  arduous  duties,  been  implicated,  every  principle  of 
honor  and  justice  required  tnat  they  should  be  referred 
and  examined  before  sending  them  abroad  to  the  world. 
As  to  the  dangerous  doctrine,  that  this  body  is  not  to 
look  into  malfeasances  in  office,  it  had  been  avowed 
here  for  the  first  time.  Never  had  it  been  avowed  in 
the  British  Parliament,  from  which  we  took  our  prac- 
tice, nor  had  it  been  advanced  in  any  of  the  State  Legis- 
latures. Such  a  doctrine  would  surrender  entirely  the 
Legislative  power  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  C.  continued  his  remarks  to  some  considerable 
length;  after  which, 

Mr.  WHITE  and  Mr.  WALKER  expressed  them- 
selves  briefiy  in  favor  of  printing. 

The  debate  was  further  continued  by  Messrs.  PREN- 
TISS, MANGUM,  PRESTON,  PORTER,  WALL, 
NILES  and  BROWN;  when. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  PORTER  to  lay  the  whole  subject 
on  the  table,  it  was  decided  in  the  negative,  by  the  fol- 
lowing vole: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Crittenden,  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  King,  Leigh,  Mangum, 
Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Southard,  Tomlinson, 
White— 15.  ^ 

NATS—Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King  of 
Georgia,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Rives,  Robinson,  Rug- 
gles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wall,  Wright— 20. 

On  motiob  of  Mr.  BLACK, 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

ThUBBDAT,  JtJ»B  2. 

LOUISVILLE  AND  PORTLAND  CANAL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio, 

The  bill  authorizing  the  purchase  of  the  private  stock 
in  the  Louisville  and  Portland  canal,  was  taken  up;  and 
the  pending  amendment  having  been  withdrawn, 

Mr.  EWING  said  he  was  satisfied  that  the  importance 
of  this  measure  had  not  been  fully  weighed,  and  its 
nature  duly  appreciated  by  the  Senate  before  the  vote 
was  taken  upon  it  the  other  day.  I  have  (said  Mr.  E.) 
since  that  time  ascertained  more  fully  the  objections^  of 
gentlemen  to  this  measure,  and  the  opinions  upon  which 
those  objections  rest,  and  I  am  further  satisfied  that 
there  is  the  most  friendly  disposition  towards  the  bill  if 
those  difficulties  can  be  removed. 

Some  gentlemen  object  to  the  extension  of  these  im- 
provements by  the  United  States  beyond  those  waters  in 
which  the  tide  ebbs  and  flows,  with  an  exception,  per- 
haps, in  favor  of  the  very  margin  of  our  great  lakes. 
This  is  a  notion  which  we  have  derived  from  England; 
it  is  a  part  of  the  common  law  applicable  to  that  coun- 
try, but  not  to  this.  In  England  there  are  no  rivers  navi- 
gable, in  fact,  above  the  flowing  of  the  tide.  It  is  very 
reasonable,  therefore,  that  they  should  not  be  considered 
navigable  in  law.  But  that  rule  is  perfectly  absurd 
when  applied  to  the  mighty  rivers  of  our  continent, 
which  sustain  a  commerce  in  vessels  large  as  East  India- 
men,  for  three  thousand  miles  of  their  course,  and  com- 
pared with  which  the  royal  rivers  of  England,  the 
Thames,  the  Humber,  and  the  Severn,  are  but  riUs. 
We  constantly  forget  that  we  are  not  still  inhabitants  of 
an  island;  it  is  our  habitual  tendency  to  apply  insular  law 
to  our  broad  continent. 

But  the  constitution  considers  these  great  western 
rivers  as  belonging  to  the  Union.  The  ordinance  of 
1787,  in  that  pari  of  it  which  is  an  irrepealable  compact 
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with  the  people  of  the  Northwestern  Territory,  and 
which  is  adopted  by  the  constitution,  declares  that  the 
Mississippi  river,  and  the  navigable  waters  flowing  there- 
in, shall  be  common  hig^hways,  open  to  all  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States.  This  single  provision  takes  those 
rivers  out  of  the  care  and  charge  of  the  several  States, 
and  makes  them  national  rivers,  and,  as  such,  the^  ought 
to  be  kept  open  and  maintained  in  a  condition  of  useful- 
ness at  the  national  expense. 

Again,  it  it  objected  that  we  cannot  purcliase  this 
canal,  though  we  might  clear  out,  if  practicable,  the  ob- 
structions in  the  channel  of  the  river. 

The  construction  of  the  Louisville  canal,  being  the 
work  of  individuals,  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  relative 
rights  and  duties  of  the  United  States  and  the  people  of 
the  West.  Whatever  we  would  have  had  a  right  to 
claim  if  that  canal  had  never  been  constructed,  we  may 
claim  now,  with  the  same  reason.  The  navigation  of  the 
river  is  still  obstructed;  if  not  by  the  falls,  by  a  heavy 
toll  to  avoid  the  falls.  Suppose,  then,  no  canal  bad  ever 
been  made,  and  that  the  obstruction  in  the  navigation  of 
the  river  was  as  nature  formed  itt  would  not  the  United 
States  have  the  right,  and  would  it  not  be  their  duty,  to 
remove  it,  if  practicable^  at  an  expense  not  exceeding 
the  value  of  the  object  to  be  attained?  But  suppose  it 
were  necessary  to  g^  upon  the  shore  and  cut  a  canal  to 
avoid  the  falls,  thus  leaving  the  channel  of  the  river  a 
little:  1  think  no  one  can  be  so  straitlaced  as  to  deny  our 
right  to  do  this,  with  the  assent  of  the  State  on  whose 
territory  we  enter,  if  this  be  admitted,  we  might  con- 
tract with  individuals,  Kentucky  assenting,  to  construct 
just  such  a  canal  aa  that  at  Louisville,  at  precisely  the 
price  which  we  propose  to  pay  for  that;  and  if  we  may, 
why  not  buy  the  one  already  constructed?  It  seems  to 
me  there  is , nothing  in  the  objection,  and  I  hope  the 
amendment  which  we  lost  the  other  day  in  committee 
will  be  restored,  and  that  the  bill  will  pass.  It  is  of  great 
importance  to  the  western  commerce. 

Mr.  PORTER  made  a  few  observations  in  favor  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  he  had  some  amendments  to 
offer  to  this  bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  remove  ob- 
jections which  bad  been  developed  during  the  discussion 
the  other  day.  He  had  but  little  to  say  in  addition  to 
what  he  had  then  said,  and  he  could  not  believe  that  the 
Senate,  fairly  and  fully  understanding  this  bill,  would 
hesitate  to  pass  it.  He  had  said  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  deal  liberally 
as  well  aa  justly  with  the  stockholders,  and  he  had  voted 
to  oflTer  them  12}  per  cent,  above  par  for  their  stock. 
The  committee  had  proposed  par  only;  and  he,  as  the 
organ  of  the  committee,  had  presented  that  propoaition 
in  the  bill.  Subsequent  information,  however,  had  in- 
duced him  to  believe4hat  the  stock  could  not  be  had  at 
par,  but  could  be  had  at  12}  above  par.  It  was  known 
that  the  stock  had  even  been  higher,  had  sold  in  one  in- 
stance at  17}  above,  and  it  had  recently  been  quoted  in 
the  Philadelphia  papers  at  16  above  par.  He  had,  on 
that  occasion,  given  it  aa  his  opinion  that  the  stock  .was 
not  intrinsically  worth  as  much  u  the  market  price  would 
indicate.  He  still  thought  that  opinion  correct,  and^ 
that  there  were  reasons  for  that  opinion  which  were 
strong  and  convincing.  The  demands  of  the  people  west 
of  the  mountains,  and  of  their  commerce,  almost  incal- 
culable in  extent,  that  they  should  be  released  from  tri- 
bute at  the  falls  of  the  Ohio,  were  reasonable  and  just. 
That  comnnerce  must  forever  remain  at  war  with  the 
company  monopoly  there,  and  this  conflict  (said  Mr.  H.) 
is  too  unequal  to  be  long  continued. 

Another  reason  why  the  stock  is  not  really  so  valuable 
aa  the  market  price  would  indicate  is,  that  a  canal 
can  readily  be  made  on  the  other  side  of  the  river;  one 
much  more  valuable  than  the  Louisville  and  Portland 


canal;  one  that  would  have  many  advantages  over  that 
on  the  Kentucky  side;  one  that  would  afford  a  greater 
water  power  than  could  be  created  in  any  other  place 
in  the  United  States,  save,  perhaps,  at  the  falls  of  Niagara. 
This  canal  would  probably  be  five  miles  in  length.  It 
would  leave  the  Ohio  river  immediately  above  Jeff*erson- 
ville,  and  would  fall  into  the  river  ag^in  at  New  Albany; 
or  it  might  be  little  more  than  half  that  length,  and  ob- 
viate entirely  the  obstruction  at  the  falls.  The  perfect 
work,  however,  would  probably  be  that  which  would 
discharge  itself  into  the  river  at  or  near  the  ship  yard  at 
New  Albany,  He  believed  that  12}  per  pent,  above 
par  was  a  liberal  offVr  for  the  stock  in  the  Louisville 
and  Portland  canal.  He  did  not  doubt  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  would  be  able  to  purchase  it  at  that 
price;  and  he  believed  that,  should  the  stockholders  re- 
fuse to  sell  at  that  price.  Congress  would  recognise  its 
obligation  to  remove  the  obstruction  to  the  navigation  at 
the  falls  of  the  Ohio,  and  immediately  appropriating  to 
the  object  of  a  free  canal  on  the  Indiana  side  of  the  riv- 
er, it  was  obvious,  however,  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Senate,  this  cannot  be  done  till  the  stockholdera 
in  the  Louisville  and  Portland  canal  shall  be  liberally 
dealt  with.  They  are  recognised,  (said  Mr.  H.,)  and 
very  justly,  too,  as  adventurers  in  a  great  public  work. 
They  have  risked  large  capital,  which  no  others  were 
willing  to  invest;  and  it  would  now  be  unjust  to  make  a 
free  canal  on  the  other  side  of  the  river,  rendering 
their  canal  valueless,  without  first  offering  them  condi* 
tions  just  and  reasonable,  and  such  as  they  ought  to  ac- 
cept. Another  reason,  and  one  of  a  public  nature, 
why  it  is  desirable  to  purchase  the  stock  in  this  canal  is, 
that  the  people  of  the  Western  country  will  not  consent 
that  their  commerce  shall  be  taxed  from  ^\e  to  ten 
years  longer,  while  a  canal  is  constructing  on  the  other 
side  of  the  river. 

Mr.  H.  said  that  he  was  happy  to  discover  that  the 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government  to  im- 
prove the  navigation  of  the  falls  of  the  Ohio  was  admit- 
ted by  the  Senate;  and  he  should  feel  that,  if  the  terms 
proposed  by  the  amendment*  of  12}  percent,  above  par» 
should  be  offered  to  the  stockholders  in  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  and  be  refused  by  them,  the  peopleof  the  West 
would  then  have  a  guarantee  that  Congress  would  imme- 
diately provide  for  constructing  a  canal  on  the  other 
side  of  the  river.  The  interest  (said  Mr.  H.)  demand- 
ing this  at  our  hands  is  too  great  to  be  neglected  any 
longer. 

He  had  said  the  other  day,  when  addressing  the  Senate 
on  this  subject,  that  every.  Congressional  district  in  the 
valley  of  the  Mississippi  was  interested  in  this  bill,  and 
this  interest  (said  Mr.  H.)  is  becoming  more  obvious 
and  tangible,  and  more  deeply  felt  every  year.  The 
people  of  the  West  will  require  us  to  do  our  duty  in  this 
matter.  They  cannot  understand  how  it  comes  to  pass 
that  millions,  almost  without  number,  are  expending  eve- 
ry where  on  the  seaboard,  for  the  aid  and  protection  of 
coounerce  and  navigation,  while  the  single  applioation 
for  the  improvement  of  commerce  and  navigation 
gets  the  go-by  every  session.  The  western  people 
see  and  feel  on  this  subject,  and  there  is  a  settled 
spirit  of  discontent  in  relation  to  it.  Western  mem- 
bers cannot  justify  themselves  to  their  constituent! 
in  voting  these  large  appropriations  for  the  navy,  for 
fortifications,  breakwaters,  harbors,  piers,  and  sea- 
walls, every  where  on  the  seaboard,  while  they  re* 
main  unsuccessful  in  procuring  the  smallest  appropria- 
tions to  these  objects  in  the  interior.  How  recently 
have  we  voted  with  Senators  from  the  old  States  mil- 
lions to  these  objects,  and  there  are  estimates  of  the  pre- 
sent session  looking  to  the  expenditure  of  eighty  or  one 
hundred  millions  in  a  few  years  to  come,  on  the  sea- 
board, npon  these  objects;  and  yet  this  bill,  the  only 
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one  for  th«  aid  of  western  narigation,  asking  for  a  frac- 
tion of  one  miUion^  aeems  struggling  for  existence.  This 
is  m  measure  of  more  importance  to  western  commerce 
and  narigation  than  any  now  before  the  Senate.  It  is 
indeed  almost  the  only  one  before  this  body,  and  it  is 
one  of  deep  interest  to  the  entire  West,  to  a  portion 
of  country  three  or  four  times  as  large  as  all  the  Atlan- 
tic States,  and  furnishing  a  much  larger  supply  of  all 
the  necessaries,  and  some  of  the  luxuries  of  lite,  than 
all  the  residue  of  the  Union'.  The  commerce  and  nav- 
igation of  the  seaboard  needs  less  than  formerly  the  aid 
and  protection  of  tbe  Government,  but  it  gets  more  of 
that  aid  and  protection  than  ever  before.  The  com- 
merce and  navigation  of  the  Western  country  needs  more 
than  formerly'thc  aid  and  protection  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment; but  at  this  great  point,  the  falls  of  the  Ohio, 
and  almost  every  where  else,  it  meets  with  the  same  total 
neglect  which  it  did  when  the  country  west  of  the  moun- 
tains had  scarcely  50,000  inhabitants;  indeed,  greater 
neglect,  for  then  that  country  received  the  militaiy  pro- 
tection of  "the  Government.  Now,  not  needing  so 
much  that  protection,  it  seems  to  be  abandoned  to  its 
own  energies. 

I  have  said  (continued  Mr.  H.)  that  the  old  States  and 
the  seaboard,  needing  less  than  formerly  the  aid  of  the 
Government,  received  more  of  that  aid.  And  what  are 
the  facts  on  which  this  assertion  is  based? 

We  commenced  the  war  of  the  Revolution  with  about 
3,000,000  inhabitants,  without  fortifications,  without  a 
navy,  without  ordnance  and  munitions  of  war,  and  we 
triumphed  in  that  glorious  struggle;  and  now  that  we 
have  15,000,000  people,  already  a  powerful  navy,  and 
well  supplied  with  all  the  material  of  war,  in  a  time  of 
profound  peace,  when  war  with  any  of  the  civilized  na- 
tions of  the  earth  is  to  all  appearance  at  an  immeasura- 
ble distance  from  us,  it  is  proposed  to  expend  in  the 
niliury  and  naval  defences  of  the  country  $80,000,000. 
At  the  commencement  of  the  Revolution,  the  Western 
country  could  scarcely  be  said  to  be  settled  at  all.  The 
print  of  the  white  man's  foot  could  be  found  at  a  few 
points  only  west  of  the  mountains.  That  country  need- 
ed not  commercial  fiicilities — for  it  had  no  commerce—- 
and,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  flat-boats,  freighted 
with  the  hardv  pioneers  of  the  West,  it  had  no  naviga- 
tion. The  falls  of  the  Ohio,  at  this  time  the  most  im- 
portant point  in  the  river  business  between  Pittsburg 
and  New  Orleans,  was  then  the  ultimate  point  of  desti- 
nation for  tbe  most  adventurous.  Then  no  appropria- 
tions for  western  commerce  and  navigation  were  asked 
for  or  grranted.  Now,  wiih  a  population  of  near  six 
millions,  and  an  agricultural  production  far  greater  than 
all  the  balance  of  the  Union,  no  appropriation  has 
hitherto  been  procured  at  this  point,  because,  in  the 
opinion  of  some,  the  constitution  stands  in  the  way,  and 
the  necessity  and  importance  of  the  measure  seem  to 
have  been  overlooked  by  all.  He  hoped  that  this  state 
of  things  would  no  longer  exist. 

It  had  been  objected,  when  this  bill  was  under  discus- 
sion a  few  days  ago,  that  it  did  not  specify  its  own  ob- 
ject; that  it  contained  no  expression  declaratory  of  its 
purpose  to  make  the  canal  ultimately  free.  One  of  tbe 
amendments  which  he  had  prepared,  and  which  he 
meant  first  to  offer  to  the  Senate,  did  contain  this  dec- 
laration, and  would  relieve  the  bill  from  all  objections  of 
those  who  feared  a  different  object.  This  amendment 
proposed  to  do  away,  instead  of  perpetuate,  the  objec- 
tionable stock-connexion  between  the  Government  and 
a  company.  Another  amendment  which,  in  due  time, 
he  would  propose,  was  to  strike  out  the  third  section  of 
the  bill,  which  authorized  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  vote  upon  tlie  shares  purchased.  This  section  was, 
perhaps,  unnecessary,  as  the  Secretary  had,  by  existing 
MWfl,  aU  necessary  power  on  that  subjectj  and  it  was 


unnecessary  to  determine  what  we  would  do  with  this 
stock  until  we  got  it.  This  we  could  not  know  any 
thing  about  daring  the  present  session;  and  at  the  next 
session  it  would  be  time  enough  to  determine  what  we 
should  do  with  the  canal.  These  amendments,  should 
they  be  adopted,  would  leave  the  bill  entirely  fk«e  from 
all  constitutional  objections  which  had  yet  been  started, 
and  would  give  the  bill,  judging  from  the  kind  feelings 
which  seemed  to  exist  towards  it,  a  Urge  vote  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  H.  then  moved  to  amend  tbe  first  section  of  the 
bill  by  inserting  these  words: 

«  For  the  purpose  of  improving  the  navigation  of  the 
Ohio  river  at  the  falls,  and  of  rendering  the  same,  as 
near  as  may  be,  free  from  all  tolls." 

Mr.  NILES  made  some  renwrks  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  opposed  to  the 
Government  becoming  joint  stockholders  in  private  stock 
companies,  andmcting  under  the  authority  of  a  charter 
derived  from  a  State.-  He  was  in  favor  of  the  improve- 
ment of  the  river,  but  he  bad  strong  objections  to  the 
mode  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  he  done.  He  sug 
gested  that  it  would  be  better  to  obtain  first  from  the 
State  of  Kentucky  a  cession  of  the  territory  on  which 
the  canal  was  constructed,  and  the  United  States,  by 
this  means,  having  entire  jurisdiction  over  the  canal,  the 
constitutional  objections  to  the   purchase   would  not 

Mr.  WALKER  explained  that  he  could  now  vote  for 
the  bill  in  its  present  shape,  after  having  voted  against 
it  some  days  ago.  Two  propositions  were  now  embodied 
in  it;  one  was  to  cut  loose  the  United  States  from  this 
joint  stock  company,  and  the  other  to  render  the  canal 
toll  free.  With  these  modifications,  he  was  prepared  to 
vote  for  the  bill,  as  it  contemplated  great  public  bene^ 
fits,  and  the  constitutional  objections  were  removed. 

The  amendment  was  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  then  moved  another  amendment, 
restricting  the  amount  to  be  paid  for  the  stock  to 
«•  twelve  and  a  half  per  cent,  above  par.** 

Mr.  H.,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Nilbs,  observed  that  the 
constitutional  objections  to  tlie  bill  were  now,  by  tbe 
amendment  just  adopted,  removed.  The  canal  woald 
be  made  nearly  toll  free,  with  the  exception  only  of  the 
necessary  expenses;  and  by  the  purchase  of  the  whole, 
or  the  greater  part  of  tbe  stock,  the  Government  would 
not  be  a  partner  in  a  joint  stock  company. 

Mr.  NAUDAIN  then  proposed  a  modification  of  the 
second  amendment,  in  order,  as  he  said,  to  do  full  justice 
to  the  holders  of  this  stock.  The  stock  was  sold  at  least 
a  year  ago,  for  seventeen  per  cent,  advance,  and  it  was 
not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  it  could  be  purchased  for 
l^s  now.  He  therefore  moved  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment, by  fixing  the  maximum  to  be  paid  for  the  stock  at 
eighteen  per  cent,  advance,  instead  of  twelve  and  a  half. 

Mr.  fiWlNG  advocated  at  some  length  the  purchase 
of  the  stock  at  a  fair,  reasonable,  and  practicable  price, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  above  the  par  value. 

Mr.  PORTER,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  stated 
that  forty-one  steamboats  had  passed  through  the  eanal 
in  a  single  week. 

Mr.  DAVIS  spoke  in  high  terms  of  the  praiseworthy 
enterprise,  industry,  and  perseverance  of  this  canal 
company;  of  the  many  obstacles  which  they  had  sur- 
mounted; the  discouragementa  which  they  had  set  at 
naught,  and  the  risks  which  they  had  run  during  the 
progress  of  this  work.  He  thought  that  it  would  hardly 
comport  with  the  honor  and  dignity  of  this  Government 
to  do  less  than  indemnify  the  company  for  the  sacrifices 
which  they  had  made,  if  not  for  the  great  benefita  which 
would  ultimately  be  derived  from  the  canal:  neither 
would  that  Government  consult  a  wise  and  upright 
.  policy  by  following  the  course  pointed  out  in  the  report 
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of  the  cotnmiltee,  and  by  threalB,  and  the  exercise  of  aa 
overwhelming^  power,  affect  injuriously  the  interests  of 
this  corporation.  They  had  supposed  themseWes  accu- 
sed of  a  species  of  robbery;  and  yet,  up  to  this  time, 
they  had  not  realized  more  than  four  per  cent,  upon  the 
money  which  they  had  expended,  though  without  the 
arbitrary  and  ungenerous  interference  of  the  General 
Government,  in  the  manner  threatened  by  the  commit- 
tee, the  stock  in  the  canal  must  become  exceedingly 
valuable. 

Mr.  CLAT  also  advocated  a  high,  just,  and  generous 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  United  States;  and 

Mr.  BENTON  was  anxious  that  some  measures  should 
be  adopted  to  restrain  the  company  from  the  further 
exercise  of  their  alleged  extortions. 

Mr.  B.  then  submitted  the  following,  which  he  said 
he  intended  to  oflTer  as  an  amendment,  as  soon  as  the 
question  on  the  pending  amendment  was  disposed  of: 

Sec.  -.  And  he  it  further  enaded.  That  «o  soon  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  have  completed  the  pur- 
chase of  the  stock  in  said  canal,  the  same  shall  be  ofTered 
to  the  State  of  Kentucky,  upon  condition  that  the  said 
State  will  never  impose  higher  tolls  upon  the  said  canal 
than  shall  be  necessary  to  defray  the  expenses  of  super- 
intending and  keeping  it  in  good  order;  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  is  hereby  authorized  to  cause 
the  said  stock  to  be  transferred  to  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
whenever  he  shall  be  satisfactorily  informed  that  the 
Legislature  of  that  State  has  agreed  by  law  to  accept  it 
on  the  conditions  above  mentioned. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  thought  that  the  market  price  of 
the  stock  would  be  advanced  by  fixing  the  maxi- 
mumi  and  that  if  it  were  so  fixed,  fifteen  per  cent,  would 
be  a  fairer  price  than  eighteen  per  cent.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  fiAeen  per  cent,  was  a  fair  price,  and  said  that 
if  they  fixed  the  maximum  at  eighteen  per  cent,  they 
would  have  to  pay  that  sum. 

M.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  thought  that  the  13i  per  cent, 
proposed  by  the  amendment,  would  not  be  giving  the 
stockholders  more  than  the  amount  of  their  investments. 
With  respect  to  the  amendment  suggested  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee,  and  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Missouri,  he  hoped  that  it  would  not  be  passed  at  this 
time.  He  was  for  divesting  the  United  States  of  all  in- 
terest in  this  stock,  as  soon  as  it  c6uld  be  done  without 
the  difficulties  that  he  apprehended  at  the  present  time. 
He  hoped  that  it  would  be  postponed  till  the  next  winter, 
when^he  thought  that  the  proposition  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  with  proper  guards,  would  meet  with  the 
concurrence  of  all. 

The  question  being  taken  on  Mr.  Naudaik's  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment,  it  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  then  moved  to  amen^  the  amend- 
ment, by  striking  out  twelve  and  a  half,  and  inserting 
sixteen;  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  then  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HENDRICKS,  the  third  section  of 
the  bill  was  stricken  out.  [This  contains  a  provision 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  vote  on  the 
stock  of  the  United  States.] 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  moved  to  strike  out  the  second 
section,  providing  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
should  aell  out  the  stock  of  the  United  SUtes,  should  the 
private  stockholders  refuse  to  sell  for  the  price  offered. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  opposed  this  amendment;  after 
which  it  was  adopted:  Ayes  15,  noes  11. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  offered  the  amendment  suggested 
by  him. 

Mr.  WALKER  hoped  his  friend  from  Missouri  would 
not  press  his  amendment.  If  pressed,  this  amendment 
would  be  adopted  or  not  adopted,  and  in  either  case  it 
would  present  those  who  voted  for  the  bill,  in  the  atti- 
tude of  having  voted  for  it  after  a  measure  of  which  they 


approved  had  been  rejected.  He  was  decidedly  in  favor 
of  surrendering  this  stock  to  the  State  of  Kentucky  at 
the  next  winter;  but,  as  others  might  not  be  so,  he  fear- 
ed that  taking  the  question  now  would  seriously  embar- 
rass the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  that  he  heartily  concurred  in 
the  remarks  made  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr. 
Walkxh,]  on  the  subject  of  the  proposed  amendment. 
He  hoped  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  would  not  pres» 
this  proposition  of  transfer  now.  U  would  inevitably 
embarrass  the  bill,  and  raise  questions  of  constitutionality 
and  of  expediency  from  which  it  had  wholly  been  re- 
lieved by  the  amendments  just  adopted.  As  the  bill  now 
stood,  it  was  free  from  such  questions,  and  the  simple 
proposition  of  purchasing  the  stock  was  pi*esented  to  the 
Senate.  The  details  which  might  be  necessary  at  a 
future  day,  were  purposely  avoided  by  the  bill,  and  it 
would  be  time  enough  to  regulate  these  after  we  got  the 
stock.  If  this  should  not  be  obtained,  no  regulation  of 
details  would  be  needed.  What  shall  be  done  with  the 
canal,  after  we  get  the  stock,  (said  Mr.  H.,)  will  be  an 
important  and  difficult  question.  Shall  it  be  transferred 
to  the  State  of  Kentucky,  on  the  condition  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Missouri,  or  any  other  condition,  is  a 
(|uestion  we  are  not  prepared  to  decide  at  the  present 
time.  To  this  there  would  be  serious  objections;  but 
he  did  not  wish  to  see  them  raised  or  canvassed  now. 
These  subjects,  if  started  now,  would  probably  defeat 
the  bill,  which  all  from  the  West  would  very  much  re- 
gret. The  commerce  of  the  Western  country  ought 
not,  in  the  opinion  of  many,  to  be  subjected  to  the  con* 
trol  or  regulation  of  any  State.  He  inclined  strongly  to 
that  opinion  himself.  The  constitution  of  the  United 
States  had  put  the  regulation  of  commerce,  domestic  as 
well  as  foreign,  under  the  control  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment; and  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to 
transfer  that  control  to  a  State,  was,  to  say  the  least  of 
it,  extremely  doubtful.  Western  representatives,  he 
was  sure,  had  not  come  prepared  to  decide  this  question 
now.  It  had  not  been  placed  heretofore  before  the 
people.  The  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
would  have  that  good  effect.  It  would  place  it  before 
the  people.  The  measure  would  be  canvassed,  and  we 
would  return  next  session  better  prepared  to  act  upon 
it.  Whenever  the  details  of  this  matter  shall  be  pre- 
sented, (said  Mr.  H.,}  there  is  another  proposition  which 
will  no  doubt  be  presented  also.  It  is  that  of  procuring 
a  transfer  of  this  canal  from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  and 
of  leaving  the  navigation  of  the  Ohio  river,  at  the  falls, 
where  the  constitution  has  left  it — in  the  hands  of  this 
Government.  The  constitution  of  the  United  States  had 
nsade  direct  and  positive  provision  for  such  cases.  [Here 
Mr.  H.  referred  to  the  constitution,  which  gives  Con- 
gress power  to  exercise  exclusive  legislation  over  all 
places  purchased  by  consent  of  the  States,  for  the  erec- 
tion efforts,  magazines,  arsenals,  or  other  needful  build- 
ings.] Mr.  H.  contended  that,  under  this  clause  of  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  that  to  regulate 
commerce  with  foreign  nations  and  among  the  several 
States,  Congress  had  full  power  to  accept  the  cession 
of  Kentucky,  and  to  exercise  exclusive  legislation  in  all 
cases  whatsoever  over  this  position  at  the  falls  of  the 
Ohio;  and  this  he  believed  was  what  public  interest  and 
public  sentiment  would  be  found  to  require,  rather  than 
a  surrender  of  the  canal  to  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BENTON  observed  that  some  ^ood  effect  had 
already  been  produced  by  offering  his  amendment; 
for  several  gentlemen  had  declared  themselves  in  fs- 
vor  of  it.  He  hoped  to  see  the  time  when  the  United 
States  would  own  no  stock  in  a  private  company.  Hav- 
ing accomplished  part  of  his  object  in  turning  public 
attention  to  his  amendment,  he  would  yield  to  the  wishes 
of  his  friend  and  withdraw  It  for  the  present. 
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Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding 
the  following  words:  <*and  that  a  sum  sufficient  to  car- 
ry into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  act  be,  and  the  same 
is  hereby,  appropriated,  out  oFany  money  in  the  Treas- 
ury not  otherwise  appropriated." 

This  amendment  being  agreed  to,  the  bill  was  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  as  amendedi  and  the  amendments 
being  concurred  in,  it  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading. 

INCENDIARY  FUDLICATIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  the  Senate  took  up 
the  bill  to  prohibit  the  circulation,  through  the  mails,  of 
incendiary  publications. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  stri- 
king out  all  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  inserting  a 
substitute. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
providing  that  where  incendiary  publications  are  sent 
to  the  States  where  such  publications  are  prohibited  by 
law,  they  shall  be  delivered  to  such  persons  as  may 
be  appointed  to  receive  them,  and  when  there  are  no 
such  persons  appointed  to  receive  them,  they  shall  be 
burnt;  or  otherwise  disposed  of,  under  the  regulations  of 
the  Post  Office  Department. 

On  taking  the  question,  this  amendment  was  lost: 
Yeas  15,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

YxAS — Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Cuth- 
bert,  Goldsborough,  Grundy,  Kent,  King  uf  Alabama, 
King  of  Georgia,  Moore,  Nicholas,  Rives,  Walker, 
White— 15. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Buchanan^  Davis,  Hendricks, 
Hubbard,  Morris,  Prentiss,  Robinson,  Sbepley,  South- 
ard, Swift, Tallmadge,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wright— 15. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  MORRIS,  CAL- 
HOUN, KING  of  Georgia,  and  GRUNDY,  the  question 
was  taken  on  Mr.  GRUNDY'S  substitute;  and  it  was 
agreed  to  without  a  division. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate;  and  on  the 
question  of  concurring  with  the  amendment  made  in 
committee,  Mr.  CALHOUN  renewed  his  motion  to 
amend  the  amendment  that  had  been  rejected  in  com- 
mittee. The  question  on  this  motion  was  also  rejected: 
Yeas  15,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Cuth- 
bert,  Goldsborough,  ,  Grundy,  King  of  Alabama,  King 
of  Georgia,  Moure,  Nicholas,  Preston,  Rives,  Walker, 
White— 15. 

Nats — Messrs.  Buchanan,Davis,fiwingof  Ohio,  Hen- 
dricks, Hubbard,  Morris,  Niles,  Prentiss,  Robinson, 
Shepley,Swift,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster,  Wright— 15. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was  then  concur- 
red in,  and  the  question  on  ordering  the  bill  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading  was  carried:  Yeas  18,  nays 
.  18,  as  follows;  the  Chair  voting  in  the  affirmative: 

YsAS — Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Cuthbert,  Goldsborough,'  Grundy,  King  of  Alabama, 
King  of  Georgia,  Moore,  Nicholas,  Preston,  Rives,  Rob- 
inson,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  White  Wright— 18. 

Nays — Messrs.  Benton,  Clay,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  Morris, 
Niles,  Prentiss,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Southard,  Swift  Tom- 
lin&on  Wall,  Webster- 18. 

DISTRICT  BANKS. 

Mr.  KENT  moved  to  Uke  up  the  bill  to  extend  the 
charters  of  certain  banks  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  question  being  on  the  third  reading, 

Mr.  BENTON  opposed  this  motion,  and  moved  to  lay 
the  bill  on  the  table;  which  was  negatived. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  postpone  the  bill,  and  make 
it  the  order  for  Saturday.     Negatived. 

Mr.  BENTON  asked  the  reading  of  the  report;  when, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Fktdat,  Juwb  3. 
GENERAL  LAND  OFFICE. 

A  bill  to  reorganize  the  General  Land  Office  was  taken 
up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  stated  that  the  provisions  of 
this  bill  looked  to  an  entirely  new  organization  of  the 
General  Land  Office.  It  proposed  the  appointment  of 
a  large  number  of  additional  officers;  every  one  of 
whom  he  was  confident,  from  what  he  had  seen  and 
heard,  was  absolutely  necessary  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  this  Department.  An  immense  mass  of  business  had 
accumulated  upon  the  hands  of  its  officers,  which  it 
would  take  years  of  industry  and  perseverance  to  bring 
up  to  the  present  time.  The  reason  of  this  was  evident. 
When  the  office  was  first  established,  the  amount  of 
business  done  was  but  trifling;  it  now  amounted  to  ten 
or  fifteen  millions  annually.  At  that  time,  too,  the  sales 
embraced  only  large  tracts  of  land,  from  a  half  to  a 
quarter  section;  now  the  case  was  different.  Various 
laws,  also,  particularly  the  pre-emption  laws,  had  served 
to  swell  and  increase  the-  business  transactions  of  the 
General  Land  Office. 

From  these  considerations,  the  committee  bad  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  all  the  force  in  clerks,  &c.  proposed 
to  be  added,  was  imperatively  necessary.  Any  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  whe  would  look  into  this  office,  and 
see  the  immense  amount  of  labor  to  be  done,  would 
be  perfectly  satisfied  that  this  conclusion  was  a  just  one. 

The  blanks  for  the  salaries  of  the  officers  were  filled 
as  follows: 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  $4,000 

Recorder, 2,000 

Principal  clerk  of  surveys,^*  -  -  2,000 

Each  of  principal  clerks,   *-  •  -  3,000 

One  clerk,  -----  1,600 

Four  clerks,  each    -  -  -  -  1,500 

Sixteen  clerks,  do,  -  -  -  -  1,400 

Twenty  clerks,  do.  -  -  -  •  1»200 

Five  clerks,      do 1,100 

Thirty-five  clerks,  do.         -  •  -  1,000 

Two  principal  draughtsmen,  each  -  -  1,750 

One  assistant  draughtsman,  -  -  -  1,200 

Two  messengers,  each         -  -  -  700 

Three  assistant  messengers,  each    -  -  350 

Two  packers,  do.      -  -  450 

The  bill  was  reported  with  the  amendments,  and 
ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

GENERAL  RIPLEY. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  bill  to  audit  and  settle  the  accounts  of  General 
Ripley. 

On  introducing  the  bill,  Mr.  HUBBARD  addressed 
the  Chair  as  follows: 

Mr.  President:  A  few  mornings  past  I  gave  notice 
that  I  should  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill,  giving  authori- 
ty to  the  Secretary  of  War  to  audit  and  settle  the  ac- 
counts of  Eleazer  W.  Ripley  with  the  Government,  and 
to  allow  him  a  pension  for  a  severe  wound  which  he 
received  during  the  last  war  while  in  the  way  of  his 
duty.  I  have  prepared  the  bill,  and  before  I  resume 
my  seat  I  shall  ask  leave  to  present  it  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Senate.  But  before  I  present  it,  I  must  be 
permitted  to  make  a  few  remarks  with  reference  to  the 
extraordinary  services  of  General  Ripley  as  a  military 
officer,  and  with  reference  to  the  severe,  unjust,  and 
unmerited  treatment  be  has  received  at  the  hands 
of  his  Government  while  engaged  in  the  employ  of  his 
country.  And  I  will  here  state,  that  my  movement  in 
relation  to  this  matter  is  wholly  unknown  to  Gen.  Ripley. 
I  have  not,  up  to  this  time,  exchanged  a  word  with  him 
upon  this  subject.     Whatever  I  shall  say,  or  whatever  I 
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may  do,  will  be  induced  by  the  respect  which  I  enter- 
tain for  the  hig^h  character  and  honorable  services  of 
this  distinguished  individual.  I  know  well  his  history. 
The  success,  the  fame,  the  prosperity  of  this  early  friend 
could  not  be  a  matter  of  indifference  to  me.  I  have,  in 
common  with  his  other  New  England  acquaintances,  felt 
a  deep  morti6cation  at  events  which  seemed,  for  a  time, 
to  attach  to  his  character  a  degree  of  ignominy;  but  re- 
cent developments  have  wiped  away  every  shade  from 
his  moral  reputation;  and  with 'great  individual  pleasure 
and  satisfaction  do  I  avail  myself  of  this  opportunity  to 
bring  foward  a  measure,  the  object  of  which  is  to  ren- 
der but  an  act  of  sheer  justice  to  a  highly  honorable, 
but  much  abused  and  injured  fellow-citizen. 

The  bill  which  1  have  prepared,  Mr.  President,  con- 
tains two  very  distinct  provisions.  The  first  is,  that  the 
accounts  subsisting  between  General  Ripley  and  his 
Government  shall  be  audited  and  settled  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War.  The  second  is,  that  General  Ripley  shall 
be  placed  on  the  list  of  invalid  pensioners,  for  the 
wound  received  while  in  public  service,  and  that  his 
pension  shall  commence  at  the  time  the  disability  was 
incurred.  I  have  made  myself  believe,  notwithstanding 
the  known  usage  and  the  practice  of  the  Department, 
that  every  consideration  of  right  and  of  justice  calls  upon 
us  to  carry  into  full  effect  the  last  provision  of  the  bill. 
That  we  have  not  only  precedent  upon  precedent  giving 
authority  for  the  proceeding,  but  the  case  of  General 
Ripley  itself  is  so  entirely  distinguishable  from  other 
cases,  that  I  cannot  doubt  that,  when  all  the  facts  sliall 
b«  known,  the  Senate  will  unhesitatingly  adopt  that 
provision.  With  reference  to  the  first  provision  of  the 
bill,  my  object.has  been  merely  to  give  authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  settle  and  finally  adjust  the  ac- 
counts between  General  Ripley  and  the  United  States. 
It  was  a  fact  well  known,  that  these  accounts  embraced 
receipts  and  disbursements  of  the  public  money  to  a 
great  amount  during  the  last  war,  and  while  he  was  also 
performing  the  high  and  honorable  duty  of  a  field  offi- 
cer in  the  army.  No  man  was  more  unwilling,  more 
averse,  to  perform  the  additional  duties  of  a  disbursing 
agent  than  General  Ripley.  He  was  not  calculated  for 
the  office.  That4>articular  service  illy  comported  with 
his  habits  He  was  unedlicated  in  the  school  of  an  ac- 
countant; but  it  was  the  call  of  his  Government;  it  was 
the  order  of  his  country,  and  lie  promptly  obeyed  that 
call;  be  unhesitatingly  submitted  to  that  order;  tie  never 
shrunk  from  any  duty;  he  never  avoided  any  responsi- 
bility. He  did  undertake  to  disburse  the  hundreds  of 
thousands  which  were  committed  to  his  charge;  and  at 
this  late  day,  it  is  matter  of  joy  to  his  friends  that  it  has 
finally  been  twice  found  by  a  jury  of  his  country,  that 
every  dollar  of  the  public  money  received  by  him,  has 
been  faithfully  and  honestly  applied,  and  that  there 
exists  an  indebtedness  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
him  in  a  large  amount.  I  shall  find  it  necessary  before 
1  cloee  my  remarks,  to  advert  to  this  history  again.  I 
shall  find  it  necessary  so  to  do  in  order  to  show  the 
propriety  of  carrying  into  effect  the  second  provision 
of  the  bill  which  1  have  prepared,  viz:  to  grant  him  a 
pension  for  disability,  and  to  have  that  pension  com- 
mence at  the  date  of  that  disability. 

There  is  a  rule  of  practice  prevailing  in  the  Depart- 
ment with  reference  to  the  time  when  pensions  shall 
commence,  and  that  is  when  the  evidence  upon  an  ap- 
plication shall  be  closed.  It  will  be  found,  upon  an  ex- 
aminfition,  that  this  practice  originated  under  the  act  of 
May,  18^0,  which  provides  <*  that  the  right  any  person 
now  has,  or  may  hereaAer  acquire,  to  receive  a  pension, 
in  virtue  of  any  law  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  con- 
sidered to  commence  at  the  time  of  completing  his  tes- 
timony." That  act  referred  exclusively  to  those  annui- 
tants who  were*,  or  should  be,  in  the  receipt  of  pensions 


for  'revolutionary  services;  it  in  fact  referred  to  the 
pensioners  under  the  act  of  March,  1818.  It  was  not 
designed  to  have,  nor  in  truth  could  it  have,  any  appli- 
cation to  invalid  pensioners  under  the  act  of  the  11th  of 
January,  1812.  The  claim  of  the  latter  class  rests  upon 
a  totally  different  principle^a  principle  which  has  been 
recognised  from  the  foundation  of  our  own  Government 
— a  principle  which  has  been  recognised  by  every  civil- 
ized Government  in  Christendom— a  principle  not  only 
connected  with  the  justice,  but  having  an  intimate  rela- 
tion to  the  honor,  of  4he  country;  that  principle  is  loss  of 
physical  power  while  in  public  service;  that  principle 
is  personal  disability;  a  deprivation  of  the  means  of  gain- 
ing a  livelihood  occasioned  by  wounds  received  in  the 
performance  of  military  duty;  and  whenever  it  so  hap- 
pens that  any  one  who  is  thus  engaged  shall  be  de- 
prived of  limb,  or  in  any  way  be  disabled,  a  sense  of  com- 
mon humanity,  as  well  as  of  common  justice,  would 
prompt  the  Government  at  once  to  make  up  for  that  disa- 
bility; if  not  to  heal,  to  pour  balm  into  the  wounds  of 
the  faithful  soldier,  by  giving  htm  tf  pension — a  reward 
commensurate  with  the  degree  of  his  disability. 

The  act  of  the  11th  of  January,  1812,  provides  «•  that 
if  any  officer,  non-commissioned  officer,  musician,  or 
private,  shall  be  disabled  by  wounds  or  otherwise,  while 
in  the  line  of  his  duty  in  public  service,  he  shall  be 
placed  on  the  list  of  invalids  of  the  United  Slates,  at 
such  rate  of  pension,  and  under  such  regulations,  as  are 
or  may  be  directed  bylaw:  Provided,  afwai/3,  Tiiat  the 
compensation  to  be  allowed  for  such  wounds  or  disa- 
bilities to  a  commissioned  officer,  shall  not  exceed,  for 
the  highest  rate  of  disability,  half  the  monthly  pay  of 
such  officer  at  the  time  of  his  being  disabled  or  wound- 
ed; and  that  no  officer  shall  receive  more  than  the  half 
pay  of  a  lieutenant  colonel." 

It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  language  of  this  act  is  too 
plain,  too  precise,  to  admit  of  cavil  or  doubt,  and  its  in- 
junctions are  of  the  most  imperative  and  positive  chat- 
acter.  !t  declares  that  whoever  shall  be  disabled  while 
in  the  line  of  his  duty  in  public  service,  shall  be  placed 
on  the  list  of  invalids  of  the  United  States,  at  such  rate 
of  pension  as  may  be  directed  by  law. 

It  will  not  be  denied  that  General  Ripley  continued 
in  the  service  long  afler  the  battle  at  the  sortie  from 
Fort  Erie,  adding,  year  after  year,  to  his  fame  as  a  mili- 
tary officer;  but  in  that  battle  he  was  severely  and  dan- 
gerously wounded,  and  by  that  wound  he  was  disabled. 
His  right,  then,  to  an  immediate  penbion,  must  depend 
upon  the  meaning  of  the  word  **  disabled,"  as  used  in 
the  act.  The  late  Attorney  General  (Mr.  Taney)  has 
given  a  clear  and  sensible  exposition  upon  this  point; 
not  with  reference  to  this  particular  case,  but  one  not 
unlike  it.  "  Does  the  word  disabled,"  he  remark?, 
**  mean  that  the  officer  must  be  disabled  from  the  duties 
of  his  station  before  he  can  receive  a  pension?  or  does 
it  mean  any  degree  of  personal  debility  which  renders 
him  less  able  to  provide  for  his  subsistence?  The  latter 
interpretation  of  the  word  disabled  is  most  consonant 
with  the  spirit  and  objects  of  the  law,  and,  indeed,  it  is 
the  only  one  consistent  with  that  provision  of  the  statute 
which  directs  that  the  pension  shall  be  graduated,  so 
that  the  compensation  to  be  allowed  to  a  commissioned 
officer  shall  not  exceed  half  of  the  monthly  pay  of  such 
officer  at  the  time  of  his  being  disabled  or  wounded." 

The  act  provides  that  the  officer  disabled  shall  be 
placed  on  the  list  of  invalids  at  such  rate  of  pension,  and 
under  such  regulations,  as  may  be  directed  by  law. 
And  it  being  a  provision  of  the  law  that  the  pension  shair 
be  graduated  according  to  the  nature  and  degree  of  his 
disability,  all  that  was  necessary  to  the  grant  cf  an  im- 
mediate pension  to  General  Ripley  was  to  ascertain  the 
degree  of  his  disability,  in  order  to  fix  the  rate  of  his 
pension.     This  is  also  a  regulation  of  law.     In  this  par- 
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ticular  cas^,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  wound,  al- 
though General  Ripley  continued  to  discharj^e  the  du- 
ties of  bis  situation,  he  was  not  only  exposed  to  great 
bodily  suffering,  but  he  was  also  subjected  to  great 
additional  expense  in  the  perfornMnce  of  his  public  du- 
ties, by  rendering  the  assistance  of  others  necessary  to 
do  those  offices  about  his  person  which,  before  the  in- 
jury, he  could  perform  for  himself.  It  was  a  disability 
which  commenced  in  1814,  but  it  increased  with  the  in- 
crease of  his  years.  The  effects  of  a  premature  old  age, 
by  reason  of  his  severe  sufferings,  ^are  now  manifest  to 
every  observer.  He  is  no  longer  that  active,  athletic, 
and  vigorous  man  which  he  once  was.  He  has  become 
decrepit,  disabled,  disfigured.  He  is  no  longer  full  of 
health  and  of  life;  he  is  enfeebled,  worn  down;  and  how 
has  all  this  happened?  The  effect  will  find  its  cause  in 
the  disability  which  was  incurred  on  the  battle-field  in 
September,  1814.  It  was  the  wound  he  then  received, 
the  suffering  he  then  endured^  the  exposure  to  which 
he  was  unavoidably  subjected,  while  in  the  way  of 
his  duty,  that  has  brought  all  this  upon  him;  an(\  shall  it 
now  be  said  that  he  was  not  then  disabled,  because  for 
many  years  he  continued  to  perform  the  accustomed  du- 
ties of  his  station?  No,  sir.  It  was  wise  and  politic  in 
the  Government  to  retain  General  Ripley  in  the  service; 
his  presence,  his  example,  his  precepis,  nerved  the  arm 
of  the  soldier,  and  gave  energy  and  confidence  in  the 
hour  of  battle. 

General  Ripley  was,  Mr.  President,  seriously  disabled 
by  (he  wound  he  then  received,  and  his  pension  ought 
not  to  have  been  withheld  on  the  ground  that  he  con- 
tinued in  the  employment  of  his  country;  and,  as  it  was 
nut  then  extended  to  him,  it  becomes  our  duty  at  this 
late  day  to  do  him  justice,  by  carrying  back  his  pension 
to  the  commencement  of  his  disability. 

**  When  is  the  disabled  officer  to  receive  his  pension, 
wh'ch  the  law  so  emphatically  awards  to  him,  if^he  does 
not  receive  it  while  in  service?  After  be  has  resigned 
his  commission  and  become  a  private  citizen?  Ccr^ 
tainly  not;  because  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that,  by 
the  act  of  congress  just  cited,  pensions  are  contingent 
and  graduated,  and  that  the  highest  rate  of  pension  for 
the  greatest  disability  cannot  exceed  half  the  monthly 
pay  to  which  the  disabled  person  was  entitled  at  the  date 
of  his  injury.*' 

The  pension  of  General  Ripley  should,  and  it  must, 
if  the  Government  would  be  consistent  with  itself,  com- 
mence on  the  day  when  the  wound  was  received — at  the 
time  when  the  disability  was  incurred.  And  I  am,  and 
ever  have  been,  unable  to  understand  why  the  com- 
mencement of  an  invalid  pension  should  be  controlled 
by  the  circumstance  of  application  and  proof.  When- 
ever the  physical  ditability  takes  place,  then  should  the 
justice  of  Government  be  extended. 

**The  act  of  January,  1812,  was  a  compact,  and  ca^es 
occurring  under  it  were  to  be  viewed  as  a  compact, 
and  they  have  no  more  right  to  cut  off  the  pension  than 
they  would  the  pay  or  the  lands  which  they  had  stipu- 
lated to  give," 

With  reference  to  pensions  for  individual  services  in 
the  war  of  the  Revolution,  they  were  specially  created 
by  the  act  of  March,  1818,  and  by  the  subsequent  acts 
of  Congress.  I'he  Government  bad  not  been  able  t6 
perform  the  contract,  in  letter  or  in  spirit,  with  the  sol- 
diers of  the  Revolution,  and  the^e  annuities  w^re  grant- 
ed to  the  surviving  officers  and  soldiers  of  that  day  to 
make  up  for  the  deficiency.  AH  this  is  the  regulation  by 
law.  It  was  competent  for  Congress,  in  relation  to. this 
matter,  to  fix  the  amount  as  well  as  the  commencement 
of  the  annuity.  It  w«8  a  legislative  provision  to  reward 
for  service  rendered  more  than  half  a  century  before 
the  adoption  of  the  provision.  That  was  a  matter  ad- 
dres»ing  itself  to  the  high  sense  of  the  justice  u1  Con- 


gress. They  were  to  make  such  an  enactment  in  rela- 
tion to  this  matter  as  they  might  think  just  and  proper. 
They  have  done  it;  and  the  whole  matter  is  now  parti- 
cularly regulated  by  acts  of  Congress.  This  clasa  of 
pensioners  ought  to  have  their  pensions  commence  when 
they  shall  bring  themselves  within  the  provisions  of  the 
existing  acts.  These  pensions  may  be  regarded  ii'>w  in 
the  nature  of  a  debt,  which  the  Government  must  be 
presumed  to  be  able  and  willing  to  pay  whenever  the 
creditor  shall  make  out  his  claim.  But  the  act  of  Janu- 
ary 11,  1812,  declares  what  shall  be  done  upon  the  hap- 
pening of  particular  events.  It  says  to  the  officer,  Join 
the  service  of  your  country;  and,  should  you  be  wound- 
ed in  battle,  you  shall  he  compensated  according  to  the 
disability  incurred. 

Entirely  different,  then,  is  the  case  of  an  invalid  pen- 
sioner; his  claim  arises  under  previous  acts  of  Congress, 
and  should  commence  with  the  commencement  of  the 
disability,  for  the  best  of  all  reasons — it  was  for  that  very 
disability  which  the  legislation  of  the  Government  was 
intended  to  provide.  The  grant,  then,  should  go  back 
to  the  origin  of  the  disability,  and  should  continue  while 
the  disability  continues.  This,  I  contend,  should  be  the 
policy  and  the  practice  of  the  Government^  any  thing 
short  of  this  would  work  thie  most  manifest  wrong  and 
injustice.  If  there  is  any  title  under  the  acts  of  Con- 
g'ress  to  an  invalid  pension,  it  results  from  the  fact  of 
having  been  disabled  while  in  the  actual  military  service 
of  the  country.  And  would  it  not  be  absard  to  contend 
that  the  commencement  of  such  a  pension  should  be 
controlled  by  extraneous  circumstances'  It  seema  to  me 
that  any  such  practical  construction  would  be  wrong  in 
principle,  and  in  violation  of  the  spirit,  it  not  of  the  ex- 
press letter,  of  the  act  of  January,  1812. 

It  was  under  this  act  **  to  raise  an  additional  military 
force,  that  General  Ripley  entered  the  army  of  the  Uni- 
ted Stafes.  Those  who  knew  him  in  early  life  felt  a 
pride  that  so  pure  a  patriot,  and  so  gallaiit  an  officer, 
had  joined  the  standard  of  his  country  in  that  day  of  her 
danger,  when  the  most  unhallowed  sentiments  were 
avowed,  both  as  to  the  existing  causes,  and  as  to  the 
probable  effects  of  a  war  with  England.  It  was  when 
dismay  had  almost  chilled  the  ardor,  and  broken  down 
the  force  of  popular  feeling;  that  Ripley  came  forward 
and  united  his  fate  with  the  fate  of  his  native  country. 
And  from  the  commencement  of  his  public  service  to 
the  time  when  he  resigned  his  commission,  a  period  of 
eight  years,  it  is  a  fact  worthy  of  all  praise  that  he  was 
never  absent  from  the  scene  of  his  duty.  A  furlough,  a 
temporary  relief  from  the  severe  hardships  of  the  camp, 
was  a  favor  which  he  never  sought,  and  which  he  never 
received.  I  know  this  man  well.  We  were  natives  of 
the  same  State,  and  educated  at  the  same  institution. 
His  early  and  unchanging  principles,  his  habits  of  indus- 
try, his  known  character,  his  high  and  honorable  feel- 
ings, gave  the  promise  of  his  becoming  a  bold,  a  daring, 
a  brave,  and  a  humane  officer;  a  pledge  which  has  been 
most  faithfully  redeemed.  He  was  first  appointed  a 
lieutenant  colonel  of  the  31st  regiment;  a  regiment 
which  was  enlisted  by  his  untiring  efforts;  a  regiment 
which  was  second  to  no  other  attached  to  the  American 
army  for  the  braver>'  of  its  officers  and  men  during  the 
period  of  the  war.  Its  commander  was  rarely  absent 
from  the  field  of  battle.  He  was  by  the  side  of  Pike 
when  that  gallant  officer  fell  at  York.  He  led  the  ad- 
vance, consisting  of  his  own  regiment,  at  Chrystler- 
fields,  and  repeatedly  drove  the  enemy  back  with  the 
bayonet.  He  was,  without  solicitation  on  his  part,  for 
this  particular  act  of  daring  courage,  advanced  to  the 
office  of  a  brigadier  general.  He  was  present  at  the 
capture  of  Fort  Erie,  at  the  battle  of  Chippewa,  and  at 
Bridgewater,  where  his  brigade  stormed  the  heights; 
and  with  Miller,  another  son  of  the  granite  State,  at  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1681 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1682 


JviTB  3,  1836.] 


Oeneral  Ripley. 


[SlHATK. 


head  of  the  31st,  carried  the  enemy's  artillery.  At  a 
subsequent  time,  in  September,  1814,  at  the  battle  at 
the  sortie  from  Fort  Erie,  General  Ripley  was  severely 
and  dangerously  wounded  by  a  musket  ball  passing 
through  his  neck,  while  making  a  charge  upon  the  re- 
enforcement  of  the  enemy;  and  thus  terminating  a  siege 
of  fifty-three  days  of  constant  cannonading,  when  every 
day  was  a  battle.  The  enemy  immediately  after  raised 
the  siege,  and  retired  to  Chippewa.  But  General  Rip- 
ley remained  in  military  service,  not  only  to  the  close  of 
the  late  war,  but  to  the  period  of  1820,  when  he  surrender- 
ed his  commission  of  brevet  major  general.  Congress,  on 
the  3d  of  November,  1814,  passed  a  resolution  « that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  be  requested  to  cause 
a  golden  medal  to  be  struck,  with  suitable  emblems 
and  devices,  and  presented  to  Brigadier  General  Ripley, 
in  testimony  of  the  high  sense  entertained  by  Congress 
of  bis  gallantry  and  good  conduct  in  the  several  conflicts 
of  Chippewa,  Niagara,  and  Erie." 

I  have,  Mr.  President,  thus  very  briefly  adverted  to 
the  gallant  services  of  General  Ripley  during  the  last  war. 
i  have  adverted  to  the  resolution  above  cited,  to  show 
the  sense  which  Congress  entertained  of  those  services. 
This  resolution  spoke  but  the  common,  the  general  sen- 
timent of  the  whole  country.  No  ofiicer  was  more 
strongly  supported  by  the  power  of  popular  feeling  for 
his  courage  and  conduct,  during  the  war,  than  General 
Ripley.  He  was  known  to  be  a  brave  and  a  fearless 
man.  He  was  known  to  be  ardently  attached  to  the  free 
institutions  of  his  country.  He  was  believed,  while  in 
public  service,  to  be  free  from  public  reproach.  The 
war  closed,  the  scene  was  changed;  and  the  published 
history  of  the  times  exhibited  General  Ripley  as  a  pub- 
lic defaulter— a  debtor  to  the  Government.  It  was  a 
record  which  could  not  fail  to  produce  among  his  early 
friends  the  deepest  humiliation  and  chagrin.  They  were 
slow  to  believe  that  he  could  have  knowingly  convert- 
ed to  his  own  use  that  which  rightfully  belonged  to  his 
Government;  but  such  was  the  declared  fact;  and  his 
hard  and  well-earned  fame  was  stained  with  the  false 
and  ignominious  brand  of  being  a  public  defaulter. 
General  Ripley,  from  the  beginning,  most  resolutely 
protested  against  the  truth  of  this  charge.  His  language 
was,  invariably,  that  the  Government  was  indebted  to 
him;  and  whenever  he  should  be  able  to  obtain  a  fair 
examination  and  an  honest  adjustment  of  -his  accounts, 
it  would  be  found  that  he  owed  not  a  dollar  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, but  that  the  United  States  owed  to  him  thou- 
sands. We  hoped  it  might  be  so — that  such  would  turn 
out  to  be  the  facts  of  the  case;  and  1  need  not  say  that 
the  result  of  the  recent  trials  of  the  suits  commenced  by 
the  United  States  against  General  Ripley,  has  proved 
the  truth  of  his  declarations. 

The  bill,  then,  Mr.  President,  which  I  propose  to 
oflTer,  ought  to  be  passed  promptly;  it  is  but  an  act  of 
justice  to  General  Ripley.  I  have  said,  sir,  that  no  man 
has  suffered  more  wrong,  severer  treatment,  at  the 
hands  of  his  Government  than  General  Ripley:  1  repeat 
it,  and  will  attempt  to  make  good  my  allegation.  He 
was  entitled  to  a  pension  under  the  act  of  1812,  for  a 
disability  incurred  while  in  military  service  in  Septem- 
ber, 1814.  Did  he  receive  \0.  Was  he  placed  upon 
the  list  of  invalids,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
that  act?  No,  sir.  It  was  withheld,  without  right,  upon 
the  ground  that  he  was  continued  in  the  service  and  was 
in  the  receipt  of  full  pay  as  an  ofiicer.  The  reason  is 
altogether  unsatisfactory.  The  only  question  is,  not  how 
much  money  he  may,  by  some  good  fortune,  be  able 
annually  to  earn,  but  what  was  the  degree  of  physical 
disability  created  by  the  wound:  and  the  pension  should 
have  been  awarded'  immediately  according  to  that  de- 
gree of  disability,  in  pursuance  of  the  act  of  1812.  But 
this  waa  not  done;  and  the  pension  of  General  Ripley 
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was  unjustly  withheld  for  the  reason  stated.  Well, 
then,  might  he  complain  of  this  act  of  injustice  on  the 
part  of  his  Government;  but  he  was  silent  and  submis- 
sive. In  relation  to  this  point,  we  are  not  without  legis- 
lative authority.  In  July,  1832,  Congress  passed  an  act, 
*<  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War,  upon  the  applica- 
tion of  J.  O.  Preston,  a  colonel  in  the  late  war,  and 
upon  his  making  proof  of  his  right  to  be  placed  upon 
the  Invalid  pension  roll  as  an  oflicer  of  the  late  war,  to  al- 
low the  said  Preston  the  amount  which  would  have  been 
due  him  had  he  made  his  application  at  the  time  he  re- 
ceived his  wound."  There  never  could  be  a  case  more 
directly  in  point  than  the  one  above  cited.  The  individ- 
ual was  a  most  meritorious  officer  during  the  last  war; 
so  was  General  Ripley.  Colonel  Preston  had  not  for- 
mally, in  so  many  figures  and  words,  made  applicatiftn  to 
the  proper  department  for  a  pension,  nor  had  Gene- 
.  ral  Ripley.  In  all  respects  the  two  cases  are  alike,  and 
should  receive  like  treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

But  another  case  which  I  will  bring  to  the  notice  of 
the  Senate,  goes  clearly  to  show  that  the  position  that 
an  officer,  while  in  public  service,  is  not  entitled  to  an 
invalid  pension,  is  wholly  untenable.  The  act  for  the 
relief  of.  Thomas  Ap  C.  Jones,  grants  him  arrears  of 
pension  to  which  he  was  entitled  on  account  of  a  per- 
manent disability,  occasioned  by  a  wound  received  by 
him  in  battle  with  the  enemy  during  the  last  war  with 
Great  Britain,  commencing  at  the  time  he  received  the 
wound.  This  act  was  passed  in  May,  1834.  Captain  Jonet 
had  long  been,  and  was  then,  and  still  is,  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  and  in  the  receipt  of  full  pay  for  that 
service.  This  case,  then,  establishes,  and  rightfully 
establishes,  the  principle,  that  the  invalid  pension  should 
commence  with  the  commencement  of  the  disability,  and 
should  be  commensurate  with  the  degree  of  disability. 
Upon  principle,  then,  as  well  as  in  accordance  with  exist- 
ing precedents,  should  General  Ripley's  pension,  as  an 
invalid,  go  back  to  the  time  when  he  was  wounded. 

I  have  before  stated  that  General  Ripley  left  the  army 
in  1820,  and  I  have  also  stated  the  cause  which  prevent- 
ed his  being  placed  upon  the  pension  list.  But  the  time 
had  come  when  he  was  to  be  relieved  from  the  cares, 
and  no  longer  to  be  entitled  to  the  profits  of  oflice. 
But  with  that -event  comes  "the  unkindest  cut  of  all." 
He  stands  recorded,  and  is  held  out  to  the  world,  as  a 
defaulter,  as  a  debtor  to  the  Government.  A  large 
balance  was  struck  against  him  at  the  Treasury  office, 
and  from  this  consideration  he  was  prevented 'from  then 
being  placed  on  the  list  of  invalids,  and  drawing  his 
pension.  On  referring  to  the  appropriation  bills  from 
1821  to  1826,  it  will  be  found  that  in  the  acts  of  Con- 
gress making  appropriations  for  the  military  service, 
which  includes  appropriations  for  every  class  of  pension- 
ers, it  is  in  effect  provided  that  no  money  shall  be  paid 
tojiny  person  who  is  in  arrears  to  the  United  States, 
until  such  person  shall  have  accounted  for,  and  paid  into 
the  Treasury,  all  sums  for  which  he  may  be  liable. 
Such  was  the  law,  and  such  was  the  practice,  at  the 
diflferent  Departments.  And  in  January,  1828,  Congress 
passed  a  general  act  to  prevent  defalcations  on  the  part 
of  the  disbursing  agents  of  the  Government;  and  that 
act  contained  the  precise  provisions  which  had  been  for 
many  years  incorporated  into  the  public  appropriation 
bills. 

No  disbursing  military  officer  ought  to  be  discharged 
from  the  public  service  until  his  accounts  were  fully 
settled.  This  is  a  sound  and  safe  principle;  but  in  a 
total  disregard  of  this  principle,  the  resignation  of 
General  Ripley  was  accepted;  and  no  sooner  was  it  done, 
when  one  account  was  stated  at  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, whereby  it  appeared  **  that  the  sum  of  thirteen 
thousand  one  hundred  and  sixty-three  dollars  and  ten 
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cents,  as  dii(  by  Eleazer  W.  Ilipley,  late  major  general 
ill  the  army  of  the  United  StatfH,  was  Tound  against  him 
on  settlement  of  his  accounts;"  and  in  less  than  one 
month  thereafter,  another  account  was  stated  at  the 
Treasury  Department  whereby  it  appeared  that  a  further 
sum  of  four  thousand  one  hundred  and  fif\y-four  dollars 
and  ninety-five  cents  was  found  against  him,  making  in 
all  the  sum  of  $17,318  05  as  the  balance  due  from 
General  Ripley  to  the  United  States.  These  balances, 
thus  struck,  one  in  April,  the  other  in  May,  1821»  at 
the  Treasury  Department,  presented  an  insurmountable 
obstacle  to  his  obtaining  his  lon^  neglected  but  justly 
merited  claim  for  an  invalid  pension.  There  cannot  t>e 
well  conceived  an  act  of  more  flagrant  injustice,  of 
grosser  wrong,  than  to  strike  these  balances  against 
General  Ripley,  after  he  bad  voluntarily  resigned  his 
commission,  and  then  bi-ing  up  those  very  balances  in 
judgment  against  him,  whenever  he  pressed  his  claim 
for  a  pension.  It  is  highly  creditable  to  the  Committee 
on  Pensions  of  the  Senate,  that  they  have  done  away 
this  practice,  by  bringing  forward  at  this  very  session  a 
bill,  and  which  has  now  become  the  law  of  the  land  : 

'*  That  the  act  entitled  an  '  An  act  to  prevent  defalca- 
tions on  the  part  of  the  disbursing  agents  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  for  other  purposes,'  approved  the  twenty- 
fifth  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty -eight, 
shall  not  be  construed  to  authorize  the  pension  of  any 
pensioner  of  the  United  States  to  be  withheld.** 

It  is  not  my  purpose,  standing  here  as  the  friend  of 
General  Riplejr,  to  allude  to  the  embarrassments  and 
difficulties  which  attended  every  movement  he  made 
with  a  view  to  the  adjustment  of  these  accounts  at  the 
Treasury  Department.  I  may,  however,  be  -permitted 
to  say  that  no  man  feels  more  deeply  the  positive  wrongs 
which  have  been  inflicted  upon  him,  the  gross  neglects 
which  have  been  practised  toward  him  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  his  country,  ihan  General  Ripley.  It  cannot  be 
otherwise.  In  November,  1814,  Congress  passed  a 
highly  complimentary  resolution  in  favor  of  this  dis- 
tinguished officer;  but  until  it  was  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Senate,  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  at  this  very  session,  that  resolution  had  been 
permitted  to  remain  unnoticed  and  unobserved  in  the 
archives  of  the  Government.  But  whatever  may  have 
been  the  feelings  of  General  Ripley,  they  were  the 
secret  working  of  his  own  heart.  The  language  of 
complaint  against  the  justice  of  his  country,  for  which 
he  so  long  served,  and  so  freely  bled,  has  never  escaped 
his  lips.    . 

But  in  relation  to  those  pretended  Treasury  balances, 
the  United  States,  in  September,  1822,  commenced  two 
suits  against  General  Ripley  in  the  district  court  of 
Louisiana,  Jlo  enforce  their  collection.  After  the  suits 
were  consolidated,  they  were  continued  from  term  to 
term,  until  May,  1830,  when  the  trial  took  place.  The 
verdict  of  the  jury  was  returned  for  the  defendant. 
They  allowed  to  General  Ripley,  for  his  account  and 
for  his  extra  service,  -  -  -    $15,060  22 

They  deduct  therefrom  the  balance  due 

the  United  States,  -  -  -      11,929  32 


Leaving  due  to  General  Ripley, 


$3,130  90 


Whereupon  the  court  ordered  that  the  United  States 
take  nothing  by  these  petitions.  To  the  proceedings 
on  trial  in  this  case,  and  to  the  ruling  of  the  judge,  a 
bill  of  exceptions  was  filled  by  the  attorney  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  allowed  by  the  court;  and  the  defendant, 
in  like  manner,  filed  a  hill  of  exceptions  to  a  certain 
ruling  of  the  court,  which  went  to  the  exclusion  from 
the  consideration  of  the  jury  of  so  much  of  General 
Ripley's  claim,  in  offset,  as  he  made  for  arrearages  of 
pension  since  1814.     There  was  one  extraordinary  fact. 


to  which  I  refer  as  worthy  of  particular  notice,  and 
which  occurred  during  the  trial,  and  is  now  matter  of 
record.  So  entirely  conscious  were  the  jury  that  Gene- 
ral Ripley  ought  to  have  been  allowed  his  pension  from 
the  commencement  of  his  disability,  that  "  the  foreman 
of  the  jury,  af^er  handing  the  verdict  to  the  court,  stated 
that  it  was  the  unanimous  wish  of  the  jury  to  allow  the 
claim  for  arrearages  of  pension,  and  requested  informa- 
tion whether  it  would  be  legal  to  allow  it."  The  court 
charged  them  that  they  could  not»  and  their  verdict  was 
made  up  accordingly. 

But  with  the  termination  of  this  trial  did  not  terminate 
the  sufferings  of  General  Ripley,  growing  out  of  this 
prosecution,  if  it  may  nut  well  be  called  persecution,  of 
his  Government.  A  writ  of  error  was  sued  out,  and  the 
case  brought  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States.  General  Ripley  could  not  and  did  not  follow 
this  case  to  Washington;  he  had  nothing  to  fear  from 
that  quarter;  nor  had  he  any  apprehensions  that  any  jury 
of  his  country  could  ever  be  empannelled  by  any  court 
of  trial,  to  pass  between  him  and  his  Government,  which 
would  return  a  verdict  against  him.  He  had  entire  con- 
fidence in  the  justice  of  his  case,  and  he  reposed  with 
perfect  security  in  that  justice.  The  cause  came  before 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  after  having  been  argued  by 
Mr.  Taney,  the  late  attorney  general  for  the  United 
States,  (no  counsel  appearing  for  the  defendant,)  was 
finally  disposed  of  at  the  January  term,  1833.  In  the 
trial  below,  General  Ripley  made  claim — first,  for  certain 
extra  disbursements  made  by  him;  and,  second,  for  cer- 
tain extra  services  performed  by  him.  The  Supreme 
Court  decided,  "that  if  the  disbursements  made  for 
which  compensation  is  claimed  were  not  such  as  were 
ordinarily  attached  to  the  duties  of  the  office  held  by  the 
defendant,  the  fact  should  have  been  so  stated,  and  also 
that  the  service  was  performed  under  the  sanction  of  the 
Government,  or  under  such  circumstances  as  rendered 
the  extra  labor  and  responsibility  assumed  by  the  de- 
fendant in  performing  it,  necessary.  Should  the  ac- 
counting officer  of  the  Treasury  Department  refuse  to 
allow  an  officer  the  established  compensation  which  be- 
longs to  his  station,  the  claim,  having  been  rejected, 
should  unquestionably  be  allowed  by  way  of  setoff*  to  a 
demand  of  the  Government,  by  a  court  and  jury.  "  And 
it  is  equally  clear  that  an  equitable  allowance  should  be 
made  in  the  same  manner  for  extra  services  performed 
by  an  officer,  whicii  did  not  come  within  the  line  of  his 
official  dnW,  and  which  had  been  performed  under  the 
sanction  of  the  Government,  or  under  circumstances  of 
peculiar  emergency.  In  such  a  case,  the  compensation 
should  be  graduated  by  the  amount  paid  for  like  services 
under  similar  circumstances.  Usage  may  safely  be  relied 
on  in  such  cases,  as  fixing  a  just  compensation." 

**  The  allowances  claimed  under  the  second  head  for 
services  which  did  not  come  within  the  range  of  his  offi- 
cial duties,  should  have  been  performed  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Government,  or  under  circumstances  above 
stated." 

**The  court,  in  conclusion,  remarked  that  the  distin- 
guished services  rendered  by  the  defendant  during  the 
late  war,  are  advantageously  known  to  the  country;  but 
the  claims  set  up  in  the  case  under  consideration,  must 
be  brought  within  the  established  rules  on  the  subject, 
before  they  can  receive  judicial  sanction;  and  as,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  court,  the  district  court  erred,  as  their 
instructions  to  the  jury  were  given  without  qualification, 
the  judgment  must  be  reversed,  and  the  cause  remand- 
ed, for  proceeding  de  novo.  This  interesting  case  is  re- 
ported in  detail  in  the  seventh  volume  of  Peters's  Reports. 

The  abstract  made  of  the  proceedings  and  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  satisfactorily  establishes  the  posi- 
tions taken  by  the  defendant  on  the  trial;  and  the  only 
error  committed  by  the  judge  below  was,  in  giving  un- 
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quftliiicd  instructions  to  the  jury  upon  the  points  assumed. 
Tliat  the  defendant  was  entitled  to  recover  for  disburse- 
ments made  by  him,  n(»t  such  as  were  ordinarily  attached 
to  the  duties  of  his  office,  as  well  as  for  extraordinary 
services,  admitted  of  no  doubt;  and  notwithstanding  the 
clear  exposition  of  the  principles  made  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  which  were  to  govern  the  district  court  in  the 
trial  of  this  cause,  and  notwithstanding  those  principles 
were  most  favorHble  to  the  rights  of  General  Ripley,  yet 
this  same  cause  was  a  second  time  pressed  on  for  trial 
by  the  United  States,  and  the  defendant  was  driven  to 
the  necessity  of  again  preparing  for  trial,  and  of  submit- 
ting to  all  the  costs  and  charges  which  were  thereby  im- 
posed upon  him.  All  thi»  was  done.  In  1833  the  cause 
was  remanded  for  a  new  trial  in  the  district  court  of 
Louisiana,  and  in  two  years  af\er,  in  May,  1835— making 
thirteen  years  since  the  commencement  of  this  prosecu- 
tion— the  cause  was  ttied  anew  by  another  jury  of  his 
country,  and  upon  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  for  the  government  of  the  case.  Mark 
agnin  the  result — it  is  detailed  in  an  official  letter  from 
the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  to  the  Second  Auditor, 
which  I  will  read: 

"  Officb  of  the  Solicitor  of  thk  Tasasubt,  P 
November  25,  1835.  5 

<*  Sir:  From  official  returns  received  at  this  ofltce,  in 
relation  to  the  trial  of  the  two  suits  directed  to  be  insti- 
tuted  against  General  B.  W.  Ilipley,  late  of  the  United 
States  army,  one  as  late  Brevet  Major  General,  exhibit- 
ing a  balance  of  $9,449  70,  standing  against  him  on  the 
books  of  the  Second  Auditor  of  the  'I'reasury,  the  other 
as  late  Drigadier  General,  exhibiting  a  balance  of 
$2,479  62,  standing  against  him  on  the  books  of  the 
l^itird  Auditor  of  the  Treasury^  it  appears  that,  at  the 
late  trial  of  these  suits,  they  yere  ordered  to  be  con- 
solidated, and  at  Muy  term,  1830,  of  the  United  States 
district  court,  for  the  eastern  district  of  Louisiana,  a 
verdict  was  rendered  in  favor  of  the  defendant. 

«•  On  the  15th  October,  1830,  the  district  attorney  at 
New  Orleans  was  instructed  to  take  out  a  writ  of  error, 
that  the  principle  involved  in  the  case  might  be  settled 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

*<  At  January  term,  1833,  the  judgment  of  the  district 
court  was  reversed,  and  the  -case  -remanded  to  theaaid 
district  court  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  with  directions  to  award  a  venire  facias  de  novo. 

'*  In  the  clerk's  report  of  the  district  court  for  May 
term,  1835,  he  states  that  a  verdict  was  rendered  in  favor 
of  the  defendant.  In  conformity  with  it,  it  was  ordered 
by  the  court,  that  it  be  certified  that  the  plaintiffs  (the 
United  States)  are  indebted  to  the  defendant,  £.  W. 
Ripley,  in  the  sum  of  $20,596  12.  The  account,  there- 
fore, against  him  should  be  closed. 
i  anv  very  respectfully,  sir, 

Your  most  obedient  servant, 

V.  MAXCY, 
Soiiciior  of  the  Treasury. 

**  To  William  B.  Lb  wis,  Esq., 

Seoofid' Auditor.'* 

Thus,  at  a  second  trial,  under  all  the  delays  and  dis- 
advantages I  have  detailed,  the  verdict  of  his  peers  is, 
that  instead  of  -General  Ripley  being  a  debtor  to  the 
Government,  he  is  its  creditor  upon  the  claims  exhibited 
to  them,  and  beyond  all  the  claims  of  the  Government, 
in  the  sum  of  f20,596  12. 

Such,  M|^.  President,  is  the  origin,  the  progress,  and 
the  termination  of  these  two  suits  commenced  against 
General  Ripley,  with  how  much  credit  or  honor  to  the 
country  I,  for  one,  leave  others  to  say;  but  1  will  not 
hesitate  to  declare  that  they  originated  in  error,  and 
bive  been  carried  forward  in  error  that  the  Government . 


in  the  commencement  of  these  suits  against  General 
Ripley  inflicted  a  deep  wound  upon  his  moral  character, 
and  committed  a  positive  injury  upon  his  credit  and 
standing  as  a  man  and  as  a  citizen.  Upon  the  ground  of 
this  alleged  indebtedness  and  defalcation,  under  a  cover 
of  a  balance  thus  falsely  arrayed  against  him  upon  the 
books  of  the  I'reasury,  the  pension  to  which  he  was 
honorably  and  honestly  entitled  from  the  Government, 
has  been  kept  from  him,  and  not  a  dollar  has  he  realized 
from  either  the  justice  or  bounty  of  his  country. 

Mr.  President,  iTiave  now  said  all  that  £  have  to  sayi 
and,  in  conclusion,  will  only  add  that  the  Government 
ought  not  to  take  advantage  of  its  own  wrong.  Such  a 
proceeding  would  not  be  tolerated  by  the  most  ordinary 
judicial  tribunal  in  our  land,  with  reference  to  the  com- 
mon dealings  between  man  and  man.  The  claim  set  up 
by  the  Government  against  General  Ripley,  had  no 
foundation  in  truth  or  in  justice.  So  say  your  own 
courts;  and  shall  the  Government  take  shelter  under 
that  false  balance  as  stated,  and  deny  to  General  Ripley 
that  which  would  have  been  most  readily  granted  to 
him  in  1820,  had  it  not  been  for  this  very  fictitious 
balance?  I  cannot,  I  will  not,  believe  it.  General  Rip- 
ley must  inevitably  suffer  from  this  long  neglect  of  his 
Governme()t,  for  having  for  so  long  a  period  withheld 
from  him  his  just  right.  Had  he  even  received  in  1820 
the  pension  to  which  he  was  entitled,  he  would  have 
had  less  cause  of  complaint;  but,  in  addition  to  all  the 
other  wrongs  which  he  has  been  obliged  to  suffer,  I 
hope  it  may  not  be  his  fortune  to  experience  further  in- 
justice at  the  hands  of  his  Government.  I  hope  he  will 
not  be  obliged  to  admit  that  his  Government  made  up  a 
false  balance  against  him,  and,  by  reason  of  that  pre- 
tended balance,  withheld  from  hira  his  pension;  and 
when  he  had  wiped  away  that  balance,  and  satisfied  his 
Government,  that  there  was  not  at  any  period  since  he 
left  the  army,  any  just  balance  whatever  against  him, 
any  indebtedness  on  his  part,  that  his  Government  would 
not  now  extend  to  him  rights  Which  would  not  have 
been  withheld,  if  this  balance  had  not  thus  been  stated. 

Mr.  President,  the  bill  which  I  have  prepared  is  in- 
tended to  give  authority  to  one  of  the  highest  officers  of 
the  Government,  to  examine  and  scrutinize  these  claims, 
and  to  audit  and  settle  the  whole  account.  General 
Ripley  asks  no  exercise  of  generosity  towards  himself, 
by  the  Government.  He  only  asks  justice,  and  that 
without  further  delay.  He  has  but  few  years  to  survive 
the  wrongs  to  which  he  has  been  exposed  in  this  matter, 
as  all  who  know  him  as  I  know  him,  can  plainly  foresee. 
But  he  asks  to  have  the  last  essential  correction  applied 
to  these  wrongs,  while  he  is  yet  alive.  Sure  1  am,  what 
he  asks,  or  rather  what  is  asked  by  me  in  his  behalf, 
unsolicited  by  and  unk-nownto  himself,  will  not  be  deem- 
ed unreasonable  by  any  member  of  this  body,  who  is  in 
the  possession  of  the  facts.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave 
to  present  the  bill;  I  wish  it  read,  and  I  hope  that  there 
will  be  no  objection  to  Us  second  reading  at  this  time» 
nor  to  its  engrossment  for  a  third  reading.  If  objection 
be  made,  I  shall  not  oppose,  but  should  ask  for  its  ref- 
erence to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

When  Mr.  Hubbard  had  concluded,  after  some  re- 
marks from  Messrs.  PRESTON,  TOMLINSON,  and 
HUBBARU, 

The  bill  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Pensions. 

^)ISTRICT  BANKS. 

The  Senate  took  up  for  consideration,  as  the  special 
order,  the  bill  to  extend  the  charters  of  certain  banks  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  BENTON  made  some  remarks  in  opposition  to 
the  bill,  contending  that  the  report  of  the  committee  re- 
comroendinj^  the  recharter  of  the  banks  was  not  sustainet^ 
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by  the  evidence.  With  regard  to  two  of  these  banks 
that  had  stopped  payment,  the  Patriotic  Bank  of  Wash- 
ington and  the  Farmers  and  Mechanics'  Bank  of  George- 
town, he  insisted  that  they  did  not  make  proper  exer- 
tions to  avoid  a  suspension  of  specie  payments;  and  that 
their  stoppage,  so  far  from  being  necessary,  tiad  ever)^- 
appearance  of  having  been  voluntary.  In  commenting 
on  the  various  tables  and  statements  furnished  by  the 
committee,  he  contended  that  the  stoppage  of  the  Far- 
mers and  Mechanics'  Bank  for  the  insignificant  sum  of 
16,000,  was  of  itself  enough  to  render  them  unworthy 
of  a  recharter.  Their  stoppage  was  either  compulsory, 
or  it  was  voluntary.  If  the  laUer,  it  showed  an  unpar- 
donable want  of  fidelity  to  their  obligations  to  the  pub- 
lic; and  if,  on  the  other  hand,  they  were  unable  to  avoid 
stopping  for  the  insignificant  sum  of  $6,000,  it  showed 
that  their  resources  were  too  contemptible  to  render 
>them  worthy  of  credit. 

Mr.  B.,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  read  and  com- 
mented on  the  following  documents: 

Harpeb'b  Ferry,  May  16,  1836. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  the  12th«instAnt,  I  received 
this  morning.  Early  in  April,  1834,  we  expected  to 
pay  off  the  roll  for  the  month  of  March.  Accordingly, 
on  the  7th  of  April,  I  wrote  to  Colonel  J.  J.  Stull, 
cashier  of  the  Farmers  and  Mechanics'  Bank,  of  George- 
town, (the  bank  through  which  we  were  then  directed 
to  transact  our  business,  ^  to  send  me,  as  soon  as  conve- 
nient, ten  thousand  dollars.  The  Friday  following  I 
expected  to  have  commenced  paying,  but  the  money 
was  not  sent  on  until  the  lOtb,  and  not  received  by  me 
until  the  Saturday  following;  consequently,  it  arrived 
too  late  to. pay  that  week.  On  Sunday  following  I  re- 
ceived the  news  of  the  failure  of  the  bank;  and  on  Mon- 
day or  Tuesday  (I  am  not  certain  which)  I  set  off  for  the 
District.'^  When  J  reached  Georgetown,  I  had  with  me 
thirteen  thousand  five  hundred  and  sizty.five  dollars  of 
the  Farmers  and  Mechanics'  Bank  paper.  I  called  on 
the  of!icf  rs  of  the  bank,  and  was  told  by  them  that  the 
amount  of  their  paper  I  had  on  hand  should  be  ezchang. 
ed  fur  current  funds,  but  it  could  not  be  done  immedi- 
ately. 1  deposited  their  paper,  as  they  requested,  in  the 
Bank  of  the  Metropolis,  in  Washington  city,  and  some 
time  after  I  received  the  same  amount  from  the  cashier  of 
that  bank,  in  notes  of  the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis.  This 
is  a  brief,  but  correct  statement  of  the  facts  you  require. 

I  enclose  you  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  received  with  the 
ten  thousand  dollars. 

April  13,  1834. 

The  board  met,  in  pursuance  of  a  call  from  the  Presi- 
dent, at  his  dwelling. 

Present:  The  President,  Messrs.  Hughes,  Bradley, 
Ingle,  Clarke,  and  Thompson. 

The  President  and  Mr.  Clarke  were  appointed  a  com- 
mittee to  meet  committees  of  the  other  specie  paying 
banks  in  the  District,  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock,  to  decide 
•upon  such  course  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  present 
deranged  state  of  the  commercial  affairs  of  the  country. 
Adjourned  to  meet  at  4  o'clock  P.  M.  to-morrow. 

MoiTDAT,  J3pril  14,  1834. 

The  board  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  The  President,  Messrs.  Smith,  Coyle,- Blag- 
den,  Hand,  Hughes,  Ingle,  P.  Bradley,  Clarke,  Thomp- 
lon. 

The  President  and  Mr.  Clarke  reported  to  the  board 
that,  as  a  committee  appointed  for  that  purpose  yesterday, 
they  had  sought  and  requested  an  interview  with  the  Far- 
mers' Bank  of  Alexandria,  the  Bank  of  Potomac,  the 
Union  Bank  of  Georgetown,  and  Bank  of  the  Metropo- 
lis»  at  12  o'clock  this  day,  for  the  purpose  of  taking 


measures  to  protect  the  respective  institutions  against 
the  present  pressure  of  the  times;  that  they  had  rea- 
son to  believe  that  those  banks  would  meet,  but  they 
did  not,  and,  therefore,  there  is  no  alternative  left  but 
to  act  for  ourselves.     Wherefore, 

Rtaohed,  At  a  special  meeting  of  the  president  and 
directors  of  the  Patriotic  Bank,  held  this  day,  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  into  consideration  the  alarming  state 
of  the  commercial  affairs  of  the  District,  it  was  unani- 
mously 

JResoivedt  l*hat,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board,  the  in- 
terest of  the  bank  and  its  creditors  requires  that  the  pay- 
ment of  specie  for  its  obligations  ought  to  be  for  the  pre- 
sent suspended. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board,  the  report 
made  by  the  Committee  of  investigation  in  January  last, 
showing  that  the  bank  had  not  only  the  ability  to  pay  its 
obligations,  but  to  pay  the  stockholders  upwards  of  110 
per  cent.,  was  a  true  and  correct  statement  of  the  affairs 
of  the  bank,  and  that  nothing  has  occurred  thus  far  to 
render  the  securities  of  the  bank  less  safe  than  at  that 
period. 

Resolved,  That  the  creditors  of  the  bank  be  requested 
not  to  sacrifice  their  claims,  as  the  board  feel  authorized 
to  assure  them  their  claims' will  all  be  paid. 

In  making  known  this  determination,  the  board  need 
hardly  say,  that  nothing  but  the  extraordinary  juncture 
of  affairs  could  have  brought  them  to  the  painful  neces- 
sity of  this  recommendation.  l*hey  earnestly  invite  all 
persons  to  call  and  satisfy  themselves  of  the  condition  of 
the  bank,  and  the  exertions  of  the  board  to  sustain  the 
institution,  and  that  so  far  as  discretion  and  prudence 
would  authorize,  they  have  personally  gone. 

W.  A.  BRADLEY,  President, 
JOHN  COYLE, 
THOMAS  BLAGDEN, 
J.   W.  HAND, 
M.  ST.  C.  CLARKE, 
NATHAN  SMITH, 
THOMAS  HUGHES, 
EDWARD  INGLE, 
PHINEAS  BRADLEY. 
P.  THOMPSON. 
On  motion,  it  was 

Resolved,  I'hat,  in  fulfilment  of  pledges  already  given, 
the  cash  funds  of  the  bank  be  placed  in  charge  of  the 
president  and  cashier  for  the  purpose  of  paying  off  the 
balances  due  to  the  general  depositors;  that  the  re- 
mainder be  returned  to  the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis  in 
liquidation  of  the  loan  made  to  the  bank  on  the  11th  in- 
stant, and  the  balance  secured  by  the  transfer  of  dis- 
counted notes. 

Copies  of  Utters  from.  Richard  Smitht  Cashier  of  the 
Branch  Bank  of  the  United  States,  at  Washington  city, 
to  TV,  A,  Bradley,  Esq.,  President  of  the  Patriotic 
Bank  of  Washington* 

Apbil  2,  1834. 
Mt  dear  Sir:  In  consequence  of  demands  for  assist- 
ance from  others,  and  the  small  amount  of  money  at  our 
disposal,  the  board  could  not  grant  you  more  than 
$10,000,  which  sum  you  can  have  if  it  will  benefit  you. 
It  may  be,  that  in  the  coming  week  we  shall  be  able  to 
do  more;  but  of  this  I  am  not  certain,  and  would  not, 
therefore,  flatter  you. 

Very  truly  yours, 

RICHARD  SMITH,  Cashier, 
W.  A.  Braslst,  Esq., 

President  Patriotic  Bank, 

April  4,  1834. 
Dear  Sir:  I  wi&h,  if  you  take  the  discount  of  $10,000, 
that  you  would  send  in  the  note  to-morrow  morning,  as 
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it  will  be  necessary  to  reduce  the  balance  due  from  your 
bank.     If  you  can  spare  any  thing  else  in  addition,  I 
hope  you  will  send  it  to  me  to-morrow . 
Very  truly  yours, 

RICHARD  SMITH,  Cashier. 
Wm.  a.  Bhadlxt,  Esq., 

Prtiident  Pairiotie  Bank. 

Offici  Bank  United  States, 

Washington^  Jpril  5,  1834. 
DsAB  Sib:  The  post  note  for  $10,000  of  your  bank, 
received  in  your  letter  of  this  date,  is  discounted;  and 
your  amount  is  credited  $9,893  33  for  the  proceeds. 

Our  board  will  decide  on  Tuesday  next  whether  to 
receive  the  note  of  the  corporation  of  Washington  as 
collateral  security  for  the  post  note. 

I  am,  very  truly,  your  obedient  servant, 

RICHARD  SMITH,  Cashier. 
G.  E.  Dtson,  Esq.,  Cashier, 

OrricE  Bank  Uniteo  States, 

Washington,  Jlprit  7,  1834. 
Dear  Sir:  The  balances  against  the  banks  are  larger 
than,  under  present  circumstances,  can  be  permitted. 
I  will  therefore  thank  you  to  reduce  yours  by  good 
drafts  on  the  North  at  short  dates,  or  in  notes  of  this 
office,  as,  otherwise,  1  must  draw  on  you  for  the  amount 
due. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 
RICHARD  SMITH,  Cashier, 
GxoRSE  E.  Dtson,  Esq.,  Cashier. 

April  9,  1834. 

Dear  Sin:  I  am  anxious  to  know  whether  you  can 
comply  with  the  request  for  the  payment  of  the  balance 
due  us,  and  in  what  way.  Will  you  be  good  enough  to 
let  me  know  by  the  bearer^ 

Very  truly  yours, 

RICHARD  SMITH,  Cashier. 
Wm.  A^  Bradlxt,  Esq.,  President. 

We  have  $6,773  74  against  you,  &c. 

Office  Bank  Unites  States, 

Washington^  April  10, 1834. 
Dear  Sir:  I  will  thank  you  to  send  me  by  the  bearer 
the  securities  named  by  you  yebterday. 
Very  truly  yours, 

RICHARD  SMITH,  Cashier. 
Wm.  a.  Bradley,  Esq., 

President  Pairiotie  Bank. 

Office  Bank  Uniixd  States, 

Washington,  AprilU,  1834. 
Dear  Sir:  I  send,  herewith,  the  notes  and  checks  on 
your  bank,  and  shall  do  so  twery  morning;  as  in  the 
present  state  of  things,  balances  must  not  be  permitted 
to  accumulate.  Whatever  you  can  send  me  on  the 
North  will  be  acceptable.  If  we  continue  to  take  the 
notes  of  your  bank,  and,  indeed,  of  all  banks,  they 
must  be  redeemed  daily. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

RICHARD  SMITH,  Cashier. 
Wm.  a. Bradlxt,  Esq.,  President. 

The  paper  also  stated,  that  on  the  -officers  bringing 
down  this  money,  and  demanding  payment,  it  was  de- 
.  posited,  by  agreement,  in  the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis, 
where  it  was  shortly  paid.  After  commenting  at  some 
length  on  the  report  and  statements  furnished  by  the 
committee,  Mr.  B.  said  he  would  oppose  the  recharter 


of  these  banks  by  all  the  means  known  to  parliamentary 
proceedings;  and  gave  notice  that  he  would,  at  a  proper 
stage  of  the  business,  move  to  recommit  the  bill  with 
instructions  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  wind  up  the  affisiirs  of 
these  banks,  and  to  charter  a  new  bank  or  banks,  with 
the  necessary  restrictions,  and  with  small  capital,  suited 
to  the  capacity  of  the  District. 

Mr.NILKS  also  addressed  the  Senate  in  opposition 
to  the  bill. 

Mr.  KENT  said:  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
remarks  in  relation  to  the  bill  under  discussion,  before 
the  question  upon  its  passage  shall  be  decided. 

That  the  Senator  from  Missouri  entertained  opinions 
upon  the  subject  of  banking  peculiar  to  himself  I  was 
aware,  and  that  he  would  urge  them  with  his  usu:U  abil- 
ity I  never  doubted;  but  I  was  not  prepared  to  hear  him 
denounce  institutions  en  masse  that  su  little  deserved  it 
as,  I  believe,  the  banks  within  this  District  do.  It  is 
well  known  to  the  Senate  that  all  the  banks  in  this  Dis* 
trict  were  rechartered  in  one  bill  in  1817,  and  that  their 
charters  will  expire,  and  that  abruptly,  on  the  Ist  day 
of  October  next,  unless  they  shall  be  renewed  again 
during  the  present  session. 

The  Committee  for  the  Dis'rict,  after  the  most  careful 
and  rigid  investigation  into  the  conduct  of  the  banks, 
and  the  condition  of  the  currency  issued  by  them,  unani- 
mously determined  to  report  the  bill  before  you,  with 
the  report  and  documents  that  accompanied  it,  which 
fully  justify  the  committee  in  framing  such  a  bill;  and  if 
I  was  surprised  at  the  Senator's  denunciations  of  those 
banks,  I  was  still  more  so  at  his  attempting  to  found  his 
opinions  upon  what  these  documents  contained.  Sir, 
after  the  most  careful  scrutiny  into  the  condition  of  these 
institutions,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  stating  that  they  will 
bear  a  favorable  comparison  with  any  of  ihe  banks  that 
can  be  found  in  the  States. 

Let  us  look  at  the  return  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  7th  of  January,  1836;  let  us  see  then 
their  condition,  and  it  has  been  improved  since.  1  will 
take  them  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  presented  in 
that  report.     On  that-day  there  were  in  tlie 

Notes  in  circulation.  Specie  fundi:. 
Mechanics' Bank,Georgetown,  $73,070  00  $65,932  46 
Union  Bank  of  Georgetown,  91,970  00  102,571  40 
Bank  of  the  Metropolis,  335,009  00    297,304  10 

BankofWabhington,  69,993  00      65,366  97 

Patriotic  Bank  of  Washington,  129,855  86  150,090  28 
Farmers'  Bank  of  Alexandria,  113,242  50  59,907  28 
Bank  of  Potomac,  Alexandria,  151,639  51      86,283  98 

All  1  have  to  ask  of  the  Senate,  Mr.  President,  is,  that 
they  will  examine  carefully  the  documents  I  have  refer- 
red to,  and  the  report  made  by  the  committee,  and  I 
shall  feel  no  apprehension  about  what  their  decision  will 
be;  they  will  come  to  the  same  conclusion  tliat  the  com- 
mittee have,  especially  when  they  recollect  that  within 
a  few  months  past  the  Bank  of  the  United  Slates  has 
closed  iu  branch  here. 

Let  the  Senator  take  the  deposite  banks,  and  they 
cannot  make  a  better  exhibit  than  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  returned  to  us  of  the  banks  of  this  Dis- 
trict; and  I  do  not  mean  to  disparage  the  deposite 
banks,  for  I  believe  that  they,  as  well  as  the  banks  gen- 
erally throughout  the  country,  are  in  a  good  condi- 
tion, with  some  exceptions,  and  that  the  deposite  banks 
will  be  able  to  pay  over  to  the  Government  the  amount 
of  public  money  deposited  with  them  in  a  reasonable 
lime. 

Why  do  I  say  that  the  banks  generally  are  in  a  sound 
condition?  Sir,  I  found  .nny  opinions  upon  an  official  do- 
cument communicated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, relating  to  State  banks  and  banking  companies, 
dated  the  5th  of  January,  1836.     In  this  communication 
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he  informa  us  that  the  whole  number  of  banks  in  the 
States  and  Ten  ilories  was  five  hundred  and  fifty ^ight, 
having  a  capital  of  two  hundred  and  thirty-one  millions 
two  hundred  and  fiAy  thousand  three  hundred  and  thirty- 
seven  dollars,  >l^ith  a  circulation  of  one  hundred  and  three 
niiHion  six  hundred  and  ninety-two  thousand  four  hun- 
dred and  ninety-five  dollars,  sustained  by  specie  in  their 
vaults  amounting  to  forty-three  million  nine  hundred  and 
thirty-seven  thousand  six  hundred  and  twenty-five  dol- 
lars. Sir,  the  amount  of  specie  possessed  by  the  banks 
in  proportion  to  their  circulation  was  never  greater,  that 
I  recollect.  In  1830,  when  the  condition  of  the  banks 
and  the  currency  was  as  sound  as  it  ever  had  been,  and 
every  body  satisfied  with  it,  the  banks  had  a  circulation 
of  sixty-one  million  three  hundred  and  twenty-three 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-eight  dollars,  sus- 
tained by  a  specie  basis  of  twenty-two  million  one  hun- 
dred and  fourteen  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seventeen 
dollars.  Thus,  sir,  this  official  exhibit  makes  the  condi- 
tion of  the  banks  better  at  this  time  than  they  have  ever 
been  before;  and  if  the  currency  is  not  as  good,  it  pro- 
ceeds from  some  other  cause  than  tiie  want  of  specie  to 
meet  their  cash  liabilities.  It  may  be  from  a  want  of 
confidence,  produced  by  various  causes,  which  1  shall 
not  now  detain  the  Senate  to  enumerate,  and  which  must 
be  obvious  to  them. 

Sir,  the  banks  in  the  Slate  of  Maryland,  from  their 
last  general  returns,  are  very  strong;  lliey  were  never 
in  a  sounder  condition;  and  the  public  deposites,  I  pre- 
sume, could  be  paid  at  any  moment;  and  in  this  District 
the  amount  of  public  money  is  not  greater  than  the  de- 
mands of  the  Government  would  absorb  in  the  course 
of  the  year.  The  heavy  deposites  of  the  public  money 
are  elsewhere. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  has  stated  that  no  exertion 
was  made  by  the  District  banks  to  resist  the  pressure 
that  existed  in  April,  1834.  The  documents  before  the 
Senate  exhibit  conclusive  cxidence  that  every  effort  was 
made  which  a  sudden  and  unexpected  call  admitted  of. 
By  referring  to  the  documents  before  me,  I  find  that  one 
of  them,  with  a  capital  of  about  one  hundred  and  twen- 
(y--five  thousand  dollars,  paid  out  in  cash  and  cash  means, 
one  hundred  and  ninety  thousand  dollars  in  twenty  da^s 
preceding  the  17th  of  April;  but  the  Senator  complains 
that  one  of  the  officers  of  those  banks  invited  a  meeting 
•of  a  committee  from  all  the  banks  for  the  purpose  of 
deciding  on  what  was  to  be  done  to  meet  the  severe  and 
unexpected  pressure  with  which  they  were  beset.  Why, 
sir,  there  was  noticing  novel  in  this — we  have  high  ati- 
thority  for  it. 

In  New  York,  where  the  pressure  was  very  g^eat, 
and  strong  apprehensions  were  entertained  that  the 
<banks  could  not  resist  the  pressure,  a  committee  was 
appointed,  consisting  of  twenty-four  individuals  of  high 
standing  in  the  city,  at  the  head  of  which  was  Albert 
"Gallatin,  a  host  in  himself  on  such  an  oocasion,  who,  in 
their  report,  state  that  the  eighteen  banks  in  the  city, 
from  which  they  had  complete  returns,  were  liable,  ex- 
clusive of  what  was  due  to  banks  out  of  the  city,  for 
$15,500,000,  and  the  aggregate  amount  of  specie  m  their 
vaults  was  $1,652,000.  This,  the  committee  state,  was 
ail-sufficient  in  ordinary  times.  At  this  time,  these 
eighteen  banks  have  nearly  five  times  4hat  amount  of 
specie. 

This  committee  appealed  to  the  Bank  of  the  tJnited 
States,  and  made  strong  representations  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  from  the  bank  positive  assurances  that  no 
diminution,  at  least  of  their  discounts,  or  in  the  purchase 
of  bills  of  exchange,  should  take  place  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  and  that  the  bank  should  also  forbear  to  call  for 
balances  due  from  the  city  banks;  to  all  of  which  the 
Bank  o^  the  United  States  acceded.  And  this  arrange- 
ment was  wisely  backed  by  an  4ict  of  the  X.^gislature 


providing  a  heavy  loan  to  the  banks,  and  no  portion  of 
which  was  ever  accepted. 

The  forbearance  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  act  of  the  Legislature,  restored  confidence; 
credit  was  reinstated;  the  business  men  were  relieved; 
and  the  relief  given  to  New  York,  the  ^reat  centre  of 
commerce  and  of  moneyed  transactions  in  our  country, 
soon  extended  itself  over  the  United  States,  and  the 
pressure  ceased.  It  is  confidence  alone  which  sustains 
banks.  None  of  them,  that  has  any  circulation,  can 
suddenly  meet  their  engagements  should  the  whole  of 
their  debts  be  demanded  at  once. 

A  very  little  aid  to  the  District  banks  would  have  re- 
lieved them:  a  fourth  part  of  what  was  given  to  other 
places  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  almost  without 
solicitation,  would  have  saved  those  from  the  mortifica- 
tion of  suspending  specie  payments  that  were  obliged 
to  do  so. 

I  have  stated,  Mr.  President,  that  the  committee  were 
unanimously  of  the  opinion  that  the  condition  of  the 
banks  in  this  District  was  good;  that  the  currency  was 
as  sound  as  that  to  be  found  in  any  section  of  the  coun- 
try; and  all  I  ask  of  the  Senate  is  to  examine  the  docu- 
ments laid  before  them;  and  act  towards  the  people  of 
this  District  as  they  would  towards  their  own  constitu- 
ents. The  charter  of  every  bank  expires  on  the  first 
Monday  in  October  next,  and  Congress  alone  can  renew 
them,  and  continue  to  the  District  its  circulating  me- 
dium. But  recently  the  branch  of  the  United  SlMes 
Bank  here  has  been  withdrawn  from  them,  leaving  a 
heavy  debt  to  be  collected,  which,  together  with  the 
sudden  winding  up  of  all  their  bankn,  must  overwhelm 
them. 

Mr^  KING,  of  Alabama,  defended  the  report  of  the 
committee,  and  contended  that  it  was  fully  borne  out 
by  the  most  ample  testimony.  The  committee,  he  said, 
had  made  a  strict  and  laborious  investig^ation,  and  aAer 
a  most  rigid  scrutiny  into  the  affairs  of  these  banks,  and 
collecting  a  great  mass  of  evidence,  they  were  able 
unanimously  to  agree  in  recommending  their  recharter. 
The  committee  was  satiblied  of  the  perfect  solvency  of 
these  banks,  and  their  ability  to  comply  with  their  en- 
gagements, and  that  at  the  time  of  their  stoppage  there 
was  a  most  unprecedented  run  on  them.  He  must  say 
that  he  was  not  altogether  satisfied  that  the  Farmers  and 
Mechanics'  Bank  liad  made  sufficient  efl^oris  to  avoid 
stopping,  though  he  acknowledged  there  was  a  moat 
unexampled  run  on  them;  but  with  regard  to  the  other 
banks,  there  could  be  no  doubt  but  the  most  strenuous 
efforts  in  their  power  were  made  without  effect  to  sus- 
tain their  credit;  the  directors  even  giving  their  private 
obligations  for  this  purpose.  The  committee  had  insti- 
tuted" the  strictest  investigations  for  the  purpose  of  fer- 
reting out  any  abuses  that  might  exist;  and  he  must  say 
that  the  books  and  papers  were  freely  opened  to  their 
inspection  by  the  officers  6f  the  bank,  and  that  there 
was  nothing  but  what  was  satisfactorily  explained. 
With  respect  to  the  bill  before  them,  he  must  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  Nilbs,]  that  it  con- 
tained every  thing  he  required.  The  capitals  of  these 
banks  was  to  consist  of  specie,  or  what  was  equivalent 
to  specie. 

Mr.  B'GNTON  submitted  a  motion,  in  writing,  to  lay 
the  bill  on  the  table,  to  give  the  Senators  an  oppor- 
tunity of  examining  the  statements  of  the  affairs  of  the 
banks  whose  conduct  had  been  investigated,  and  which 
were  then  exhibited  in  the  Senate  for  the  first  time. 

This  motion  was  lost. 

AfVer  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  BENTON 
and  KKNT, 

Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  to 
enable  him  to  make  a  report  from  the  select  commmittee 
40  which  had  been  referred  the  bill  to  regulate  the  pub* 
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Tic  deposites;  which  motion  was  agreed  to,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  bill  was  to  be  taken  up  after  the  re- 
port was  made. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

Mr.  WRIGHT,  from  the  select  committee  to  which 
was  referred  the  bill  to  regulate  the  deposites  of  the 
public  moneys,  made  a  report  thereon,  accompanied 
by  a  new  bill,  as  a  substitute  for  the  old  bill  and  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  W.  said,  to  correct  some  misapprehensions  that 
might  grow  out  of  a  paragraph  in  one  of  the  morn- 
ing papers,  that  this  bill  was  the  agreement  of  a 
majority  of  the  committee,  and  not  of  the  whole  of  them, 
some  parts  of  the  bill  were  agreed  on  unanimously, 
but  the  most  important  part  of  it  was  the  report  of  a 
majority  only. 

The  bill  and  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

THE  GLOBE  NEWSPAPER. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  did  not  often  trouble  the 
Senate  with  any  thing  personal  to  himself,  but  a  friend 
had  pointed  out  to  him  a  paragraph  in  the  Globe  of  this 
morning,  which  was  so  flagitiously  false,  and  which  so 
directly  affected  his  conduct  as  the  head  of  an  important 
committee  of  the  Senate,  that  he  thought  it  due  even 
to  the  Senate  itself  to  refute  the  calumny.  The  para- 
graph is  in  these  words: 

**  It  is  a  most  remarkable  thing  that,  while  the  oppo- 
sition in  the  Senate  every  day  parade  before  the  public 
the  seven  millions  in  the  stock  of  the  Bank  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  as  a  part  of  the  surplus  in  the  Treasury,  they 
so  contrive  it  that  not  a  dollar  of  it  can  reach  the  Treas- 
ury. Judge  White,  Mr.  Calhoun,  Mr.  Clay,  and  Mr. 
Webster,  are  ever  and  anon  pointing  to  the  seven  mil- 
lions of  bank  stock  as  a  fund  for  distribution,  while  Mr. 
Webster,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
holds  back  for  months,  from  the  action  of  the  Senate, 
the  bills  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  to  pro- 
vide agamst  the  notorious  conversion  by  Biddle  of  the 
means  of  the  old  bank*  to  the  purposes  of  the  new." 

Now,   sir,    (said   Mr.   W.,)  the  journals  show  that 
neither  I  nor  the  committeee  have  held  back  any  thing 
from  the  action  of  the  Senate.     All  bills  in  any  way  re- 
specting the   late  Bank  of  the   United  States,  which 
have  been  referred  to  the  committee,  have  been  report- 
ed to  the  Senate  long  ago,  and  are  now  on  the  list  of 
orders,  to  be  taken  up  in  their  turn.     If  this  libeller  had 
not  been  willing  even  to  traduce  and  injure  friends,  rath- 
er than  to  lose  an  opportunity  of  injuring  opponents,  he 
would  have  remembered  that  a  majority  of  the  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance  are  supporters  and  friends 
of  the  administrationfi     1  am  happy  to  bear  my   hum- 
ble testimony   to  the  diligence  and  promptitude  with 
which  these  gentlemen    discharge    their  duties,    and 
every  body  knows  that  it  is  in  their  power  at  any  time 
to  report  any  measure  they  may  choose  to  report,  or  to 
call  up  any  business  which  they  may  desire  to  call  up. 
The  bill  to  which  the  foregoing  paragraph  refers,  was 
referred  to  the  committee  April  14,  and  was  reported 
by  the  committee,  without  any  amendment,  April  21, 
as  appears  by  the  Secretary's  minutes,  endorsed  on  the 
bill:     "  Act  repealing  the  14th  section  of  the  act  to  in- 
corporate the    Bank  of  the  United  States.     April    14, 
read  twice,  and  referred  to  the  Committe  on  Finance. 
April  21,  reported  without  amendment." 

I  will  only  add,  sir,  that  this  is  not  the  first  time  that 
I  have  been  obliged  to  take  notice  of  statements  in  this 
paper  respecting  my  conduct  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, which  were  in  direct  contradiction  of  the  printed 
journal  of  our  proceedings,  and  of  its  own  diurnal  report 
of  them. 

On  motion  of  Mr^  KENT,  the  bill  to  recharter  the 


District  banks  was  reinstated  in  its  place  as  the  special 
order. 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


Satursat,   Juke  4. 
LIBRARY  OF  COUNT  BOURTOULIN. 

The  resolution  authorizing  the  Joint  Library  Commit- 
tee to  contract  for  the  purchase  of  the  Library  of  the 
late  Count  Bourtoulin of  Florence,  was  rejected:  Ayes  16, 
noes  17. 

At  a  subsequent  period,  Mr.  CLAY,  who  voted  with 
the  majority,  moved  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote; 
which  was  agreed  to,  and  the  resolution  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

CONVENTION  WITH  SPAIN. 

Mr.  CLAY,  from  the  committee  of  conference  ap- 
pointed on  the  subject  of  the  bill  to  carry  into  effect  the 
convention  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  made 
a  report  recommending  to  the  two  House  so  to  mod- 
ify the  bill  as  to  appoint  one  commissioner  instead  of 
three  commissioners,  to  execute  the  duties,  and  to  re- 
duce the  time  allowed  for  the  performance  of  the  duties 
from  eighteen  months  to  one  year. 

Mr.  CLAY  having  explained  the  amendments. 
The  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  was  con- 
curred  in. 

DISTRICT  BANKS. 

The  bill  to  extend  the  charters  of  certain  banks  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  was  taken  up  as  the  order  of 
the  day. 

Mr.  BENTON  addressed  the  Senate  at  considerable 
length  in  opposition  to  the  bill;  afler  which  he  moved 
to  recommit  the  bill,  with  the  following  instructions: 

To  report  a  bill  to  wind  up  the  affairs  of  all  the  banks 
now  existing  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to  allow 
them  to  use  their  corporate  name  and  facilities  for  two 
years  for  that  purpose. 

To  report  separate  bills  for  the  incorporation  of  — — 
new  banks,  with  small  capitals,  adapted  to  the  capa- 
city of  the  District  to  sustain  specie  banks,  and  strictly 
limited  to  the  business  of  the  place;  the  said  incorpora- 
tions to  contain,  among  other  provisions,  the  following 
principles: 

1.  The  capital  to  consist  of  gold  and  silver,  one  half 
of  each;  stock,  stock  notes,  notes  of  other  banks,  and 
every  thing  but  gold  and  silver  to  be  excluded  from  the 
capital. 

2.  The  banks  to  pay  no  bonus,  but  the  stock  to  be 
subject  to  taxation,  like  any  other  property  in  the  Dis- 
trict. The  notes  issued  by  the  banks  to  be  subject  to 
taxation,  by  stamp  duties  or  otherwise. 

3.  Every  stockholder  to  be  liable  to  the  creditors  of 
the  bank  in  his  person  and  property,  for  the  debts  of  the 
institution,  to  the  amount  of  his  stock,  in  the  event  of 
the  failure  of  the  bank  to  pay  gold  and  silver;  with 
summary  proces  for  the  recover)^;  and  all  alienations  of 
stock  to  avoid  this  liability,  to  be  void. 

4.  The  banks  to  issue  no  notes  of  less  denomination 
than  twenty  dollars,  and  all  notes  of  less  denomination 
than  twenty  dollars,  issued  by  other  banks,  to  be  pro- 
hibited from  circulation  within  the  District. 

5.  All  the  notes  and  paper  currency  issued  by  said 
banks  to  be  paid  in  gold  and  silver;  one  half  of  either, 
at  the  option  of  the  demandcr,  the  other  half  at  the  op- 
tion of  the  bank. 

6.  The  banks  to  own  no  real  estate  except  for  their 
immediate  accommodation. 

7.  To  deal  in  nothing  but  gold  and  silver  bullidh,  and 
in  foreign  and  domestic  bills  of  exchange.  The  charters 
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to  be  forfeited  fur  buyinf^  or  sellinj^  any  coin  made  cur- 
rent by  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

8.  The  charters  to  be  limited  to  moderate  terms  of 
years,  and  to  expire  at  different  periods  from  each 
other. 

9.  The  charters  to  be  alterable,  amendable,  and  re- 
pealable,  at  the  will  of  Congress;  and  not  renewable  un- 
der any  terms  whatever. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  SOUTHARD  and 
WALKER,  in  favor  of  the  bill,  and  in  opposition  to  the 
motion, 

Mr.  BKNTOK  asked  that  the  question  be  taken  first 
on  the  motion  to  recommit  the  bill;  which  was  agreed 
to,  and  the  question  was  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas 
10,  nays  28,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Rwing  of  Illinois,  King  of 
Georgia,  Niles,  Rives,  Robinson,  Shepley,  Wall,  White, 
Wright— 10. 

Nays— Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Golds- 
borough,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama, 
Knight,  Leigh,  Moore,  Naadain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Pren- 
tiss, Preston,  Rubbins,  Southard,  SwiA,  Tallmadge, 
Tomlinson,  Walker,  Webster— 28, 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  strike  out  the  name  of  the 
Farmers  and  Mechanics'  Bank,  of  Georgetown;  which 
motion  was  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas  9,  nays  27,  as 
follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  King  of 
Georgia,  Niles,  Robinson,  Shepley,  Wall,  White, 
Wright— 9. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborougb,  Hen- 
dricks, Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight, 
Leigh,  Moore,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Prentiss,  Preston, 
Rives,  Bobbins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson, 
Walker,  Webster— 27. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  strike  out  the  name  of  the 
Commercial  Bank  of  Washington,  to  be  formed  by  the 
union  of  the  Bank  of  Washington  and  the  Patriotic  Bank 
of  Washington;  which  motion  was  rejected:  Yeas  10, 
nays  27,  as  follows: 

YBAS-^Messrs.  Benton,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  King  of 
Georgia,  Niles,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Wall, 
White,  Wright— 10. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborougb,  Hen- 
dricks Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight, 
Moore,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston, 
Rives,  Robbins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson, 
Walker,  Webster— 27. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  strike  out  one  of  the  two 
descriptions  of  capital  provided  for  in  the  bill,  included 
in  the  words,  "and  property  equivalent  to  specie;" 
which  motion  was  rejected:  Yeas  11,  nays  27,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  King 
of  Georgia,  Niles,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Wall, 
White,  Wright— 11. 

Nats — Messrs.  BuchanAn,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Cuthbert, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborougb,  Hendricks,  Hub- 
bard, Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Nicholas,  Prentiss,  Porter,  Preston,  Rives, 
Robbins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson,  Walk- 
er, Webster— 27. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  strike  out  the  other  descrip- 
tion of  capital  described  in  the  words,  "funds  equivalent 
to  specie;*' which  motion  was  also  rejected:  Yeas  9,  nays 
28,  as  follows:  , 

Ybas — Messrs.  Benton,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  King  of 
Georgia,  Niles,  Robinson,  Shepley,  Wall,  White, 
Wright— 9. 

NATS—Messrs.  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden, 


Cuthbert,  DaviF,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldborough,  Hendricks, 
Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives, 
Robbins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson, 
Walker,  Webster— 28. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading:  Yeas  30,  nays  9,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Goldsborougb,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent, 
King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives,  Robbins, 
Southartl,  S*ift,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson,  Walker,  Web- 
ster—30. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  King  of  Georgia,  Niles,  Rob- 
inson, Ruggles,  Shepley,  Wall,  White,  Wright— 9. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


Mohdat,  June  6. 
PRE-EMPTION  CLAIMS. 

The  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  receiving  the  proof  of 
certain  pre-emption  claims  under  the  act  of  the  19th  of 
June,  1834,  was  taken  up,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  moved  that  this  bill  be  Indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

Mr.  WALKER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

It  was  contended  that  this  bill  gave  an  improper  en- 
couragement to  squatters  on  the  public  lands,  and  that 
they  are  too  numerous  already.  On  the  other  side,  it 
was  insisted  that  the  settlers  on  the  public  lands  were  a 
most  meritorious  class,  and  deserving  of  the  countenance 
of  the  Government.  It  was  stated  by  Mr.  E^ING,  of 
Ohio,  that  the  speculators  had  fallen  upon  the  practice 
of  putting  families  on  lands  previous  to  the  surveys,  that 
they  might  be  prepared  and  qualified  to  obtain  rights 
of  pre-emption;  in  one  case,  in  Illinois,  about  forty  fam- 
ilies were  thus  disposed  of.  The  Senators  who  partici- 
pated in  the  discussion  were,  Mr.  WALKER,  Mr. 
BLACK,  Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio,  Mr.  PORTER.  Mr. 
MOORE,  Mr.  CRITTENDEN,  Mr.  KING  of  Alabams, 
and  Mr.  KING  of  Georgia. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  indefi- 
nite postponement,  and  decided  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborougb,  Kent,  King  of  Georgia, 
Knight,  Leigh,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbins, 
Swift,  Southard,  Tomlinson,  Webster— 18. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  oS 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubdard,  King  of  Alabams, 
Linn,  Moore,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Porter,  Rives, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  White, 
Wright— 22. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  reported  by 
the  Committee*' on  Private  Land  Claims, 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  moved  various  amendments; 
which  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  further  amended,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
KING,  of  Georgia;  by  introducing  a  provision  that  the 
act  shall  not  extend  to  any  lands  the  Indian  title  to 
which  had  not  been  extinguished  on  the  1st  of  January, 
1832. 

Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio,  moved  to  amend,  by  adding  a 
proviso  that  all  assignments  be  void;  which  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  PORTER  moved  to  amend,  by  inserting  a  clause 
that  no  witness  should  be  allowed  to  give  evidence  in 
more  than  one  claim;  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  then  agreed  to  as  amended,  and 
the  bill,  as  amended,  was  reported  to  the  Senate. 
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The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amend ments,  and 
they  were  concurred  in. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered  on  the  question  of 
engrossment,  on  motion  of  Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio. 

Tlie  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  read 
»  third  time,  the  vote  being  as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  E^in^  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Kin^  of  Alabama,  Linn, 
Moore,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Porter,  Hives,  Robinson,  Rug- 
gles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walker,  White, 
Wright— 21. 

Njlys — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  King  of  Georgia, 
Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Southard, 
Swift,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster— 18. 

DISTRICT  BANKS. 

The  bill  to  extend  ihe  charters  of  certain  banks  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  came  up  on  its  third  reading. 

Mr.  BENTON  signified  an  intention  to  oppose  the 
bill,  but  wished  the  Senate,  at  this  time,  to  go  into  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business {  and,  after 
remaining  some  time  with  doors  closed. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  Juke  7. 
SALES  OF  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands,  reported  a  bill  to  change  the  mode  of 
conducting  the  sales  of  the  public  lands;  which  was 
read  and  ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

[The  bill  proposes,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
combinations,  frauds,  and  violence,  at  the  public  land 
sales,  that,  on  the  day  of  the  sale,  each  individual  wishing 
to  purchase,  shall  hand  in  a  sealed  bid  for  a  particular 
tract  or  tracts,  which  bid  shall  be  numbered  immediate- 
ly by  the  Register  and  Receiver,  and  the  number  handed 
back  to  him,  designating  the  tract  bid  for;  and  that  after 
the  close  of  the  sales,  the  land  officers  shall  proceed  to 
scrutinize  the  bids  so  given;  after  which  the  bids  re- 
ceived shall  be  called  out  by  number,  so  that  each 
successful  bidder  will  know  by  his  number  the  tract  he 
has  purchased;  no  other  individual  at  the  sale  having 
any  knowledge  whatever  on  the  subject,  unless  informed 
by  him.  The  bill  also  imposes  a  penalty  on  any  officer 
or  clerk  of  the  land  offices  who  shall  divulge  the  names 
of  the  successful  bidders.] 

CHOCTAW  RESERVATIONS. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider,  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  the  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  proving 
and  establishing  certain  pre-emption  claims  suspended 
by  the  contingent  location  of  certain  alleged  Choctaw 
reservations. 

[This  bill,  as  introduced  on  leave  by  Mr.  Walker, 
contained  a  single  section,  and  provided  that  any  person 
entitled  to  pre-emption,  but  prevented  from  establishing 
his  claim  in  consequence  of  the  opposition  of  a  Choctaw 
location,  set  up  under  the  treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  creek, 
shall  be  authorized  to  establish  his  claims  by  proof  at 
any  period  not  exceeding  six  months,  and  shall  be  pla- 
ced on  the  same  footing  as  if  proved  and  established 
under  the  act  of  1834.] 

The  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims  amended  this 
bill  by  inserting  a  provision  that  the  contingent  locations 
of  the  Choctaws  which  come  in  conflict  with  the  claim- 
ant, must  be  reservations  "which  have  been  since 
disallowed,  and  ordered  to  be  sold."  Also,  by  adding  a 
second  section,  enacting  that  where  any  such  claimant 
Vov  XIL— lor 


so  entitled  has  been  deprived,  by  the  location  of  any 
Indian  reservation,  of  his  pre-emption  right  to  a  tract, 
he  shall  be  permitted  **  to  locate  elsewhere  within  the 
same  district,  160  acres  at  the  minimum  price.'* 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was  agreed  to,  and 
the  bill  having  been  reported  as  amended,  the  amend* 
ment  was  concurred  in  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  called  for  the  yeas  ^nd  nays  on 
the  engrossment  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  Mr.  BLACK,  Mr.  WALKER, 
Mr.  CRITTENDEN,  and  Mr.  KING,  of  Geo.,  discussed 
the  merits  of  the  bill, 

Mr.  KING,  of  Geo.,  moved  to  strike  out  the  first  sec- 
tion of  the  bill,  being  the  whole  of  the  original  bill,  and 
called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  ordei^d. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion,  and 
decided  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  King  of  Georgis, 
Knight,"  McKean,  Mangum,  Morris,  Naudain,  Prentiss, 
Robbins,  Buggies,  Shepley,  Southard,  Swift,  Tomlinson, 
Wall,  Webster— 22. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama, 
Moore,  Nicholas,  Robinson,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walker, 
White,  Wright— 16. 

The  question  was  then  about  to  be  taken  on  the  biU 
as  amended;  when. 

After  some  observations  from  Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio, 
Mr.  KING  of  Alabama,  Mr.  KING  of  Georgia,  Mr. 
BLACK,  Mr.  CRITTENDEN,  Mr.  BUCHANAN,  Mr. 
MOORE  and  Mr.  WHITE, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BLACK,  the  bill  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

DISTRICT  BANKS. 

The  bill  to  extend  the  charters  of  certain  banks  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  was  taken  up;  and  the  question 
being  on  the  passage  of  the  bill, 

Mr.  WRIGHT  spoke  against  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  made  a  few  remarks  in  reply. 

Mr.  NILES  also  spoke  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  oppose  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
notwithstanding  it  was  at  the  third  reading,  and  that  it 
was  not  usual  to  continue'  opposition,  which  seemed  to 
be  useless,  at  that  late  stage.  ^  Rut  there  were  occasions 
when  he  never  took  such  things  Into  calculation,  and 
when  he  continued  to  resist  pernicious  measures,  re- 
gardless of  common  usages,  as  long  as  the  forms  of  par- 
liamentary proceeding  would  allow  him  to  go  on.  Thus 
he  had  acted  at  the  passing  of  the  United  States  Bank 
charter  in  1832;  thus  he  did  at  the  passing  of  the  reso- 
lution sgainst  President  Jackson  in  1834;  and  thus  he 
did  at  the  passing  of  the  famous  land  bill  at  the  present 
session.  He  had  continued  to  speak  against  all  these 
measures  long  after  speaking  seemed  to  be  of  any  avail; 
and,  far  from  regretting,  he  had  reason  to  rejoice  at  the 
course  that  he  bad  pursued.  The  event  proved  him  to 
be  right;  for,  all  these  measures,  though  floated  through 
this  chamber  upon  the  swelline  wave  of  a  resistless  and 
impatient  majority,  had  quickly  run  their  brief  career. 
Their  day  of  triumph  had  been  short.  The  bank  char- 
ter perished  at  the  first  general  election;  the  condemna- 
tory resolution  was  received  by  the  continent  in  a  tem- 
pest of  execration;  and  the  land  bill,  that  last  hope  of 
expiring  party,  has  dropped  an  abortion  from  the  Sen- 
ate. It  is  dead  even  here,  in  this  chamber,  where  it 
originated — where  it  was  once  so  omnipotent  that,  to 
speak  against  it,  was  deemed  by  some  to  be  an  idle  con- 
sumption of  time,  and,  by  others,  to  be  an  unparlia- 
mentary demonstration  against  the  ascertained  will  of  the 
House.  Tet  that  land  bill  is  finished.  That  brief  can- 
dle it  out.    The  Senate  has  revoked  that  bill;  haa  r«- 
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tncted — recanted — and  fiun^  its  palinode  over  that  un- 
fortunate conception.  It  has  sent  out  a  committee — an 
extraordinary  committee  of  nine — to  devise  some  other 
scheme  for  dividing^  that  same  money  which  the  land  bill 
divides!  and,  in  doin^  so,  the  Senate  has  authentically 
declared  a. change  of  opinion,  and  a  revocation  of  its 
sentiments  in  favor  of  that  bill.  Thus  it  has  happened. 
In  recent  and  signal  cases,  that,  by  continuing  ihe  con- 
teat  after  the  battle  seemed  to  be  lost,  the  battle  was  in 
fact  gained;  and  so  it  may  be  again.  These  charters 
may  yet  be  defeated;  and  whether  they  will  be  or  not,  is 
nothing  to  me.  I  believe  them  to  be  wrong-^|^eatly, 
immeasurably  wrong!  and  shall  continue  to  oppose 
them  without  regard  to  calculations,  or  consequences, 
until  the  rules  of  parliamentary  proceeding  shall  put  an 
end  to  the  contest. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  had  mored  for  a  select  committee  at 
the  commencement  of  the  session  to  examine  into  the 
condition  of  these  banks,  and  be  had  done  so  with  no 
other  object  than  to  endeavor  to  provide  some  checks 
and  guards  for  the  security  of  the  country  against  the 
abuses  and  excesses  of  the  paper  system.  The  select 
committee  had  not  been  raised.  The  standing  Commit- 
tee on  the  District  of  Columbia  had  been  charged  with 
the  subject;  and  seeing  that  they  had  made  a  report  ad- 
verse to  his  opinions,  and  brought  in  a  bill  which  he 
could  not  sanction,  it  would  be  his  part  to  act  upon  the 
meager  materials  which  had  been  placed  before  the 
Senate,  and  endeavor  to  accomplish,  as  a  member  of 
the  body,  what  could  have  been  attempted,  with  better 
prospects  of  success,  as  a  member  of  a  committee  which 
had  had  the  management  of  the  subject. 

The  eomniittee  have  reported  for  six  banks  in  one 
bill,  all  of  them  existing  institutions,  and  some  of  them 
having  twice  had  charters  before.  In  fact,  there  are 
teven  banks  to  be  rechartered,  but  reduced  to  six  by 
the  consolidation  of  two  into  one.  The  leading  provi- 
sions of  the  bill  are,  1 .  Capiial,  amounting  to  $2,250,000. 
3.  Duraiion,  till  the  year  1850.  3.  Jiature  of  capitals, 
ipecie— funds  equivalent  to  specie — and  property  equiv- 
alent to  specie;  the  proportions  of  each  not  fixed.  4. 
Vireulaiionf  equal  to  the  capital.  5.  A  future  provision 
against  small  notes.  6.  The  charters  subject  to  amend- 
ment by  Congress.  7.  No  bonus,  or  any  reduction  of  in- 
terest, or  taxation  on  capital,  or  circulation  in  lieu  of  it. 
These  are  the  leading  provisions;  and  against  banks  so 
constituted,  and  so  recharterisd,  Mr.  B.  said  he  felt 
numerous  and  insuperable  objections,  which  he  would 
proceed  to  state  to  the  Senate  with  the  brevity  and  pre- 
cision, if  not  with  the  perspicuity  and  force,  which  the 
occasion  required.  And  he  would  premise,  that  he 
considered  the  legislation  of  Congress,  on  this  subject, 
as  not  confined  to  the  District  of  Columbia;  but  calcu- 
lated to  affect,  by  its  example,  the  banking  system,  for 
good  or  for  evil,  throughout  the  whole  Union. 

Mr.  B.  objected  to  the  bill  because,  in  the  first  place, 
it  contained  a  batch  or  litter  of  banks,  no  less  than 
seven,  all  pigging  together,  if  he  might  use  the  ex- 
pression of  Edmund  Burke,  in  one  truckle  bed.  He 
was  opposed  to  combining  banks  in  their  births;  they 
combined  with  sufficient  rapidity  of  themselves  af\er 
they  were  born.  Every  bank  in  its  creation  should  rest 
upon  its  own  merits,  and  not  upon  association.  When 
several  were  put  together,  the  friends  of  each  naturally 
stood  together,  and  might  make  up  a  majority  for  the 
whole  out  of  minorities  for  each.  In  this  case,  four 
Senators  for  each  bank  will  recharter  the  whole.  There 
might  be  no  combinations  in  this  case;  there  might  be 
no  covenants  for  mutual  support;  there  might  be  no  al- 
liances; but  the  principle  was  objectionable,  and  an  ex- 
ample so  pernicious  ought  not  to  be  set  by  Congress. 
A  union  of  interests  is  unsafe  in  all  legislation.  It  is 
aroided  erery  where.    We  avoid  it  in  all  our  laws;  in 


bills  for  the  relief  of  individuals;  in  bills  for  pensioners 
and  for  local  objects.  Above  all,  it  should  be  avoided 
in  the  creation,  and  still  more  in  the  continuation,  of 
banks.  They  are  moneyed  powers,  seeking  privileges 
at  the  expense  of  the  community.  They  are  corpora- 
tions, in  the  hands  of  managers,  and  can  readily  unite 
their  means,  and  combine  their  strength,  to  perpetuate 
their  existences.  It  is  not  a  case  in  which  the  rods 
should  be  tied  together — in  which  the  sticks  should  be 
made  into  a  bundle— that  the  union  of  all  might  give 
strength  to  each,  which,  separately,  it  does  not  possess. 
Each  bank  should  stand  alone  in  the  acquisition  of  its 
charter.  Surely  they  can  be  passed  fast  enough,  one 
at  a  time,  and  a  few  at  a  session.  It  is  not  a  case  in 
which  it  is  advisable  to  promote  double  births  and  even 
litters;  far  better  for  the  Senate  to  imitate,  in  the  crea- 
tion of  these  corporations,  the  slow  and  parsimonious 
gestation  of  the  elephant,  than  to  emulate  the  rapid  and 
prolific  fecundity  of  the  rabbit.  Even  in  New  York, 
that  dtate  so  much  reproached  for  the  multiplication  of 
banks,  they  still  produce  them  at  single  births. 

Mr.  B.  objected,  in  the  next  place,  to  these  charters, 
because  they  were  renewals;  they  were  all  renewals, 
and  some  of  them  for  a  third  time.  This  was  adding 
perpetuity  to  monopoly.  It  was  perpetuating  a  privi- 
lege. It  was  bad  enough  to  grant  exclusive  privileges 
in  the  first  instance;  it  was  fiir  worse  to  renew  and  per 
petuate  them.  It  was  perpetuating  privileges  in  the 
hands  of  a  few;  in  the  hands  of  a  little  family  circle,  or 
in  a  little  knot,  or  nest  of  men,  who,  having  got  posses- 
sion of  a  bank,  concentrate  all  its  power  and  all  its  ben- 
efits in  the  hands  of  some  half  dozen  or  dozen  individu- 
als, to  the  exclusion  and  prejudice  of  the  existing  com- 
munity, and  of  the  whole  rising  generation.  He  was 
against  renewals  of  charters.  It  was  not  only  wrong  to 
perpetuate  them,  but  right  to  wind  them  up,  and  see 
whether  they  were  able  to  wind  up.  There  was  no 
way  to  ascertain  their  condition  but  to  wind  them  up. 
The  exhibition  of  their  books  and  papers  was  nothing. 
I'he  worst  banks  often  make  the  best  exhibitions.  Fi- 
nally, if  banks  were  beneficial  institutions,  they  ought  to 
be  diffused;  they  ought  to  change  hands;  they  should 
be  subjected  to  the  law  of  rotation.  If  bad,  they  ought 
to  be  restrained  and  checked. 

A  third  objection  taken  by  Mr.  B.  to  what  he  called 
this  oven-full  of  banks,  was,  that  part  of  the  batch  was 
spoih;  three  of  them  were  broken;  three  of  them  had 
stopped  payment — had  stopped  during  the  panic  of 
1834 — and  when  there  was  no  necessity  for  a  good  bank 
to  stop,  as  was  proved  by  the  fact  that  oAt  of  750  banks 
in  the  United  States  none  but  these  three,  and  one  more 
in  Baltimore,  closed  their  doors.  The  three  to  which 
this  objection  applied  were,  the  Farmers  and  Mechan- 
ics' Bank  of  Georgetown,  the  Bank  of  Washington,  and 
tlie  Patriotic  Bank  of  Washington.  Without  the  slight- 
est reference  to  the  question  whether  these  stoppages 
were  the  result  of  good  or  bad  intentions,  Mr.  B.  held 
it  to  be  sufficient  that,  in  point  of  fact,  they  did  stop 
when  no  others,  but  one,  in  the  country  stopped:  a  de- 
fect of  some  sort  was  thereby  established  to  be  in  them; 
and  surely  the  country  was  not  so  bad  off  for  banks  as 
to  be  without  the  means  of  getting  any  unless  they  take 
these  defective  ones!  Banks  which  stop  in  this  way 
prove  that  the  fault  is  in  themselves;  that  the  cause  of 
failure  is  not  general,  but  particular;  is  not  in  the  coun- 
try, but  in  themselves.  There  is  a  presumption  against 
them,  and  they  should  be  set  aside;  there  is  a  flaw  in 
them,  and  they  should  be  examined  by  themselves; 
there  is  a  leprous  spot  upon  them,  and  they  should  be 
separated  from  the  rest.  This  single  cause,  then,  with- 
out reference  to  good  or  bad  intentions,  without  refer- 
ence to  necessity  or  wilfulness  in  the  failure,  should  be 
•uflicient  to  prevent  the  renewals  of  the  charters  to 
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these  three  banks,  and,  by  consequence,  to  prevent  the 
renewal  of  all  that  are  in  the  same  bill  with  them.  A 
lesson  of  public  justice  should  be  taught,  that  a  few 
banks  which  have  failed  when  others  did  not,  are  no 
lunger  entitled  to  public  favor;  that  they  are  no  longer 
upon  a  footing  with  other  banks,  and  must  not  only  go 
down  themselves,  but  carry  down  those  which  embark  in 
the  same  vessel  with  them.  Not  only  justice  upon  the 
past,  but  security  for  the  future,  requires  this  discrimi- 
nation. A  bank  should  see  that,  to  fail,  when  others 
generally  do  not,  is  to  die;  and  the  fear  of  this  would 
stimulate  it  to  the  greatest  exertions  to  avoid  a  stop- 

This  should  be  the  fate  of  banks  stopping  payment 
when  others  do  not,  without  regard  to  the  cause  of  the 
stoppage;  but  in  the  case  of  the  three  banks  referred 
to,  there  are  special  reasons  for  placing  them  under  the 
ban  of  legislation.  They  stopped  at  a  time,  and  under 
circumstances,  to  forfeit  the  confidence  of  the  country, 
and  certainly  to  lose  all  title  to  the  favor  of  the  democ- 
racy of  the  Union.  Materials  would  be  forthcoming— 
and  here  Mr.  B.  alluded  to  the  labors  of  the  select  com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Representotives  on  the  banks  of 
the  District— materials  would  be  forthcoming,  he  un- 
dertook  to  say,  before  these  charters  had  made  their 
way  through  all  the  forms  of  legislation,  which  would 
enable  gentlemen  to  speak  with  precision,  and  to  form 
opinions  from  authentic  daU  in  hand.  The  extreme 
meagerness  of  the  report  of  the  Senate's  committee, 
was  a  deficiency  to  be  regretted;  but  the  select  commit- 
tee of  the  House  might  supply  what  was  wanting,  and 
the  inference  was  strong  in  favor  of  the  fulness  of  their 
report  from  what  is  well  understood,  namely,  that  that 
committee  has  arrived  at  conclusions  directly  the  re- 
verse of  those  which  have  been  presented  by  the  Sen- 
ate's  committee.  He  would  limit  himself,  then,  to  say- 
ing, that  these  banks  stopped  payment  during  the  panic 
session  of  Congress  in  1834,'^and  resumed  payment 
shortly  after  the  Congress  adjourned;  thai  there  were 
reasons  for  believing,  and  of  this  he  had  shown  some 
evidence  when  he  spoke  some  days  before,  that  they 
stopped  voluntarily,  and  in  conformity  witli  the  predic 
tions  daily  made  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  *and  re- 
sumed again  voluntarily  when  they  found  that  other 
banks  would  not  obey  the  predictions,  and  after  the  la- 
boring part  of  the  community  had  been  fleeced  of  the 
notes  which  they  held,  and  some  uninitiated  stockhold- 
ers had  been  fleeced  of  their  stock.  He  presumed 
there  would  be  materials  for  forming  a  judgment  upon 
all  these  points  before  the  two  Houses  of  Congress 
were  done  with  the  subject;  and  that  the  delinquent  in- 
stitutions could  not  be  saved  by  the  expedient  of  put- 
ting  them  into  the  same  bill  with  the  deposite  bank  of 
the  District.  He,  for  one,  could  not  be  coerced  by  that 
conjunction.  The  administration  can  do  better  without 
a  deposite  bank,  than  with  it,  in  this  District.  The 
Treasurer  can  be  treasurer  here,  and  can  keep  gold  and 
pay  it  out,  and  give  checks  on  any  part  of  the  United 
States  to  those  who  do  not  choose  to  receive  their  mo- 
ney here.  At  the  most,  it  would  only  want  a  bank  of 
discount  and  deposite,  not  of  circulation. 

Pursuing  his  objections,  and  dealing,  more  than  he 
would  wish,  in  general  statements,  for  want  of  fulness 
and  precision  in  the  committee's  report,  Mr.  B.  arrived 
at  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  actual  condition  of  these 
banks — the  whole  seven  taken  together,  as  they  came 
together,  and  had  evinced  a  determination  to  live  and 
die  together.  Taken  in  the  lump,  and  he  prestimed  it 
might  be  inid  that,  jiince  they  were  all  rechartered  in 
1821,  they  had  gone  sadly  and  rapidly  down  the  road  to 
^  rain;  that  they  had  wasted  and  sunk  about  one  half  of 
their  capital,  and  had  locked  up  in  permanent  loans  to 
friends,  in  real  estate,  in  stocks,  in  mortgages,  in  debts 


sued  for,  and  in  accommodations  to  non-residents,  nearly 
the  whole  amount  of  the  remaining  half;  so  that  a  mere 
modicum,  a  fragment  of  the  half  of  the  capital  now  sup- 
posed to  be  remaining,  would  alone  remain  disposable 
and  available  as  active  capital  for  the  use  of  the^ommu- 
nity.  To  charter  banks  for  two  millions  and  a  auarter» 
thus  reduced  and  cramped,  thus  fettered  and  clogged, 
thus  pre-occupied  and  pre-engaged,  thus  whittled  away 
to  nothing,  was,  not  to  create  public  institutions,  but 
merely  to  perpetuate  old  monopolies  and  inveterate 
abuses  in  the  hands  of  half  a  dozen  knots  and  clusters  of 
individuals. 

Mr.  B.  objected  to  the  material  of  which  the  capital 
of  these  banks  might  consist.  In  five  of  them  it  was  to 
be  composed  of  specie,  and  funds  equivalent  to  specie  $ 
and  in  the  new  one  proposed  to  be  constituted  out  of  the 
two  old  ones,  the  capital  was  to  consist  of  specie,  and  of 
specie  funds,  and  of  property  equivalent  to  specie;  the 
proportion  of  either  not  fixed.  He  repudiated  all  idea 
of  this  composition  of  capital,  even  if  the  proportions  of 
specie,  paper,  and  property  had  been  fixed.  But  it  was 
not;  and  the  terms  of  the  charter  might  be  satisfied  by 
putting  up  a  five  cent  piece  in  silver,  and  the  rest  in 
stocks,  or  stock  notes,  or  notes  of  other  banks,  or  bills 
of  exchange,  real  or  fictitious,  or  in  any  kind  of  real  or 
personal  estate  which  the  laws  of  the  District  recognised 
to  be  property.  Certainly  slaves  were  the  best  property 
in  the  District;  they  were  most  easily  exchanged  for  mo- 
ney; and  as  the  report  of  the  committee  acknowledged 
the  necessity  of  giving  solid  foundations  to  their  litter  of 
banks,  and  limited  the  property  part  of  the  capital  to 
that  kind  of  property  which  was  «*  altogether'*  equivalent 
to  specie,  the  inference  might  be  drawn  that  slaves  were 
intended.  He  would  not,  however,  draw  that  inference. 
It  was  sufficient  that  the  charter  allowed  property  and 
paper  to  constitute  a  part  of  the  capital;  this  was  a  fatal 
concession,  in  his  view,  and  he  would  have  no  act  nor 
part  in  the  creation  of  institutions  so  to  be  constituted. 

Mr.  B.  objected  to  the  amount  of  capital  to  be  granted 
to  these  banks,  upon  the  ground  that  the  District  of 
Columbia  was  unable  to  raise  two  millions  and  a  «iuarter 
of  dollars  to  sustain  them.  This,  he  said,  was  confessed 
in  the  bill;  for  it  was  evidently  on  the  known  inability  of 
the  District  to  raise  the  amount  in  ^Id  and  silver,  that 
psper  and  property  were  to  be  received  as  capital.  But 
it  needed  not  the  confession  of  the  bill  to  establish  the 
fact.  Our  own  tables  were  loaded,  our  own  ears  were 
filled,  our  recent  legislation  was  pregnant  with  the 
proof.  'What  have  we  been  petitioned  to  do  for  the  last 
twelve  yesrs?  First,  to  allow  the  District  to  boi^ow 
money  in  Europe!  What  next?  Why,  to  pay  the  in- 
terest on  that  loan!  And  what  next?  Wh^,  to  pay  the 
principal  also!  And  we  have  done  it!  Paid  both  prin- 
cipal and  interest  on  the  loan  which  we  authorized,  and 
that  under  the  loud  and  incessant  cry  of  insolvency!  un- 
der the  reiterated,  solemn,  and  persevering  declaration, 
that  they  could  pay  neither  principal  nor  interest,  and 
must  be  sold  to  the  Dutch  if  Congress  did  not  assume 
their  debt!  Under  these  moving  appeals  Congress  has 
interposed,  and  becomes  paymaster  for  the  Holland  bebt, 
both  principal  and  interest,  and  scarcely  is  this  done, 
before  these  same  cities  want  charters  for  banks— for 
two  millions  and  a  quarter  of  banks — and  autboritjr  to 
issue  currency,  and  to  infest  the  land  with  two  milliona 
and  a  quarter  of  bank  notes! 

Mr.  B.  took  a  higher  ground  of  objection  to  the 
amount  of  the  proposed  capital  of  these  banks;  and  that 
was,  that  the  District  could  not  use  it  if  it  had  it.  They 
could  lend  it,  he  would  admit;  but  he  denied  that  the 
borrowers  could  use  it.  Thev  could  not  use  or  employ 
two  millions  and  a  quarter  of  loans  and  currency,  and 
that  of  itself,  without  looking  to  the  supply  of  currency 
which  they  daily  receive  from  the  Govemnent  expendl- 
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tures,  and  froni  the  influx  of  visiters.  This  was  not  mat- 
ter of  assertion  and  guess,  but  of  calculation  and  science. 
The  amount  of  currency  employable  in  any^community 
was  a  matter  of  business  and  not  of  legislation.  It  was 
governed  by  the  laws  of  trade,  and  not  by  the  laws  of 
legislative  bodies.  It  depended  upon  principles,  and 
not  upon  arbitrary  regulations;  and  it  was  in  vain  to  give 
a  community  more  currency  than  could  be  employed  in 
their  current  business.  The  excess  would  go  ofT;  and 
if  it  was  a  mixed  currency,  the  gold  would  go  first,  the 
silver  next:  bank  notes  only  would  remain.  This  was 
the  immutable  law  of  currency;  and  there  were  ascer- 
tained principles  in  the  science  of  political  economy, 
which  would  enable  any  informed  man  to  arrive  at  prac- 
tical results,  and  to  say,  with  sufficient  precision,  what 
amount  of  currency  any  community  could  use,  and  ought 
to  possess.  There  are  data  by  which  to  calculate  this 
amount.  One  of  these  data  is  found  in  the  total  amount 
of  the  annual  payments  of  (he  community;  for  it  is  known 
that  the  tenth  part  of  the  amount  of  the  annual  payments 
IS  sufficient  for  the  amount  of  currency.  Another  of 
these  data  is  found  in  the  amount  of  population,  and  the 
extent  and  activity  of  their  business;  fourteen  and  fifteen 
dollars  per  head  being  found  sufficient  in  England  and 
in  France,  and  four  dollars  per  head  being  sufficient  m 
Bussia.  Try  the  District  of  Columbia  by  either  of  these 
criterions,  and  the  improvidence  of  these  charters  for 
two  and  one-quarter  millions  of  currency  will  strike 
every  imagination.  First,  its  annual  payments.  They 
cannot  amount  to  ten  times  the  amount  of  these  charters! 
much  less  to  ten  times  that  amount,  with  the  amount  put 
into  circulation  here  by  the  Government,  and  by  visiters 
into  the  bargain!  Next,  try  it  by  the  population.  The 
census  of  the  District  gives  forty  thousand  souls,  slaves  in- 
clusive. This,  upon  the  basis  of  the  French  and  English 
supply,  would  require  about  six  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars; but  the  District  of  Columbia  had  not  the  commerce, 
manufactures,  and  agriculture  of  France  and  England, 
and  could  not  employ  as  much  currency.  Four  hundred 
thousand  dollars  would  imply  annual  payments  to  the 
amount  of  four  millions;  and  that  by  the  population  of 
the  District  is  certainly  beyond  the  amount  of  the  pay- 
ments made  in  these  ten  miles  square,  exclusively  of  the 
Government,  and  those  who  receive  their  supply  of  mo- 
ney from  the  Government.  Be  this  as  it  may,  assume 
it  at  what  you  please,  and  there  is  no  need  for  banks  of 
circulation  here.  The  Government  pays  out  above  a 
million  annually^  and  is  now  paying  that  in  gold  and  sil- 
ver; visiters  are  supposed  to  pay  out  near  half  a  million 
more;  so  that  here  is  nearly  three  times  as  much  currency 
annually  furnished  to  the  District  as  it  can  use  or  employ; 
and  hence  results  that  there  is  not  the  slightest  pretext 
lor  an  increase  from  domestic  banks.  The  District  needs 
no  banks  of  circulation !  Banks  of  discount  and  deposite, 
to  make  loans,  keep  money,  transfer  credits,  and  deal 
in  exchanges,  with  a  law  to  exclude  from  the  District 
bank  notes  of  less  than  twenty  dollars  issued  elsewhere, 
are  wanted;  but  no  banks  to  issue  paper  money  are 
wanted.  The  District  needs  no  such  banks;  and  as  for 
the  Federal  Government,  it  needs  none  here  of  any  kind. 
The  Treasurer  ought  to  keep  and  pay  out  the  public 
monev  here.  Public  .money,  at  this  place,  should  not 
be  a  fund  for  making  loans. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  had  wished  to  have  been  on  a  select 
committee  for  the  charter  of  these  banks;  he  wished  to 
have  revived  the  idea  of  a  bank  without  circulation,  and 
to  have  disconnected  the  Government  from  the  banking 
of  the  District.  He  had  failed  in  his  attempt  to  raise 
such  a  committee;  and,  as  an  individual  member  of  the 
Senate,  he  could  now  do  no  more  than  mention  in  debate 
the  ideas  which  he  would  have  wished  to  have  ripened 
intD  legislatiDn  through  the  instrumentality  of  a  com- 
mittee, 


Mr.  B.  said  he  had  demonstrated  that  no  bank  of  cir- 
culation ought  to  be  authorized  in  this  District;  and,  he 
would  add,  that  none  to  furnish  currency,  except  of 
large  notes,  ought  to  be  authorized  any  where;  yet  what 
are  we  doing'  We  are  breeding  six  little  corporations  at 
abirth,toissue$3,250,000of  paper  currency;  and  on  what 
terms?  No  bonus;  no  tax  on  the  capital ;  none  on  the  circu- 
lation; no  reduction  of  interest  in  lieu  of  bonus  or  tax; 
no  specie  but  what  the  stockholders  please  to  put  in; 
and  no  liability  on  the  part  of  the  stockholders  for  a  -fail- 
ure of  these  corporations  to  redeem  their  notes  and  pay 
their  debts.  This  is  what  we  are  doing;  and  now  let  us 
see  what  burdens  and  taxes  these  six  corporations  will 
impose  upon  the  business  part  of  the  community— the 
productive  classes  amonoc  which  they  are  to  be  perpet- 
uated. First,  there  is  the  support  of  these  3ix  corpora- 
tion governments;  for  every  bank  must  have  a  govern- 
ment, like  a  State  or  kingdom;  and  the  persons  who 
administer  these  corporation  governments  must  be  paid, 
and  paid  by  the  people,  and  that  according  to  the  ratea 
fixed  by  themselves,  and  not  by  the  people.  Each  of 
these  six  banks  must  have  its  president,  cashier,  clerks, 
and  messengers;  its  notary  public  to  protest  notes;  and 
iU  attorney  to  bring  suits.  The  aggregate  salaries,  fees, 
and  perquisites,  of  all  these  officers  of  the  six  banks 
will  be  the  first  tax  on  the  people.  Next  comes  the 
profits  to  the'  stockholders.  The  nelt  profits  of  banks 
are  usually  eight  to  ten  per  cent,  at  present;  tlie  gross 
profits  are  several  per  cent,  more;  and  the  gross  profits 
are  what  the  people  pay.  -Assuming  the  gross  profits 
to  be  twelve  per  cent.,  an4  the  annual  levy  upon  the 
commuuity  will  be  about  $270,000.  The  third  loss  to 
the  community  will  be  on  the  fluctuations  of  prices  of 
labor  and  property,  and  the  rise  and  fall  of  stocks,  from 
the  expansions  and  contractions  of  currency,  produced 
by  making  money  plenty  or  scarce,  as  it  suits  the  inter* 
est  of  the  bank  managers.  This  item  cannot  be  calcu- 
lated, and  depends  entirely  upon  the  moderation  and 
consciences  of  the  Neptunes  who  preside  over  the  flux 
and  reflux  of  the  paper  ocean,  and  to  whom  all  tides, 
whether  of  ebb  or  flow,  and  all  conditions  of  the  sea, 
whether  of  calm  or  storm,  are  equally  welcome,  equally 
auspicious,  and  equally  productive.  Then  come  three 
other  heads  of  loss  to  the  community  and  profit  to  the 
bank:  loss  of  notes  from  wear  and  tear,  counterfeita  im- 
posed  upon  the  people  for  good  notes,  and  good  notes 
rejected  by  the  banks  for  counterfeits;  and  then  the 
loss  to  the  holders  from  the  stoppage  and  failure  of 
banks,  and  the  shaving  in  of  notes  and  stocks.  Such 
are  the  burdens  and  taxes  to  be  imposed  upon  the  peo- 
ple to  give  them  a  paper  currency,  when,  if  the  paper 
currency  were  kept  away,  and  only  large  notes  used,  as 
in  France,  they  would  have  a  gold  and  silver  currency 
without  paying  a  tax  to  any  body  for  it,  and  without  be- 
ing  subject  to  any  of  the  frightful  evils  resulting  from 
the  paper  system.  On  this  pomt,  Mr.  B.  wished  to  have 
the  benefit  of  authority  superadded  to  the  weight  of  rea- 
son; he  wished  to  have  the  voice  of  others  added  to  hia 
own;  and  for  that  purpose  he  would  have  recourse  to 
the  pages  of  our  early  history,  and  quote  the  opinions 
of  those  who  made  head  against  the  paper  system  at  its 
first  introduction  into  our  country,  and  whose  predictions 
then  have  long  since  been  converted  into  history.  He 
spoke  of  the  wise  men  who  opposed  the  establishment 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  in  1791,  and  would  use 
the  summary  of  their  argument  on  this  head  as  he  found 
it  collected  and  imbodied  in  the  Life  of  Washington,  by 
the  late  Chief  Justice  Marshall.  He  read  from  vol.  4, 
page  346: 

••  The  banishment  of  coin  would  be  completed  by  ten 
millions  of  paper  money  in  the  form  of  bank  bills  which 
were  then  issuing  into  circulation.  Nor  would  this  be 
the  only  mischief  resulting  from  the  iiislitutiuu  of  the 
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bank.  The  ten  or  twelve  per  cent,  annual  profit  paid 
to  the  lenders  oFthiB  paper  medium  would  be  taken  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  people,  who  would  have  had,  with- 
out interest,  the  coin  it  was  banishing^.'' 

Mr.  B.  wished  that  this  brief  paragraph  could  reach 
the  eyes  and  the  ears  of  every  citizen  of  the  United 
States.  He  wished  it  was  printed  in  letters  of  gold,  and 
framed,  and  hung  up  in  every  citizen'^  house.  More  than 
that:  he  wised  it  was  planted  in  the  heart,  and  engraven 
on  the  memory,  of  every  voter  and  of  every  law-maker 
in  the  Union.  The  single  view  that  is  here  presented, 
independent 'of  all  other  evils  of  a  paper  currency,  the 
single  view  of  paper  money  expelling  hard  money,  and 
then  costing  the  people  ten  or  twelve  per  cent,  per  an- 
num, while  hard  money  would  have  cost  them  nothing, 
would  certainly  open  the  eyes  of  all  disinterested  per- 
sons, and  induce  them  to  unite  with  one  voice  to  limit 
and  restrict  a  currency  unknown  to  the  constitution, 
injurious  in  so  many  ways,  and  crowning  its  evils  by 
banishing  specie,  and  taxing  the  community  to  support 
itself. 

Mr.  B.  said  that  he  was  thoroughly  opposed  to  the 
banking  system,  especially  as  carried  on  i»the  United 
States,,  where  every  bank  was  an  issuer  of  paper  cur- 
rency. But  the  evil  had  become  too  large;  banks  of 
circulation  were  too  firmly  fixed  upon  the  people;  "they 
were  too  securely  seated  in  the  saddle,  booted  and  spur- 
red,*'  to  be  successfully  met  at  present  by  direct  oppo- 
sition. Palliatives,  ameliorations,  restrictions,  limita- 
tions, safe-guards,  something  to  lighten  the  burden  and 
to  lessen  the  danger  to  the  people,  and  to  check  the  on- 
ward march  of  the  paper  power,  was  all  that  could  n«w 
be  attempted;  and  in  that  view  he  had  offered  some 
amendments  to  the  bill  when  it  was  first  under  consider- 
ation, and  would  state  them  again,  and  offer  some  rea- 
sons in  their  favor,  in  the  hope  that  thev  might  yet  find 
favor  before  the  bill  was  finally  disposed  of. 

Mr.  B.  then  read  his  proposed  amendments,  modified 
in  the  two  particulars  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Vork,  [Mr.  'Wright,]  and  contained  in  his  motion 
to  recommit  the  bill  with  instructions: 

"  To  report  a  bill  to  wind  up  the  affairs  of  all  the 
banks  now  existing  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to 
allow  them  to  use  their  corporate  name  and  faculties  for 
two  years  for  that  purpose: 

"To  report  separate  bills  for  the  incorporation  of 

new  banks,  with  small  capitals,  adapted  to  the 

capacity  of  the  District  to  sustain  specie  banks,  and 
strictly  limited  to  the  business  of  the  place;  the  said  cor- 
porations to  contain,  among  other  provisions,  the  fol- 
lowing principles: 

*'l.  The  capital  to  consist  of  gold  and  silver,  one 
half  of  each;  stock,  stock  notes,  notes  of  other  banks, 
and  every  thing  but  gold  and  silver,  to  be  excluded  from 
the  capital. 

"2.  The  banks  to  pay  no  bonus;  but  the  s'ock  to  be 
subject  to  taxation,  like  any  other  property  in  the  Dis- 
trict. The  notes  issued  by  the  banks  to  be  subject  to 
taxation. 

"  3.  Every  stockholder  to  be  liable  to  the  creditors  of 
the  bank,  for  the  debts  of  the  institution,  to  the  amount 
of  his  stock,  in  the  event  of  the  failure  of  the  bank  to 
pay  gold  and  silver;  with  summary  process  for  the  re- 
covery; and  all  alienations  of  stock  to  avoid  this  liability, 
to  be  void. 

"4.  The  banks  to  issue  no  notes  of  Kss  denominatioif 
than  twenty  dollars;  and  all  notes  of  less  denomination 
than  twenty  dollars,  issued  by  other  banks,  to  be  pro- 
hibited from  circulation  within  the  District. 

**5.  All  the  notes  and  paper  currency  issued  by  said 
banks  to  be  paid  in  gold  and  silver;  one  half  of  either 
at  the  option  of  the  depiander,  the  other  half  at  the  op- 
tion of  the  bank. 


"6.  The  banks  to  own  no  real  estate,  except  for 
their  immediate  accommodation. 

"7.  To  deal  in  nothing  but  gold  and  silver  bullion, 
and  in  foreign  and  domestic  bills  of  exchange.  The 
charters  to  be  forfeited  for  selling  any  coin  made  cur- 
rent by  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

"  8.  The  charters  to  be  limited  to  moderate  terms  of 
years,  and  to  expire  at  different  periods  from  each 
other. 

"9.  The  charters  to  be  alterable,  amenadable,  and 
repealable,  at  the  will  of  Congress,  and  not  renewable 
under  any  terms  whatever." 

Mr.  B.  gave  his  reasons  for  proposing  each  of  those 
ameliorations;  and,  first,  as  to  the  improvement  in  form- 
ing the  capital  of  the  banks.  This  was  a  point  at  which 
all  banks,  old  and  new,  needed  attention.  Three  hun- 
dred millions  of  banking  capital  within  the  United 
States  were  reported  to  be  paid  in,  and  this  payment 
could  only  be  made  in  specie,  or  in  what  is  called 
*<  specie  funds."  At  the  same  time  it  is  well  known  that 
the  whole  amount  of  specie  in  the  United  States  is  be- 
tween sixty  and  seventy  millions  of  dollars,  and  that  the 
banks  have  not  got  the  half  of  this  in  their  vaults.  It 
results  then  that  if  the  banks  possessed  every  hard  dol- 
lar that  there  is.  in  the  United  States,  it  would  not  form 
more  than  one  fifth  part  of  the  capitals  paid  in;  so  that 
the  other  four  fiflhs  must  consist  of  what  is  called 
** specie  funds."  This  is  a  most  indefinite  phrase,  hav- 
ing no  fixed  meaning,  or  any  limitation  upon  the  extent 
of  its  comprehensive  grasp;  it  is  generally,  however, 
conceded  to  comprehend  all  the  varieties  of  stocks, 
fancy  inclusive,  which  can  be  soU  in  the  market  for 
money;  all  the  notes  of  all  the  banks  which,  for  the 
time  being,  pay  specie;  the  stock  notes  of  all  the  stock- 
holders; the  notes  of  the  bank  itself,  af\er  the  first  "in- 
stalment, which  can  be  lent  to  the  stokholders  on  stock 
notes,  and  paid  in  for  capital;  all  bills  of  exchange, 
real  or  fictitious,  which  are  drawn  in  legal  form,  so  as 
to  present  the  names  of  drawers,  pa>er8,  and  endorsers; 
and,  finally,  all  sorts  of  paper  securities  which  it  is  assu- 
med can  be  sold  for  specie.  Out  of  such  **  specie  fund:*" 
as  these,  it  may  be  conjectured  that  near  four  fifths  of  . 
the  capitals  of  the  banks  in  the  United  States  must  be 
now  composed;  and,  consequently,  .that  the  banking 
system  of  the  United  Slates  is  resting  upon  paper  foumj. 
ations,  and  that  there  is  not  specie  enough  in  the  whole 
Union  by  five  to  one  to  convert  these  paper  foundation^i 
into  gold  and  silver  foundations!  And  these  banks  issue 
nearty  all  the  currency  which  the  people,  the  State 
Governments,  and  the  Federal  Government  use!  Sucli 
is  the  state  of  the  currency  under  a  constitution  which 
recognises  nothing  but  gold  and  silver  for  currency, 
and  one  of  whose  main  objects  was  to  save  the  peo- 
ple from  the  curse  of  paper  money.  To  correct,  in 
some  degree,  this  enormous  and  alarming  evil,  to  pro- 
vide at  least  a  specie  basis  for  the  banks  which  Congress 
creates  at  the  seat  of  Government,  Mr.  B.  was  in  favor  of 
limiting  the  capital  to  gold  and  silver,  and  that  in  equal 
proportion  of  each,  in  order  to  ensure  a  gold  currency, 
as  well  as  a  silver  currency  to  the  people.  The  advan- 
tages to  the  country  would  be  great  from  this  im- 
provement in  the  formation  of  bank  capital.  It  would 
limit  the  number  of  the  banks,  keep  their  capitals 
within  some  bounds,  make  their  foundations  more  solid, 
prevent  them  banking  on  each  other,  and  make  gold, 
as  well  as  silver,  a  part  of  the  capital  of  every  bank. 

The  next  improvement  which  Mr.  B.  proposed  was 
the  taxation  of  the  capital,  and  also  of  the  circulation  of 
the  bank,  in  lieu  of  the  composition  usually  given  under 
the  name  of  bonus.  Such  compositions  were  always 
a  deception  and  illusion;  for  no  bank  would  give  a 
bonus  except  to  g^t  it  back,  with  a  profit  upon  it;  and, 
therefore,  the  larger  the  bonus  the  larger  the  profits  of 
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the  bank,  and  the  burdens  of  the  people.  In  the  char- 
ters now  proposed,  the  bonus  is  dropped,  which  would 
be  right  if  any  thing  was  substituted,  but  nothing  is  sub- 
stituted for  it !  and  thereby,  the  great  privileges  and  ad- 
vantages which  these  charters  vest  in  the  corporators  are 
a  mere  gift  and  gratuity,  freely  bestowed  by  the  munifi- 
cence, or  improvidence,  of  Congress,  and  that  upon  indi- 
viduals who  had  already  enjoyed  these  privileges  for 
twenty  and  thirty  years.  That  bank  capital  should  pay 
taxes  like  any  other  property,  ia  a  proposition  too  self-evi- 
dently  just  to  admit  of  argument.  Bank  capital  is  more 
able  to  pay  taxes  than  any  other  kind  of  property,  because 
it  is  a  moneyed  property,  and  produces  money,  and  that 
more  readily  and  largely  than  any  other  kind  of  property. 
The  compositions  made  by  banks  in  the  form  of  bonuses, 
is  the  acknowledgment  of  their  obligation  to  pay  a  tax{ 
but  it  is  unjust  to  the  community  to  exempt  these  corpo- 
raliona  from  taxes  in  exchange  for  an  inadequate  and  illu- 
sory bonus,  which  is  always  g^t  back  with  usurious  in- 
terest. Every  State  should  tax  its  bank  capital,  not  by 
composition  before  hand,  but  by  annual  levy;  in  many 
States  the  proceeds  of  that  tax  would  form  a  large  item 
in  the  annual  income,  and  would  lessen  the  burden  upon 
the  rest  of  the  community.  In  this  District,  the  District 
authorities  should  have  power  to  tax  the  two  millions 
and  a  quarter  of  bank  capital  proposed  to  be  created:  it 
should  stand  at  the  head  of  the  list  of  its  taxable  proper- 
ty, and  at  the  present  rate  of  taxation  in  the  District, 
which  he  believed  was  above  a  cent  on  the  dollar's 
worth  of  property,  the  income  from  this  item  would  be 
most  sensibly  and  beneficially  felt. 

Taxing  the  circulatiun  of  banks  was  another  improve- 
ment which  went  hand  in  hand  with  taxing  the  capital, 
and  might  be  used  for  two  distinct  and  beneficial  pur- 
t)08^9:  first,  to  raise  revenue;  and,  next,  to  suppress 
small  notes.  The  United  States  did  not  need  revenue 
at  present,  and,  therefore,  might  not  resort  to  the  taxa* 
tion  of  bank  notes  for  either  object;  but  in  1813  and 
1814,  she  did  need  revenue,  and  did  tax  all  the  bank 
notes  issued  in  the  United  States.  It  was  done  by  a 
stamp  duty;  with  the  privilege  to  each  bank  of  com- 
pounding for  the  tax  in  detail,  by  paying  a  sum  in  gross. 
In  England,  bank  notes  are  taxed,  and  have  been  for 
many  years,  snd  now  yield  a  handsome  sum.  He  (Mr. 
B.)  had  a  note  of  the  taxes  paid  by  the  Bank  of  England 
on  its  circulation,  for  half  a  century,  some  parts  of  which 
he  would  state,  premising  that  acts  of  Parliament  im- 
posed a  stamp  duty  on  the  notes,  with  the  privilege  of 
compounding  for  a  gross  sum.  In  1791,  the  composi- 
tion was  £12,000  sterling  per  annum;  in  1799,  the  com- 
position was  £20,000  for  notes  of  £5  and  upwards,  and 
£4,000  for  notes  less  than  £5;  in  1804,  the  composition 
was  £32,000;  in  1808,  it  was  £42,000;  and  in  1815  it 
was  £94,500,  or  nearly  half  a  million  of  dollars.  The 
mode  of  composition  in  England  was  by  paying  so  much 
(£3,500  after  1815)  per  million  on  the  average  circula- 
tion of  the  preceding  year.  The  separate  tax,  and 
separate  composition,  for  notes  under  £5,  was  a  happy 
expedient  for  restricting  and  keeping  under  that  species 
of  circulation,  and  if  adopted  in  the  United  States,  might 
effectually  suppress  all  notes  under  $20,  or,  what  is  bet- 
ter, under  $100.  The  States  may  do  it  at  once,  for  they 
all  need  revenue;  and  the  United  States  can  do  it,  with- 
out question,  whenever  she  may  need  it;  and  that  will 
be  much  sooner  than  persons  now  suppose.  The  impo- 
sition of  a  tax  for  the  suppression  of  small  notes  has 
been  expressly  recommended  by  Mr.  Gallatin;  and  Mr. 
B.  would  read  a  paragraph  from  his  Essay  on  Banks  and 
Currency  (1830)  to  that  effect. 

'*  Congress  has  power  to  lay  stamp  duties  on  notes,  on 
hank  notes,  and  on  any  description  of  bank  notes.  That 
power  has  already  been  exercised;  and  the  duties  may 
be  laid  to  such  an  amount,  and  in  such  a  manner,  as  may 


be  necessary  to  efifect  the  object  intended.  This  object 
is  not  merely  to  provide  generally  for  the  general  wel- 
fare, but  to  carry  into  effect,  in.  conformity  with  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  8th  section  of  the  first  article,  those 
several  and  express  provisions  of  the  constitution  which 
vest  in  Congress  exclusively,  the  control  over  the  mone- 
tary system  of  the  United  States^  and  more  particularly 
those  which  imply  the  necessity  of  a  uniform  currency. 
The  exercise  of  the  power  for  that  object  is  free  of  any 
constitutional  objection,  provided  the  duties  thus  laid 
shall  be  uniform,  and  applied  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  as  well  as  to  the  State  banks.  The  act  of  laying  and 
collecting  the  duties,  which  is  expressly  granted,  is  alone 
sufficient  to  effect  the  object.  *  *  *  Congress  may, 
if  it  deems  it  proper,  lay  a  stamp  duty  on  small  notes, 
whieh  will  entirely  put  an  end  to  their  circulation*  It 
may  lay  such  a  duty  on  all  bank  notes  as  would  convert 
all  the  banks  into  banks  of  discount  and  deposite  only, 
annihilate  the  paper  currency,  and  render  a  bank  of 
the  United  States  unnecessary  in  reference  to  that  ob- 
ject." 

Mr.  B.  said  that  these  were  most  important  and  most 
cheering  suggestions.  They  showed  that  it  was  in  the 
power  of  Congress  to  regulate  the  paper  system  of  the 
whole  Union,  to  hold  all  the  banks  in  check,  to  suppress 
what  notes  they  pleased;  and  he  for  one  would  wish  to 
suppress  all  under  $100,  but  must  limit  his  exertions, /or 
want  of  co-laborers,  not  for  want  of  will,  to  $20.  Mr. 
B.  took  a  pleasure  in  reminding  the  Senate  that  a  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia,  now  aguin  a  member  of  this  body, 
[Mr.  Rivxs,]  had  some  years  ago  pointed  to  this  taxing 
power  of  Congress  as  the  means  by  which  small  notes 
could  be  suppressed,  and  the  paper  currency  of  all  the 
States  completely  regulated;  and  he  should  be  happy  to 
follow  the  lead  of  that  gentleman  in  carrying  into  effect 
his  wise  and  patriotic  suggestion. 

A  third  improvement,  which  Mr.  B.  had  proposed 
upon  these  charters,  was  to  make  the  stockholders  lia- 
ble, each  to  the  amount  of  his  stock,  for  the  debts  of  the 
institution,  on  its  failure  to  pay  specie.  The  reasons  for 
this  liability  were  strong  and  palpable.  A  man  that  owes 
should  pay  while  he  has  property  to  pay  with;  and  it  is 
iniquitous  and  unjustifiable  that  a  bank  director,  or 
stockholder,  should  riot  in  wealth  while  the  business 
part  of  the  community  should  hold  the  bank  notes  which 
they  have  put  into  circulation,  and  be  able  to  get  noth- 
ing for  them  after  the  bank  had  closed  its  doors.  Such 
exemptions  are  contrary  to  the  rights  of  the  community, 
and  one  of  the  great  causes  of  the  failure  of  banks.  A 
liability  in  the  stockholders  is  one  of  the  best  securities 
which  the  public  can  have  for  the  correct  management 
and  solvency  of  the  institution.  The  famous  Scottish 
banks,  whicn,  in  upwards  of  one  hundred  years*  opera- 
tions, had  neither  once  convulsed  the  country  with  con- 
tractions and  expansions  nor  once  stopped  payment, 
were  constituted  upon  this  principle.  All  the  country 
banks  in  England,  and  all  the  bankers  on  the  continent 
of  Europe,  were  liable  to  a  still  greater  degree;  for  in 
them  each  stockholder,  or  partner,  was  liable,  individ- 
ually, fur  the  whole  amount  of  the  debts  of  the  bank. 
The  principle  proposed  to  be  incorporated  in  these  char- 
ters strikes  the  just  medium  between  the  common  law 
principle,  which  makes  each  partner  liable  for  the 
whole  debts  of  the  firm,  and  the  corporation  principle  in 
the  United  States,  which  absolves  each  from  all  liability, 
and  leaves  the  pennyless  and  soulless  carcase  of  a  de- 
funct and  eviscerated  bank  alone  responsible  to  the  com- 
munity. Liability  to  the  amount  of  the  stock  was  an 
equitable  principle,  and  with  a  summary  process  for  the 
recovery  of  the  amounts  of  notes  and  deposites,  and  the 
invalidity  of  transfers  of  stock  to  avoid  this  liability, 
would  be  found  a  good  remedy  for  a  great  evil.  If  the 
stockholders  in  the  three  banks  which  stopped  payment 
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in  this  city  daring  the  panic  session  had  been  thus  liable, 
the  notes  would  not  have  been  shaved  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  holders;  if  the  bank  which  stopped  in  Baltimore 
at  the  same  time,  had  been  subject  to  this  principle,  the 
riots,  which  have  afflicted  that  city  in  consequence  of 
that  stoppage,  would  not  have  taken  place.  Instead  of 
these  losses  and  riots,  law  and  remedy  would  have  pre- 
vailed; every  stockholder  would  have  been  summoned 
before  a  justice  of  the  peace— judgment  granted  against 
him  on  motion — for  the  amount  held  by  the  complainant; 
and  so  on,  until  all  were  paid,  or  he  could  plead  that  he 
had  paid  up  the  whole  amount  of  his  stock. 

A  fourth  improvement  which  Mr.  B.  had  proposed, 
was  to  limit  the  notes  issued  by  the  banks  to  the  minimum 
size  of  twenty  dollars,  and  to  exclude  all  notes  under 
thut  minimum,  issued  by  other  banks,  from  circulation 
within  the  District.  He  confessed  that  he  felt  an  extreme 
degree  of  mortification  in  making  a  motion  in  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  limit  the  size  of  bank  notes, 
when  this  Congress  was  sitting  here,  and  held  its  exist- 
ence by  virtue  of  a  constitution  which  recognised  noth- 
ing for  currency  but  gold  and  silver;  but  he  feared  he 
might  be  subject  to  a  still  greater  mortification  in  wit- 
nessing  the  failure  of  his  motion,  and  the  triumph  of  the 
paper  system  over  this  small  attempt  to  check  one  of  its 
greatest  abuses.  The  limit  of  twenty  dollars  was  the 
lowest  that  could  be  taken  to  accomplish  the  great  ob- 
jects in  view;  and  that  limit  was  not  assumed  arbitrarily, 
but  from  a  careful  observatfon  of  the  effect  of  different 
limits,  in  different  countries,  upon  the  nature  and 
amount  of  the  circulating  medium. 

The  great  evils  of  the  small  paper  currency  are,  1. 
To  banish  gold  and  silver.  2.  To  encourage  counterfeit- 
ing. 3.  To  destroy  the  standard  of  values.  4.  To  throw 
the  burdens  and  the  evils  of  the  paper  system  upon  the 
laboring  and  small  dealing  part  of  the  community. 

The  instinct  of  banks  to  sink  their  circulation  to  the 
lowest  denomination  of  notes  which  can  be  forced  up- 
on the  community,  is  a  trait  in  the  system  universally 
proved  to  exist  wherever  banks  of  circulation  have  been 
permitted  to  give  a  currency  to  a  country;  and  the  effect 
of  that  instinct  has  always  been  to  banish  gold  and  sil- 
ver. When  the  Bank  of  England  was  chartered,  in  the 
year  1694,  it  could  issue  no  note  less  than  £100  sterling; 
that  amount  was  gradually  reduced  by  the  persevering 
efforts  of  the  bank,  to  £50;  then  to  £20;  then  to  15; 
then  to  10;  at  last  to  5;  and  finally  to  £2  and  1.  Those 
last  denominations  were  not  reached  until  the  year  1797, 
or  until  one  hundred  and  three  years  after  the  institu- 
tion of  the  bank;  and  as  the  several  reductions  in  the 
size  of  the  notes,  and  the  consequent  increase  of  paper 
currency  took  place,  gold  became  more  and  more  scarce; 
and  with  the  issue  of  the  one  and  two  pound  notes,  it 
totally  disappeared  from  the  country. 

This  effect  was  foretold  by  all  political  economists, 
and  especially  by  Mr.  Burke,  then  aged  and  retired 
from  public  life,  who  wrote  from  his  retreat,  to  Mr. 
Canning,  to  say  to  Mr.  Pitt,  the  Prime  Minister,  these 
prophetic  words:  "If  this  bill  for  the  one  and  two 
pounds  is  permitted  to  pass,  we  shall  never  see  another 
guinea  in  England."  The  bill  did  pass,  and  the  predic- 
tion was  fulfilled;  for  not  another  guinea,  half  guinea, 
or  sovereign,  was  seen  in  England,  for  circulation,  un- 
til the  bill  was  repealed  two  and  twenty  years  after- 
wards! After  remaining  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century 
without  a  gold  circulation,  England  abolished  her  one 
and  two  pound  notes,  limited  her  paper  currency  to 
£5  sterling,  required  all  Bank  of  England  notes  to  be 
paid  in  gold,  and  allowed  four  years  for  the  act  to  take 
effect.  Before  the  four  years  were  out,  the  Bank  of 
England  reported  to  Parliament  that  it  was  ready  to 
begin  gold  payments;  and  commenced  accordingly,  and 
has  continued  them  ever  since.    The  one  and  two  pound 


notes  in  England  correspond  with  the  five  and  ten  dol- 
lar notes  in  the  United  States,  and  the  five  pound  note 
is  only  four  dollars  above  our  twenty  dollars;  so  that  the 
analogy  is  perfect,  and  the  effect  must  be  similar  upon  our 
fives,  tens,  and  twenties,  that  it  was  in  England  from  the 
issue  and  suppression  of  the  one  and  two  pound  notes, 
and  the  limitation  to  £5,  with  the  compulsory  obligation 
to  pay  in  gold. 

The  encouragement  of  counterfeiting  was  the  next 
great  evil  which  Mr.  B.  pointed  out  as  belonging  to  a 
small  note  currency;  and  of  all  the  denominations  of 
notes,  he  said  those  of  one  and  two  pounds  in  England, 
(corresponding  with  fives  and  tens  in  the  United  States,) 
were  those  to  which  the  demoralizing  business  of  coun- 
terfeiting was  chiefiy  directed!  They  were  the  chosen 
game  ofthe  forging  depredator!  and  that,  for  the  obvi- 
ous reasons  that  fives  and  tens  were  small  enough  to 
pass  currently  among  persons  not  much  acquainted  with 
bank  paper,  and  large  enough  to  afford  some  profit  to 
compensate  for  the  expense  and  labor  of  producing 
the  counterfeit,  and  the  risk  of  passing  it?  Below  fives, 
the  profit  is  too  small  for  the  labor  and  risk*  Too  many 
have  to  be  forged  and  passed  before  an  article  of  any 
value  can  be  purchased;  and  the  change  to  be  got  in  sil- 
ver, in  passing  one  for  a  small  article,  is  too  little.  Of 
twenty  and  upwards,  though  the  profit  is  greater  on 
passing  them,  yet  the  danger  of  detection  is  also 
greater.  On  account  of  its  larger  size,  the  note  is 
not  only  more  closely  scrutinized  before  it  is  received, 
and  the  passer  of  it  better  remembered,  but  the 
circulstion  of  them  is  more  confined  to  business  men 
and  large  dealers,  and  silver  change  will  not  be  given 
for  them  in  buying  small  articles.  The  fives  and  tens, 
then,  in  the  United  States,  like  the  £1  and  £3  in  Eng- 
land, are  the  peculiar  game  of  counterfeiters,  and  this 
is  fully  proved  by  the  criminal  statistics  of  the  forgery 
department  in  both  countries.  According  to  returns 
made  to  the  British  Parliament  for  twenty-two  years— 
from  1797  to  1819 — the  period  in  which  the  one  and 
two  pound  notes  were  allowed  to  circulate,  the  whole 
number  of  prosecutions  for  counterfeiting,  or  passing 
counterfeit  notes  of  the  Bank  of  England,  was  998;  in 
that  number  there  were  313  capital  convictions;  530  \n\ 
ferior  convictions;  and  155  acquitals;  and  the  sum  of 
£249,900,  near  a  million  and  a  quarter  of  dollars,  was 
expended  by  the  bank  in  attending  to  prosecutions. 
Of  this  great  number  of  prosecutions,  the  returns  show 
that  the  mass  of  them  were  for  offences  connected  with 
the  one  and  two  pound  notes.  The  proportion  may  be 
distinctly  seen  in  the  number  of  counterfeit  notes  of  dif- 
ferent denominations  detected  at  the  Bank  of  England 
in  a  given  period  of  time — ^from  the  1st  of  January,  1813, 
to  the  10th  of  April,  1818— being  a  period  of  six  years 
and  three  months  out  of  the  twenty-two  years  that  the 
one  and  two  pound  notes  continued  to  circulate.  The 
detections  were,  of  one  pound  notes,  the  number  of 
107,238;  of  two  pound  notes,  17,787;  of  five  pound 
notes;  5,826;  often  pound  notes,  419;  of  twenty  pound 
notes,  54.  Of  all  above  twenty  pounds,  35.  The  propor- 
tion of  ones  and  twos  to  the  other  sizes  may  be  well  seen 
in  the  tables  for  this  brief  period;  but  to  have  any  idea 
of  the  mass  of  counterfeiting  done  upon  those  small 
notes,  the  whole  period  of  twenty-two  years  must  be 
considered,  and  the  entire  kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
taken  in;  for  the  list  only  includes  the  number  of  coun- 
terfeits detected  at  the  counter  of  the  bank,  a  place  to 
which  the  guilty  never  carry  their  forgeries,  and  to  which 
a  portion  only  of  those  circulating  in  and  about  London 
could  be  carried.  The  proportion  of  crime  connected 
with  the  small  notes  is  here  shown  to  be  enormously 
and  frightfully  great.  The  same  results  are  found  in  the 
United  States.  Mr.  B.  had  looked  over  the  sUtistics  of 
crime  connected  with  the  counterfeiting  of  bank  notes  In 
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the  United  Stale,  and  found  the  ratio  between  tlie  gfreat 
and  small  notes  to  be  about  the  same  that  it  was  in  Engf- 
land.  He  had  had  recourse  to  the  most  authentic  data — 
Bicknell's  Counterfeit  Detector — and  there  found  the 
editions  of  counterfeit  notes  of  the  local  or  State  banks, 
to  be  eig^ht  hundred  and  eighteen,  of  which  seven  hun- 
dred and  fifty-six  were  of  ten  dollars  and  under;  and  six- 
ty-two editions  only  were  of  twenty  dollars  and  upwards. 
Of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its  branches,  he 
found  eighty-two  editions  of  fives;  seventy-one  editions 
of  tens;  twenty-six  editions  of  twenties;  and  two  editions 
of  firties;  still  showing  that  in  the  United  Statos,  as  well 
as  in  England,  on  local  banks  as  well  as  that  of  the  United 
States,  the  course  of  counterfeiting  was  still  the  same; 
and  that  the  whole  stress  of  the  crime  fell  upon  the  five 
and  ten  dollar  notes  in  this  country,  and  their  correspond- 
ing classes,  the  one  and  two  pound  notes  in  England. 
Mr.  B.  also  exhibited  the  pages  of  Bicknell's  Counter- 
feit Detector,  a  pamphlet  covered  over  column  after  col- 
umn with  its  frightful  lists,  nearly  all  under  twenty  dol- 
lars; and  he  called  upon  the  Senate  in  the  sacred  name 
of  the  morals  of  the  country — in  the  name  of  virtue  and 
morality — to  endeavor  to  check  the  fountain  of  this 
crime,  by  stopping  the  issue  of  the  description  of  notes 
on  which  it  exerted  nearly  its  whole  force. 

Mr.  B.  could  not  quit  the  evils  of  the  crime  of  coun- 
terfeiting in  the  United  States  without  remarking  that 
the  difficulty  of  legal  detection  and  punishment  was  so 
great,  owing  to  the  distance  at  which  the  counterfeits 
were  circulated  from  Jlhe  banks  purporting  to  issu» 
them,  and  the  still  greater  difficulty  (in  most  cases  im- 
possible) of  getting  witnesses  toattend  in  person  in  States 
in  which  they  do  not  reside,  the  counterfeiters  all  choos- 
ing to  practise  their  crime  and  circulate  their  forgeries 
in  States  which  do  not  contain  the  banks  whose  paper 
they  are  imitating.  So  difficult  is  it  to  obtain  the  attend- 
ance of  witnesses  in  other  States,  that  the  crime  of  coun- 
terfeiting is  almost  practised  with  impunity.  The  notes 
under  $20  feed  and  supply  this  crime;  let  them  be  stop- 
ped, and  ninety-nine  hundredths  of  this  crime  will  stop 
with  them. 

A  third  objection  which  Mr.  B.  urged  against  the 
notes  under  twenty  dollars  was,  that  nearly  tlie  whole 
evils  of  that  part  of  the  paper  system  fell  upon  the 
faboring  and  small  dealing  part  of  the  community. 
Nearly  all  the  counterfeits  lodged  in  tlieir  hands,  or 
were  shaved  out  of  their  hands ^  When  a  bank  failed, 
the  mass  of  its  circulation  being  in  small  notes,  sunk 
upon  their  hands.  The  gain  to  the  banks  from  the 
wear  and  (ear  of  small  notes,  came  out  of  them;  the  loss 
from  the  same  cause,  falling  upon  them.  The  ten  or 
twelve  per  cent,  annual  profit  for  furnishing  a  currency 
in  place  of  gold  and  silver,  (for  which  no  interest  would 
be  paid  to  the  mint  or  the  Government,)  chiefly  falls 
upon  them;  for  the  paper  currency  is  chiefly  under 
twenty  dollars.  These  evils  they  almost  exclusively 
bear,  while  they  have,  over  and  above  all  these,  their 
full  proportion  of  all  the  evils  resulting  from  the  expan- 
sions and  contractions  which  are  incessantly  going  on, 
totally  destroying  the  standard  of  value,  periodically  con- 
vulsing the  country,  and  in  every  cycle  of  five  or  six 
years  making  a  lottery  of  all  property,  in  which  all  the 
prizes  are  drawn  by  bank  managers  and  their  friend?. 

In  proposing  the  limitation  of  twenty  dollars  to  these 
DiHtrict  banks,  Mr.  B.  of  course  coupled  with  it  the 
concomitant  provision  for  the  exclusion  of  all  notes 
under  the  same  limit  issued  without  the  District.  This 
was  a  precaution  as  just  and  natural  as  it  was  easy.  A 
prohibitory  law,  with  a  liability  in  every  passer  to  pay 
the  amount  of  the  notes,  with  costs  and  damages,  in 
specie,  and  especially  in  gold,  with  summary  process 
before  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  the  recovery,  would 
cfTectually  expel  the  interdicted  and  pestiferous  paper. 


Mr.  B.  said  that  the  proposed  limit  of  twenty  dollars 
for  the  minimum  size  of  bank  notes  was  not  an  arbitrary 
assumption  or  a  fanciful  designation;  but  was  a  limit 
ascertained  by  experience,  and  proven  by  results,  to  be 
the  lowest  that  would  suffice  to  accomplish  the  ends 
intended.  These  ends  are:  1.  To  re-establish  the  gold 
currency;  2.  To  make  gold  and  silver  the  common 
currency  for  all  the  small  dealings  of  the  country;  3.  To 
extend  and  enlarge  the  specie  basis  of  the  paper  circula- 
tion; 4.  To  save  the  laboring  and  small  dealing  part  of 
the  community  from  the  effiecta  of  contractions  and 
expansions  from  bank  issues;  5.  To  save  them  from  the 
impositions  of  counterfeiters,  from  losses  when  banks 
fail,  and  from  bearing  the  whole  burden  of  the  wear 
and  tear  of  small  notes;  6.  To  save  hard  money  enough 
in  the  country  to  make  It  safe  to  have  such  paper  cur- 
rency as  commerce  and  large  dealings  may  require. 
These  are  the  objects  to  be  accomplished,  and  less  than 
twenty  dollars  will  have  no  adequate  eflTect;  far  better 
would  be  the  limit  of  $100,  as  it  is  nearly  in  Prance, 
and  where  that  limit  ensures  a  circulation  of  nine  tenths 
gold  and  silver,  and  one  tenth  paper;  namely,  upwards 
of  five  hundred  millions  of  dollars  of  one,  and  fifty  mil- 
lions of  the  other.  Wise  would  It  be  in  any  single  SUte 
to  adopt  this  limit,  and  to  exclude  all  notes  under  that 
amount  from  circulation  within  its  borders;  that  State 
would  become  the  richest  and  the  happiest  in  the  Union. 
It  would  be,  in  its  moneyed  concerns,  to  the  rest  of  the 
Union,  what  France  is  to  the  rest  of  Europe — the  absor- 
bent of  their  precious  metals,  the  perennial  fountain  of 
golden  supply  to  its  citizens,  and  the  land  of  rest  from 
the  panics  and  pressures,  the  ebbs  and  flows,  the  feasts 
and  famines,  the  dearths  and  deluges,  the  expansions, 
contractions,  and  revulsions,  and  all  the  crimes  and  mis- 
fortunes of  the  paper  system! 

But  to  proceed  with  the  twenty  dollar  limit.  While 
England  had  notes  as  low  as  one  and  two  pounds,  which 
we  may  call  five  and  ten  dollars,  the  specie  basis  con- 
tracted and  diminished  until  silver  could  only  be  got  for 
small  change,  and  gold  fled  entirely  from  the  country. 
The  mint  was  forever  coining;  but  the  guin^s  and 
sovereigns  went  straight  to  France;  and  it  was  testified 
by  Mr.  Alexander  Baring,  before  a  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  the  gold  coinage  of  the  British 
mint,  during  this  period,  was  regularly  recoined  in 
Prance,  often  without  seeing  the  light  in  England;  being 
packed  in  boxes  and  shipped  as  it  issued  from  the  mint, 
delivered  in  Paris  before  it  was  a  week  old,  and  swallow- 
ed up  in  the  ocean  of  French  currency  by  passing 
through  the  French  mint  and  assuming  the  stamp  and 
arms  of  France.  The  suppression  of  the  one  and  two 
pound  notes  in  1819,  and  the  £5  limit,  with  the  compul- 
sory obligation  on  the  Bank  of  England  to  pay  all  iU 
notes  in  gold,  restored  the  gold  currency  in  that  country, 
and  so  extended  and  enlarged  the  specie  basis,  as  to 
make  her  currency  half  and  half— half  specie  and  half 
paper — the  specie  two  thirds  gold,  and  one  third  silver, 
and  the  paper  all  of  £5,  about  $24  and  upwards.  This 
has  made  a  paper  currency  safe  in  England,  for  it  is 
dollar  for  dollar;  it  has  given  to  the  laboring  and 
small-dealing  classes  a  hard  money  currency,  and  it  has 
taken  from  the  counterfeiters  their  chief  and  favorite 
classes  of  notes  for  imitation.  Mr.  B.  took  the  great 
ground,  that  where  a  paper  currency  was  tolerated  at 
all,  the  safety  and  welfare  of  the  community  required 
the  specie  proportion  to  be  one  half;  that  it  required  a 
£5  limit,  and  gold  payments,  to  effect  that  object  in 
England;  that  a  limit  of  twenty  dollars  would  jiot  effect 
it  in  the  United  States;  and  he  was  only  restrained  from 
proposing  the  French  limit  from  the  impossibility  of 
contending  successfully  with  the  bank  power  at  present, 
now  omnipotent  in  the  country,  engrossing  the  time  and 
gt}yerning  the  legislation,  in  ivbatever  related  to  their 
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own  interests.  A  twenty  dollar  limit  would  not  give  a 
substratum  of  half  specie,  even  if  our  banks  were  com- 
pelled to  pay  all  gold;  but  there  is  no  compulsion  on 
them  to  pay  any  part;  and  the  efforts  'to  bring  them  to 
half  payments  in  gold  would  be  long  and  bitterly  resist- 
ed. Gold  is  the  enemy  of  paper;  it  keeps  it  down  when 
the  holder  of  the  paper  has  a  right  to  demand  gold;  and 
thus  a  paper  currency  founded  upon  gold,  as  it  is  in 
Englund,  will  always  be  kept  more  within  bounds  than 
a  paper  currency  founded  upon  silver.  Silver  is  too 
cumbrous  to  hold  paper  in  check.  A  person  would  not 
wish  to  change  even  a  twenty  dollar  note  into  silver  to 
carry  in  his  pocket,  but  would  gladly  change  it  into 
gold;  and  so  of  fifty  and  hundred  dollar  notes. 

The  next  improvement  on  the  paper  currency  which 
Mr.  B  proposed,  was  contained  in  his  fifth  proposition, 
namely,  that  all  the  notes  and  paper  currency  issued  by 
the  banks  should  be  payable,  not  in  gold  or  silver,  but 
in  gold  ontf  silver;  one  half  of  either  at  the  option  of  the 
demander,  the  other  half  at  the  option  of  the  bank. 
This,  Mr.  B.  said,  would  be  perfectly  equitable;  it  would 
ensure  an  equal  supply  of  each  metal  in  the  country, 
without  requiring  the  banks  to  keep  enough  of  both 
metals  to  meet  their  whole  circulation.  It  was  also  in 
accordance  with  the  constitution  of  the  United  SUtes— 
with  the  recent  law  of  Congress  for  the  re-establishment 
of  the  gold  currency — with  the  nature  of  the  mines  in 
our  own  country— and  with  the  rights  and  interests  of 
the  people.  The  constitution  intended  that  gold  and 
silver  should  continue  to  be  what  it  was  at  the  time  of 
the  framing  of  that  instrument — a  concurrent  currency 
in  the  country.  Tliis  intention,  made  clear  in  all  the 
debates  upon  the  subject,  is  expressly  declared  in  article 
1,  section  10.  Gold  and  silver  are  there  joined  together. 
Tliey  are  joined  by  the  conjunctive  particle  "and,** 
not  separated  by  the  disjunctive  particle  «*or."  The 
act  of  Congress  of  1834,  for  the  re-esUblishment  of  the 
gold  currency,  and  the  subsequent  act  for  the  establish- 
ment of  three  branch  mints,  all  show  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  approved  by  the  voice  of  the 
people,  to  have  gold  as  well  as  silver.  The  nature  of 
Qur  mines  leads  to  it.  We  have  gold  mines,  but  no 
silver  ones.  Gold  is,  therefore,  a  domestic  production, 
and  should  become  a  national  currency.  The  rights 
and  interests  of  the  people  require  a  gold  currency; 
they  have  a  right  to  it  under  the  constitution  of  the 
country  and  under  the  laws  of  the  land;  their  interest 
requires  it  for  checking  the  paper  system,  regulating 
exchanges,  preventing  counterfeiting,  furnishing  con- 
venient money  for  travelling,  and  preserving  the  most 
uniform  and  universal  standard  of  valu6.  Thus  stands 
the  constitution,  the  laws,  the  products  of  the  country, 
and  the  rights  and  interest  of  the  country  in  relation  to 
gold.  But  the  banks  have  a  contrary  interest!  The 
whole  paper  system  is  adverse  to  gold!  Exceptions  of 
particular  banks  may  be  found;  but  the  instinct  of  the 

{)aper  system  is  against  it;  and  a  bank  will  pay  in  the 
east  valuable  and  most  cumbrous  metal  which  it  is  per- 
mitted to  offer.  Between  gold  and  silver,  it  will  pay  in 
silver;  between  silver  and  copper,  it  will  pay  in  copper; 
between  copper  and  iron,  it  will  pay  in  iron.  This  is 
the  instinct  of  the  system;  and  now,  in  these  United 
States,  after  all  that  has  been  done  to  revive  the  gold 
currency,  that  coin  will  be  withheld  from  circulation, 
and  sold  for  exportation,  the  moment  the  present  ex- 
citement is  over,  and  the  aid  of  Jackson  is  withdrawn. 
This  would  be  the  case  even  without  the  impulse  of  a 
political  motive,  and  without  the  instigation  of  party 
spirit,  and  without  the  regulation  of  party  discipline; 
but,  unfortunately,  a  powerful  political  party  is  opposed 
'  to  gold  in  our  country!  The  bank- whig  party  is  opposed 
to  it;  and  the  whole  political  power  and  party  machinery 
of  these  whigs,  as  they  style  themselves,  will  be  exerted 
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to  suppress  gold,  and  encourage  small  paper,  that  out 
of  the  evils  incident  to  such  a  state  of  things,  a  depre« 
ciated  currency  may  ensue,  and  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  may  be  called  for  to  remedy  the  disorder.  Law, 
then,  is  necessary  to  compel  the  banks  to  pay  gold;  and 
no  measure  more  equitable  could  be  devised  than  that 
of  half  payments  in  either  metal;  the  demander  having 
the  first  choice,  and  the  bank  the  next. 

The  equity  of  this  principle  being  clear,  the  next 
consideration  is,  as  to  its  practicability.  On  this  point 
facts  and  reasons  are  equally  explicit.  The  bankacan 
pay  half  their  currency  in  gold  in  one  year  from  this 
time,  if  they  please.  They  could  have  done  it  this 
summer  if  they  had  pleasf^d.  The  Federal  Government 
could  have  had  all  its  surplua  now  in  gold,  if  Congress 
had  given  the  President  authority  to  supply  the  mint 
with  gold  bullion  and  foreign  coins.  The  state  of  the 
foreign  exchanges  is,  and  has  been  for  months,  decidedly 
in  favor  nf  the  United  States,  and  the  importation  has 
been,  and  continues  to  be,  a  profitable  business.  It  is 
a  money-making  business  to  import  gold,  and  the  cus- 
tomhouse  returns  show  that  it  is  coming  of  itself,  in  the 
course  of  commerce,  independent  of  the  purchases  and 
importations  eflfected  by  some  banking  institutions.  A 
few  of  the  deposite  banks,  as  he  had  understood,  had 
ordered  importations  to  the  amount  of  four  or  five  mil- 
lions. The  Government  had  ordered  home  the  French 
and  Neapolitan  indemnities  in  gold,  the  total  of  which 
will  be  seven  millions.  An  equal  sum  of  seven  millions 
had  been  coined  at  our  mint  under  the  new  law;  and 
the  native  southern  mines  were  promising  a  good  pro- 
duct. There  could  be  no  doubt,  with  the  slightest  ex- 
ertion on  the  part  of  the  banks,  that  one  half  of  the 
specie  currency  of  the  Union  might  be  gold  in  the 
course  of  the  ensuing  year.  It  must  be  nearly  twenty 
millions  when  President  Jackson  goes  out  of  service. 
The  whole  specie  currency  was  computed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  at  64,000,000  at  the  end  of  the 
last  year.  It  is  probably  increased  to  70,000,000,  and 
ought  to  be  increased  to  100,000,000.  The  limitation 
of  twenty  dollars  in  the  size  of  notes,  and  the  compul- 
sory obligation  on  the  banks  to  pay  one  half  in  gold, 
would  certainly  and  quickly  augment  our  specie  cur- 
rency to  100,000,000.  We  have  already  doubled  it  in 
two  years;  for  it  was  computed  at  about  30,000,000  at 
the  time  of  the  panic  in  1834.  War  upon  small  notes 
and  the  introduction  of  gold  has  made  this  great  in- 
crease. A  vigorous  prosecution  of  that  war,  and  further 
measures  for  the  protection  of  gold,  will  certainly  add 
thirty  millions  more  in  a  short  time. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  here  wished  to  fix  the  attention  of 
those  who  were  in  favor  of  a  respectable  paper  curren- 
cy— a  currency  of  respectable  sized'  notes  of  twenty  dol- 
lar and  upwards— on  the  great  fact,  that  the  larger  the 
specie  basis,  the  larger  and  safer  would  be  the  super- 
structure of  paper  which  rested  upon  it;  the  smaller 
that  specie  basis,  the  smaller  and  more  unsafe  must  be 
the  paper  which  rested  on  it.  The  currency  of  Eng- 
land is  $300,000,000,  to  wit:  £8,000,000  sterling  (near 
$40,000,000)  in  silver;  £22,000,000  sterling  (above 
$100,000,000)  in  gold;  and  about  £30,000.000  sterling 
(near  $150,000,000)  in  bank  notes.  The  currency  of 
the  United  States  is  difficult  to  be  ascertained,  from  the 
multitude  of  banks,  and  the  incessant  ebb  and  flow  of 
their  issues:  calculations  vary;  but  all  put  the  paper  cir- 
culation at  less  than  100,000,000;  and  the  proportion  of 
specie  and  paper,  at  more  than  one  half  paper.  This  it 
agreed  upon  all  hands,  and  is  sufficient  for  the  practical 
result,  that  an  increase  of  our  specie  to  100,000,000, 
and  the  suppression  of  small  notes,  will  give  a  larger 
total  circulation  than  we  now  have,  and  a  safer  one. 
The  total  circulation  may  then  be  200,000,000,  in  the 
proportions  of  half  paper  and  half  specie;  and  the  spe- 
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cie,  half  gold  and  half  silver.  This  would  be  an  im- 
mense improvement  upon  our  present  condition,  both 
in  quantity  and  in  quality;  the  paper  part  would  become 
respectable  from  the  suppression  of  notes  under  twenty 
dollars,  which  are  of  no  profit  except  to  the  banks  which 
issue  them,  and  (he  counterfeiters  who  imitate  them; 
the  specie  part  would  be  equally  improved  by  becoming 
one  half  gold. 

Mr.  B.  could  not  quit  this  important  point,  namely, 
the  practicability  of  soon  obtaining  a  specie  rurrency  of 
100,000,000,  and  the  one  half  gold,  without  giving  other 
proofs  to  show  the  facility  with  which  it  has  been  every 
where  done  when  attempted.  He  referred  to  our  own 
history  immediately  after  the  Revolution,  when  the  dis- 
appearance of  paper  money  was  instantly  followed,  as  if 
by  magic,  by  the  appearance  of  gold  and  silver;  to 
France,  where  the  energy  of  the  great  Napoleon,  then 
first  consul,  restored  an  abundant  supply  of  gold  and 
silver  in  one  year;  to  England,  where  the  acquisition  of 
gold  was  at  the  rate  of  $24,000,000  per  annum  for  four 
years  after  the  notes  under  five  pounds  were  ordered  to 
be  suppressed;  and  he  referred  with  triumph  to  our 
own  present  history,  when,  in  defiance  of  an  immense 
and  powerful  political  and  moneyed  combination  against 
gold,  we  will  have  acquired  about  20,000,000  of  that  metal 
in  the  two  concluding  years  of  President  Jackson's  ad- 
ministration. Resting  upon  the  general  notoriety  of  the 
facts  which  he  had  stated  relative  to  the  rapid  and  easy 
acquisition  of  gold  in  all  the  instances  referred  to,  he 
would  economize  time,  and  adduce  proof  in  one  instance 
only,  that  of  England  in  1819,  after  the  suppression  of 
the  one  and  two  pound  notes,  and  the  resumption  of 
gold  payments.  Of  many  authors  at  hand,  he  would 
use,  for  its  brevity  and  precision,  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Gallatin  (Dec.  1830)  in  his  Essay  upon  Banks  and  Cur- 
rency: 

**  For  the  same  reasons,  any  accidental  inequality  in 
the  distribution  of  the  precious  metals  amongst  the  sev- 
eral countries,  in  proportion  to  their  respective  wants, 
is  promptly  and  easily  repaired;  and  any  extraordinary 
demand  from  a  particular  country  met  without  difficulty, 
or  sensibly  affecting  the  price  of  the  metal  required. 
The  general  supply  or  stock  on  hand  is  always  sufficient 
to  meet  such  demand,  and  the  expenses  and  charges  of 
transportation  are,  on  account  of  the  greater  value  of  an 
equal  bulk,  far  less  than  those  of  any  other  commodity — 
hardly  ever  exceeding,  in  time  of  peace,  one  per  cent, 
on  the  value,  even  when  brought  from  the  most  distant 
countries  of  the  civilized  world.  During  the  four  years 
which  immediately  followed  the  resumption  of  specie 
payments  in  England,  that  occurrence  occasioned  an  ex- 
traordinary demand  of  more  than  £20,000,000  sterling 
in  gold,  (about  $100,000,000,  to  be  supplied  in  four 
years,)  or  about  $24,000,000  per  annum;  being  three 
times  as  much  as  the  annual  supply  of  that  metal;  and 
this  demand  was  met  without  any  difficulty,  or  sensibly 
affecting  the  price  of  gold." 

.  Mr.  B.  held  this  testimony  to  be  entirely  conclusive 
of  the  perfect  facility  and  extreme  promptitude  with 
which  any  commercial  nation  can  supply  itself  with  a 
gold  currency.  He  would  quote  from  the  same  author 
a  paragraph  on  the  means  ot  increasing  the  specie  cir- 
culation of  the  United  States: 

**  We  perceive  but  two  means  of  enlarging  the  circu- 
lating metallic  currency:  1.  The  suppression  of  small 
notes.  2.  The  measures  necessary  to  bring  gold  again 
into  circulation." 

'•  The  first  measure  is  that  which,  after  long  experi- 
ence, a  most  deliberate  investigation,  and  notwithstand- 
ing a  strenuous  opposition  by  the  parties  interested,  has 
been  finally  adopted  and  persevered  in  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain.  By  the  suppression  of  all  notes 
of  a  denomination  less  than  five  pounds  sterling  (twenty- 


four  dollars)  in  England,  Wales,  and  Ireland,  the  amount 
of  the  circulating  metallic  currency  has  become  equal 
to  that  of  bank  notes  of  every  description.  The  metal- 
lic currency  consists  of  eight  millions  sterling  in  silver, 
(which  is  not  a  tender  in  any  payment  exceeding  forty 
shillings,)  and  in  twenty-two  millions  sterling  in  gold. 
This  measure  (suppression  of  notes  under  five  pounds) 
has  given  a  better  security  against  fluctuations  in  the 
currency,  and  a  renewal  of  the  suspension  of  specie  pay- 
ments, than  had  been  enjoyed  during  the  thirty  prece- 
ding years.  In  France,  where  the  Bank  of  France  is 
alone  authorized  to  issue  bank  notes,  and  none  of  a 
denomination  less  than  500  francs,  its  circulation  of  notes 
hardly  ever  reaches  iS  10,000,000  sterling,  or  about  one 
tenth  part  of  the  currency  of  the  country." 

Mr.  B.  having  read  this  paragraph  from  Mr.  Gallatin, 
relative  to  the  suppression  of  small  notes,  to  show  the 
effect  of  the  first  step  towards  enlarging  the  specie  basisof 
the  currency,  also  referred  to  other  passages  relative  to 
the  next  step,  that  of  bringing  back  gold  into  circula- 
tion.  The  only  measure  for  restoring  this  metal,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  suppression  of  small  notes  mentioned  by 
Mr.  Gallatin,  was  that  of  correcting  the  erroneous 
standard  of  our  gold,  that  of  15  to  1  of  silver.  That 
has  been  done,  and  the  standard  raised  higher  than  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Gallatin;  but  the  effect  desired  is  not  yet 
produced;  gold  is  not  yet  in  common  and  general  use. 
Alt  additional  measure  is  therefore  necessary,  and  that 
is  a  compulsory  obligation  on  all  the  banks  to  pay  their 
notes  in  gold  and  silver,  one  half  each — the  demander 
to  have  the  first  -choice,  the  bank  the  second.  At  the 
time  that  Mr^  Gallatin  wrote  (1830)  three  measures 
were  necessary  to  bring  back  gold  into  circulation:  1st. 
Suppression  of  notes  under  twenty  dollars;  2d.  Correc- 
tion of  the  erroneous  standard  of  gold;  and,  3d.  Com- 
pulsory obligation  on  banks  to  pay  gold.  One  of  these 
measures,  a  correction  of  the  standard,  has  been  adopt- 
ed,  and  has  partially  restored  gold;  but  its  eflTect  will 
be  transient  and  inadequate  unless  the  other  two  are 
added. 

Mr.  B.  took  leave  of  this  important  and  all-essential 
point,  (the  suppression  of  bank  notes  below  twenty  dol- 
lars,) with  bringing  to  the  memory  of  the  Senate  two 
most  pertinent  and  weighty  recollections — one  founded 
upon  the  action  of  the  Senate  itself,  the  other  on  the 
recommendation  of  President  Jackson.  Pour  years 
ago,  at  the  veto  session,  and  when  a  modified  recharter 
passed  both  Houses  in  favor  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  the  sum  of  twenty  dollars  was  agreed  upon  as  the 
minimum  size  of  the  notes  to  be  issued  under  the  re- 
newed charter.  l*he  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  this 
point  appear  thus  in  Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  De- 
bates for  Monday,  the  28th  of  May,  1832: 

**  The  Senate  then  again  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  to  modify  and  continue  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States.  The  question  being  on  the  amend- 
ments proposed  by  Mr.  Wxbstkr,  being  in  substance: 

•*  1st.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  when  di- 
rected by  the  President,  have  the  power  to  purchase 
additional  stock  in  the  bank  to  an  amount  not  exceed- 
ing three  millions;  and, 

<'2d.  That  it  should  not  be  lawful  for  the  bank,  after 
the  4th  day  of  March,  1836,  to  issue  any  notes  of  a  less 
value  than dollars. 

*'  Mr.  Wkbstkr  said  a  few  wor}]s  in  defence  of  his 
second  amendment,  which  imposed  no  restriction  until 
after  the  expiration  of  the  present  charter.  l*hc  effect 
of  his  proposition  would  be  to  introduce  more  specie 
into  circulation,  and  to  banish  the  small  notes  with  which 
the  country  is  inundated.  He  moved  to  fill  the  blank 
with  ten  dollars,  but  expressed  his  willingness  to  vote 
for  a  higher  restriction  if  any  Senater  should  move  it." 

**Mr.   Bemtoh  would  propose  twenty  dollars.     He 
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wished  Ihe  basis  of  circulalmn  throughout  Ihe  country 
to  be  in  hard  money.  Farmers,  laborers,  and  market 
people,  ought  to  receive  their  payments  in  hard  money. 
They  ought  not  to  be  put  to  the  risk  of  receiving  bank 
notes  in  all  their  small  dealings.  They  are  no  judges 
of  good  or  bad  notes.  Counterfeits  are  sure  to  fall  up- 
on their  hands;  and  the  whole  business  of  counterfeiting 
was  mainly  directed  to  such  notes  as  they  handle — those 
under  twenty  dollars." 

•«  After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  Foot  and  Mr.  Cham- 
B£Rs,  the  question  was  taken  on  filling  tiie  blank  with 
twenty  dollars;  when  it  was  agreed  to,  and  the  amend- 
ment, thus  bhaped,  was  concurred  in." 

This  was  one  of  the  recollections  which  Mr.  B.  wished 
to  bring  to  the  mind  of  the  Senate?  the  other  was,  that 
President  Jackson,  in  his  last  annual  message  to  Con- 
gress, had  fixed  upon  twenty  dollars  as  the  minimum 
size  of  bank  notes  which  ought  to  be  tolerated. 

Mr.  B.  took  this  occasion  to  express  his  regret  that 
Ihe  true  idea  of  banks  seemed  to  be  lost  in  this  country, 
sind  that  here  we  had  but  little  conception  of  a  bank, 
except  as  an  issuer  of  currency.  A  bank  of  discount 
and  deposite,  in  contradistinction  to  a  bank  of  circula- 
tion, is  hardly  thought  of  in  the  United  States?  and  it 
may  be  news  to  some  bank  projectors,  who  suppose 
that  nothing  can  be  done  without  banks  to  issue  millions 
of  paper,  to  learn  that  the  great  bankers  in  London  and 
Par.s,  and  other  capitals  of  Europe,  issue  no  paper; 
and,  still  more,  it  may  be  news  to  them  to  learn  that 
Liverpool  and  Manchester,  tivo  cities  which  happen  to 
do  about  as  much  business  as  a  myriad  of  such  cities  as 
this  our  Washington  put  together,  also  happen  to  have 
no  banks  to  issue  currency  for  them.  They  use  money 
and  bills  of  exchange,  and  have  banks  of  discount  and 
deposite,  but  no  banks  of  circulation.  Mr.  Gallatin,  in 
his  £9say  upon  Currency,  thus  speaks  of  them: 

*•  There  are,  however,  even  in  EngUnd,  where  in- 
corporated country  banks  issuing  paper  are  as  numer- 
ous, and  have  been  attended  with  the  same  advan- 
tages, and  the  same  evils,  as  our  country  banks,  some 
extensive  districts,  highly  industrious  and  prosperous, 
where  no  such  bank  does  exist,  and  where  that  want  is 
supplied  by  bilb  of  exchange  drawn  on  London.  This 
is  the  case  in  Lancashire,  which  includes  Liverpool  and 
Bfanchester,  and  where  such  bills,  drawn  at  ninety  days 
after  date,  are  endorsed  by  each  successive  holder,  and 
circulate  through  numerous  persons  before  they  reach 
their  ultimate  destination,  and  are  paid  by  the  drawee." 

Mr.  B.  greatly  regrette<l  that  such  banks  as  those  in 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  were  not  in  vogue  in  the 
United  States.  They  were  the  right  kind  of  banks. 
They  did  great  good,  and  were  wholly  free  from  mis- 
chief. They  lent  money;  they  kept  money;  they  trans- 
ferred credits  on  books;  tbey  bought  and  sold  bills  of 
exchange;  and  these  bills,  circulating  through  many 
hands,  and  endorsed  by  each,  answered  the  purpose  of 
large  bank  notes,  without  their  dangers,  and  became 
stronger  every  time  they  were  passed.  To  the  banks  it 
was  a  profitable  business  to  sell  them,  because  they  got 
both  exchange  and  interest.  To  the  commercial  com- 
munity they  were  convenient,  both  as  a  remittance  and 
as  funds  in  hand.  To  the  community  they  were  en- 
tirely safe.  Banks  of  discount  and  deposite  in  the  Uni- 
ted States,  issuing  no  currency,  and  issuing  no  bank 
note  except  of  $100  and  upwards,  and  deahng  in  ex- 
change, would  be  entitled  to  the  favor  and  confidence 
of  the  people  and  of  the  Federal  Government.  Such 
banks  only  should  be  the  depositories  of  the  public  mo- 
neys. 

It  is  the  faculty  of  issuing  paper  currency  which 
makes  banks  dangerous  to  the  country,  and  the  height 
to  which  this  danger  has  risen  in  the  United  States,  and 
the  progress  which  it  is  making,  should  rouse  and  alarm 


the  whole  community.  It  is  destroying  all  standard  of 
value.  It  is  subjecting  the  country  to  demoralizing  and 
ruinous  fluctuations  of  price.  It  is  making  a  lottery  of 
property,  and  making  merchandise  of  money,  which 
has  to  be  bought  by  the  ticket  holders  in  the  great  lot- 
tery at  two  and  three  per  cent,  a  month.  It  is  equiva- 
lent to  the  destruction  of  weights  and  measures,  and 
like  buying  and  selling,  without  counting,  weighing, 
or  measuring.  It  is  the  realization,  in  a  different  form, 
of  the  debasement  and  arbitrary  alteration  of  the  value 
of  coins  practised  by  the  Kings  of  Europe  in  former 
ages,  and  now  by  the  Sultan  of  Turkey.  It  is  extin- 
guishing the  idea  of  fixed,  moderate,  annual  interest. 
Great  duties  are  thus  imposed  upon  the  legislator;  and 
the  first  of  these  duties  is  to  revive  and  favor  the  class 
of  banks  of  discount  and  deposite;  banks  to  make  loans, 
keep  money,  transfer  credits  on  books,  buy  and  sell  ex- 
change, deal  in  bullion,  but  to  issue  no  paper.  This 
class  of  banks  should  be  revived  and  favored;  and  the 
United  States  could  easily  revive  them  by  confiding  to 
them  the  public  deposifes.  The  next  great  duty  of 
the  legislator  is  to  limit  the  issues  of  banks  of  circula- 
tion, and  make  them  indemnify  the  community  in  some 
little  degree,  by  refunding,  in  annual  taxes,  some  part 
of  their  undue  gains. 

I'he  progress  of  the  banking  business  is  alarming  and 
deplorable  in  the  United  States.  It  is  now  computed 
that  there  are  750  banks  and  their  branches  in  opera- 
tion, all  having  authority  to  issue  currency,  and,  what  is 
worse,  all  that  currency  is  receivable  by  the  Federal 
Government.  The  quantity- of  chartered  bank  capital, 
as  it  is  called,  is  estimated  at  near  $800,000,000;  the 
amount  of  this  capital  reported  by  the  banks  to  have 
been  paid  in  is  about  $300,000,000;  and  the  quantity  of 
paper  money  which  thev  arc  authorized  by  their  char- 
ters to  issue  is  about  $750,000,000.  How  much  of 
this  is  actually  issued  can  never  be  known  with  any  pre- 
cision; for  such  are  the  fluctuations  in  the  amount  of  a 
paper  currency,  flowing  from  750  fountains,  that  the 
calculation  of  one  day  cannot  be  relied  upon  for  the 
next.  The  amount  of  capital,  reported  to  be  paid 
in,  is,  however,  well  ascertained,  and  that  is  fixed  at 
$300,000,000.  This,  upon  its  face,  and  without  re- 
course  to  any  other  evidence,  is  proof  that  our  banking 
system,  as  a  whole,  is  unsolid  and  delusive,  and  a  fright- 
ful imposition  upon  the  people.  Nothing  but  specie 
can  form  the  capital  of  a  bank;  there  are  not  above  sixty 
or  seventy  millions  of  specie  in  the  country,  and,  of  that, 
the  banks  have  not  the  one  half.  Thirty  millions  in 
specie  is  the  extent;  the  remainder  of  the  capital  must 
have  beei>made  up  of  that  undefinable  material  called 
"specie  funds,"  or  <* funds  equivalent  to  specie,"  the 
fallacy  of  which  is  establishrd  by  the  facts  already 
stated,  and  which  show  that  all  the  specie  in  the  country 
put  together  is  not  sufiicien^  to  meet  the  one  fiflh  part 
of  these  **  specific  funds,"  or  **  funds  equivalent  to 
specie."  The_  equivalent,  then,  does  not  exist!  credit 
alone  exists;  and  any  general  attempt  to  realize  these 
"specie  funds,"  and  turn  them  into  specie,  would  ex- 
plode the  whole  banking  system,  and  cover  the  country 
with  ruin.  There  may  be  some  solid  and  substantial 
banks  in  the  country,  and  undoubtedly  there  are  better 
and  worse  among  them;  but  as  a  whole-<ieand  it  is  in 
that  point  of  view  the  community  is  interested — as  a 
whole,  the  system  is  unsolid  and  delusive!  and  there  is 
no  safety  for  the  country  until  great  and  radical  reforms 
are  effected. 

The  burdens  which  these  750  banks  impose  upon  the 
people  were  then  briefly  touched  by  Mr.  B.  It  was  a 
great  field,  which  he  hadnot  time  to  explore,  but  which 
could  not,  in  justice,  be  entirely  passed  by.  First, 
there  were  the  salaries  and  fees  of  750  sets  of  bank  of- 
ficers: presidents,  cashiers,  clerks,  messengers,  notaries 
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public  to  protest  notes,  and  attorneys  to  sue  on  them; 
all  these  had  salaries,  and  good  salaries,  paid  by  the 
people,  though  the  people  had  no  hand  in  fixing  tliese 
salaries;  next,  the  profits  to  the  stockholders,  which,  at 
an  average  of  ten  per  centum  gross,  would  give  thirty 
millions  of  dollars,  all  levied  upon  the  people;  then 
came  the  profits  to  the  brokers,  first  cousins  to  the 
bankers,  for  changing  notes  for  money,  or  for  other 
notes  at  par;  then  the  gain  to  the  banks  and  their 
friends  on  speculations  in  property,  merchandise,  pro- 
duce, and  stocks,  during  the  periodical  visitations  of  the 
•  expansions  and  contractions  of  the  currency;  then  the 
gain  from  the  wear  and  tear  of  notes,  which  is  so  much 
loss  to  the  people;  and,  finally,  the  great  chapter  of 
counterfeiting,  which,  without  being  profitable  t**  the 
bank,  is  a  great  burden  to  the  people,  on  whose  hands 
all  the  counterfeits  sink.  The  amount  of  these  burdens 
he  could  not  compute;  but  there  was  one  item  about 
which  there  was  no  dispute — ^the  salaries  to  the  officers 
and  the  profits  to  the  stockholders — and  this  presented 
an  array  of  names  more  numerous,  and  an  amount  of 
money  more  excessive,  than  was  to  be  found  in  the 
*«  Blue  Book,"  with  the  Army  and  Navy  Register  in- 
clusive. 

Mr.  B,  said  this  was  a  faint  sketch  of  the  burdens  of 
the  banking  system  as  carried  on  in  the  United  States, 
where  every  bank  is  a  coiner  of  paper  currency,  and 
where  tvery  town,  in  some  States,  must  have  its  banks 
of  circulation,  while  such  cities  as  Liverpool  and  Man- 
chester have  no  such  banks,  and  where  the  paper  mo- 
ney of  all  these  machines  receive  wings  to  fly  over  the 
whole  continent,  and  to  ^infest  the  whole  land,  from 
their  universal  receivability  b^  the  Federal  Government 
in  payment  of  all  duts  at  their  custom-houses,  land  offi- 
ces, post  offices,  and  by  all  the  district  attorneys,  mar- 
shals, and  clerks,  employed  under  the  federal  Judiciary. 
The  improvidence  of  the  States,  in  chartering  such  in- 
stitutions, is  great  and  deplorable;  but  their  error  was 
trifling,  compared  to  the  improvidence  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  taking  the  paper  coinage  of  all  these 
banks  for  the  currency  of  the  Federal  Government, 
mauf^re  that  clause  in  the  constitution  which  recognises 
nothing  but  gold  and  silver  for  currency,  and  which 
was  intended  forever  to  defend  and  preserve  this  Union 
from  the  evils  of  paper  money. 

Mr.  B.  averred,  with  a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  fact, 
that  the  banking  system  of  the  United  States  was  on  a 
worse  footing  than  it  was  in  any  country  upon  the  face 
of  the  earth;  and  that,  in  addition  to  its  deep  and  dan- 
gerous defects,  it  was  also  the  most  expensive  and  bur- 
densome, and  gave  the  most  undue  advantages  to  one 
Eart  of  the  community  over  another.  He  had  no  doubt 
ut  that  this  banking  system  was  more  burdensome  to 
the  free  citizens  of  the  United  States  than  ever  the  feu- 
dal system  was  to  the  villeins,  and  serfs,  and  peasants  of 
Europe.  And  what  did  they  get  in  return  for  this  vast 
burden?  A  pestiferous  currency  of  small  paper!  when 
they  might  have  a  gold  currency  without  paying  inter* 
est,  or  suffering  losses,  if  their  banks,  like  those  in 
Liverpool  and  Manchester,  issued  no  currency  except 
as  bills  of  exchange;  or,  Hke  the  Bank  of  France,  isAued 
no  notes  but  those  of  500  and  1,000  francs,  (say  $100 
and  $500;)  t)r,  even  like  the  Bank  of  England,  issued 
no  note  under  £5  sterling,  and  payable  in  gold.  And 
with  how  much  real  capital  is  this  banking  system,  so 
burdensome  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  carried 
on?  About  $30,000,000!  Yes;  on  about  30,000,000  of 
specie  rest  the  S()0,000,000  paid  in,  and  on  which  the  com- 
munity are  paying  interest,  and  giving  profits  to  bank- 
ers, and  blindly  yielding  their  faiih  and  confidence,  as  if 
the  whole  300,000,000  was  a  solid  bed  of  gold  and  sil- 
ver,  instead  of  being,  as  it  is,  one  tenth  part  specie,  and 
nine  tenths  paper  credit! 


Mr.  B.  said  the  reform  of  the  banking  system  was  a 
task  as  difficult  as  indispensable.  The  number  and  pow- 
er of  the  banks  was  the  first  great  impediment;  the 
quantity  of  independent  legislation  was  the  next;  but  it 
had  been  shown  that  the  whole  was  under  the  power  uf 
Congress,  and  that  the  Federal  Government  could,  by 
the  collection  of  its  own  revenues,  regulate  the  State 
currencies,  and  bring  them  all  to  the  touchstone  of  gold. 
The  States  themselves  could  effect  the  regulation  by  di- 
rect lefpslation.  It  is  no  answer  to  say,  '*  we  will  if  the 
rest  will."  Let  one  begin,  and  let  it  exclude  from  its 
borders  all  the  descriptions  of  notes  which  its  own  banks 
are  forbidden  to  issue;  that  State  will  immediately  realise 
the  full  benefit  of  its  legislation,  and  others  will  soon  fol- 
low the  example.  If  they  do  not,  the  benefits  to  the  re- 
formed States  will  be  none  the  less,  but  the  greater; 
they  will  be  to  the  rest  of  the  States  what  France  was  to 
England  during  the  reign  of  the  one  and  two  pound 
notes;  the  absorbent  of  their  gold!  Above  all,  Mr.  B. 
said,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  should  be^n  first; 
that  Congress  to  whose  guardian  care  is  committed  the 
constitution,  which  recognises  nothing  but  gold  and  silver 
for  money;  and  here,  in  this  District,  where  Congress 
sits,  and  has  exclusive  jurisdiction,  is  the  place  to  begin; 
and  now  the  time,  when  seven  banks  in  company  have 
knocked  all  at  once  at  our  doors,  and  demanded,  twice 
and  thrice,  renewed  charters,  without  having  undergone 
the  investigations  which  their  past  conduct  requires. 
Here  is  the  place,  this  the  authority,  and  now  the  tirne^ 
to  begin;  and  as  we  now  tct,  so  will  be  the  influence  of 
our  example,  for  good  or  for  evil,  throughout  the  entire 
extent  of  the  Union. 

When  Mr.  Bbhton  had  concluded — 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  again  vindicated  the  bill  and 
the  banks,  and  urc^ed  especially  the  distressing  results 
to  the  District  of  the  failure  of  the  bill,  or  of  any  great 
and  sudden  change  in  the  currency  of  the  Didtrict. 

After  some  farther  remarks  from  Mr.  WALKER, 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  and  decided  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crit- 
tenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight, 
Leigh,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Rives,  South, 
ard.  Swift,  Tallmadge,Tomlinson,  Walker,  Webster— 26- 

NATs>-Messrs.  Benton,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  KingofGeor- 
gia,  Linn,  McKean,  Mangum,  Morris,  Niles,  Robinson, 
Hugffles,  Shepley,  Wall,  White,  Wright— 14. 

After  transacting  some  other  business, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Wkdkesdat,  Jumk  8. 
INDIAN  APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr.  WHITE,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 
reported  the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  making 
appropriations  for  the  expenses  of  the  Indian  Depart- 
ment, for  Indian  annuities,  &c.  Several  of  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  were  concurred  in. 

One  of  the  amendments  of  the  House  was  an  increase 
of  the  appropriation  for  the  removal  of  the  Creeks,  so  as  to 
embrace  the  whole  of  them,  being  about  twenty-one  thou- 
sand, at  thirty  dollars  a  head.  The  first  estimate  was  for 
twelve  thousand,  at  a  lower  rate.  It  was  asked  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  if  it  was  possible  to  effect  this 
operHtion  of  removing  the  Creeks  during  the  present 
year,  and  the  reply  was,  that  if  they  could  be  gut  into 
the  humor,  their  removal  might  be  effected  before  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress. 

While  this  amendment  was  pending,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
CALHOUN,  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject 
was  arrested,  by  a  motion  made  by  Mr.  Calhoun  to  lay 
the  whole  matter  on  the  table;  which^was  agreed  to. 
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INCENDf ARY  PUBLICATIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  to  prohibit  deputy  postmas- 
ters from  receiving^  and  transmitting  certain  papers  de- 
scribed therein,  in  the  States  in  which  they  are,  or  may 
be,  prohibited  by  law. 

[The  followinfc  is  a  copy  of  the  bill: 

Be  U  enacted,  &e..  That  it  shall  not  be  lawful  foi*  any 
deputy  postmaster,  in  any  State,  Territory,  or  District 
of  the  United  States,  knowingly  to  deliver  to  any  person 
whatever,  any  pamphlet,  newspaper,  handbill,  or  other 
printed  paper  or  pictorial  representation,  touching  the 
subject  of  slavery,  where,  by  the  laws  of  the  said  State, 
Territory,  or  District,  their  circulation  is  prohibited;  and 
any  deputy  postmaster  who  shall  be  guilty  thereof  shall 
be  forthwith  removed  from  office. 

Sjec.  2.  Jnd  be  it  further  enacted.  That  nothing  in  the 
acts  of  Congress  to  establish  and  regulate  the  Post  Office 
Department  shall  be  construed  to  protect  any  deputy 
postmaster,  mail  carrier,  or  other  officer  or  agent  of  said 
Department,  who  shall  knowingly  circulate,  in  any  State, 
Territory,  or  District,  as  aforesaid,  any  such  pamphlet, 
newspaper,  handbill,  or  other  printed  paper  or  pictorial 
representation,  forbidden  by  the  laws  of  sucti  State, 
Territory,  or  District. 

Sec  3.  ^nd  be  it  further  enacted  by  the  authority  afore- 
said. That  the  deputy  postmasters  of  the  offices  where 
the  pamphlets,  newspapers,  handbills,  or  other  printed 
papers  or  pictorial  representations  aforesaid,  may  arrive 
for  delivery,  shall,  under  the  instructions  of  the  PosU 
master  General,  from  time  to  time  give  notice  of  thfe 
same,  so  that  they  may  be  withdrawn  by  the  person 
who  deposited  them  originally  to  be  mailed;  and  if  the 
same  shall  not  be  withdrawn  in  one  month  thereafter, 
shall  be  burnt  or  otherwise  destroyed.] 

The  question  being  on  the  passage  of  the  bill — 

Mr.  WEBSTER  addressed  the  Senate  at  length  in 
opposition  to  the  bill,  commencing  his  argument  against 
^hat  he  contended  was  its  vagueness  and  obscurity,  in 
not  sufficiently  defining  what  were  the  publications  the 
circulation  of  which  it  intended  to  prohibit.  The  bill 
provided  that  it  should  not  be  lawful  for  any  deputy  post- 
master, in  any  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  the  United 
States,  knowingly  to  deliver  to  any  person  whatever, 
any  pamphlet,  newspaper,  handbill,  or  other  printed 
paper  or  pictorial  representation,  touching  the  subject 
of  slavery,  where,  by  the  laws  of  the  said  State,  District, 
or  Territory,  their  circulation  was  prohibited.  Under 
this  provision,  Mr.  W.  contended  that  it  was  impossible 
to  say  what  publications  might  not  be  prohibited  from 
circulation.  No  matter  what  was  the  publication,  whether 
for  or  against  slavery,  if  it  touched  the  subject  in  any 
shape  or  form,  it  would  fall  under  the  prohibition.  Even 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States  might  be  prohibited; 
and  the  person  who  was  clothed  with  the  power  to  judge 
in  this  delicate  matter  was  one  of  the  deputy  postmasters, 
who,  notwithstanding  the  difficulties  with  which  he  was 
encompassed  in  coming  to  a  correct  decision,  must  de- 
cide correctly,  under  pain  of  beinj^  reiftoved  from  office. 
It  would  be  necessary,  also,  he  said,  for  the  deputy  post- 
masters referred  to  in  this  bill  to  make  themselves  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  various  laws  passed  by  the  States, 
touching  the  subject  of  slavery,  and  to  decide  on  them, 
no  matter  how  variant  they  might  be  with  each  other. 
Mr.  W.  aho  contended  that  the  bill  conflicted  with  that 
provision  in  the  constitution  which  prohibited  Congress 
from  passing  any  law  to  abridge  the  freedom  of  speech 
or  of  the  press.  What  was  the  liberty  of  the  press?  he 
asked.  It  was  the  liberty  of  printing  as  well  as  the  lib- 
erty of  publishing,  in  all  the  ordinary  modes  of  publica- 
tion; and  was  not  the  circulation  of  papers  through  the 
maib  an  ordinary  mode  of  publication?    He  was  afraid 


that  they  were  in  some  danger  of  taking  a  step  in  this 
matter  that  they  might  hereafter  have  cause  to  regret, 
by  its  being  contended  that  whatever  in  this  bill  applies 
to  publications  touching  slavery,  applies  to  other  publi- 
cations that  the  States  might  think  proper  to  prohibit; 
and  Congress  might,  under  this  example,  be  called  upon 
to  pass  laws  to  suppress  the  circulation  of  political,  reli- 
gious, or  any  other  description  of  publications  which 
produced  excitement  in  the  States.  Was  this  bill  in  ac- 
cordan<!e  with  the  general  force  and  temper  of  the  con- 
stitution and  its  amendments^  It  was  not  in  accordance 
with  that  provision  of  the  instrument  under  which  the 
freedom  of  speech  and  of  the  press  was  secured.  What- 
ever laws  the  State  Legislatures  might  pass  on  the  sub- 
ject. Congress  was  restrained  from  legislating  in  any 
manner  whatever,  with  regard  to  the  press.  It  would 
be  admitted,  that  if  a  newspaper  came  directed  to  him, 
he  had  a  property  in  it;  and  how  could  any  man,  then, 
take  that  property  and  burn  it  without  due  form  of  law  ? 
and  he  did  not  know  how  this  newspaper  could  be  pro- 
nounced an  unlawful  publication,  and  having  no  proper- 
ty in  it,  without  a  legal  trial. 

Mr.  W.  argued  against  the  right  to  examine  into  the 
nature  of  publications  sent  to  the  post  office,  and  said 
that  the  right  of  an  individual  in  his  papers  was  secured 
to  him  in  every  free  country  in  the  world.  In  England, 
it  was  expressly  provided  that  the  papers  of  the  subject 
shall  be  free  from  all  unreasonable  searches  and  seizures 
— language,  he  said,  to  be  found  in  our  constitution. 
This  principle  established  in  England,  so  essential  to 
liberty,  had  been  followed  out  in  France,  where  the 
right  of  printing  and  publishing  was  secured  in  the 
fullest  extent;  the  individual  publishing  being  amenable 
to  the  laws  for  what  he  published;  and  every  man 
printed  and  published  what  he  pleased,  at  his  peril. 
Mr.  W.  went  on  at  some  length  to  show  that  the  bill 
was  contrary  to  that  provision  of  the  constitution  which 
prohibits  Congress  to  pass  any  law  abridging  the  free- 
dom of  speech  or  of  the  press. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  that,  as  he  had  voted  for  the 
^engrossment  of  this  bill,  and  should  vote  for  its  final 
passage,  he  felt  himself  bound  to  defend  and  justify  his 
vote  against  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr.  WxBSTKR.]  In  doing  so,  he  would  imi- 
tate that  Senator,  if  in  no  other  respect,  at  least  in  being 
brief. 

It  is  indispensable  to  the  clear  and  distinct  understand- 
ing of  any  argument,  to  know  precisely  what  is  the 
question  under  discussion.  Without  this  knowledge, 
we  cannot  tell  whether  in  any  or  in  what  degree  the  ar- 
gument is  applicable  to  the  subject.  What,  ihen,  is  the 
naked  question  now  under  discussion,  stripped  of  all 
the  mist  which  has  been  cast  around  it?  This  bill  em- 
braced  but  a  single  principle,  though  this  principle  was 
carried  out  through  three  sections.  It  provides  that 
deputy  postmasters,  within  the  limits  of  such  slavehold- 
iiig  States  as  have  found  it  necessary  for  their  own 
safety  to  pass  laws  making  it  penal  to  circulate  inflamma- 
tory publications  and  pictorial  representations,  calculated 
to  excite  the  slaves  to  insurrection,  shall  not  be  protect- 
ed by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  in  violating  these 
State  laws.  Postmasters  within  these  States,  who  shall 
knowingly  distribute  such  publications,  are  liable  to  be 
removed  from  office.  Tlie  bill  also  provides  that  the 
post  office  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  not  protect 
postmasters,  mail  carriers,  or  other  officers  or  agents  of 
the  Department,  who  shall  knowingly  circulate  such  in- 
cendiary publications,  from  the  penalties  denounced 
against  this  offence  under  the  laws  of  the  States.  This 
is  the  spirit  and  principle  of  the  bill.  It  does  no  more 
than  to  withdraw  the  protection  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  establishing  the  Post  Office  Department,  from 
postmasters  and  other  agents  of  this  Government  who 
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shall  wilfully  transgress  State  laws  deemed  absolutely 
necessary  to  secure  the  States,  within  which  they  exist, 
from  servile  insurrection. 

This  bill  did  not  affect,  in  the  slightest  degree,  any  of 
the  non-slaveholding  States.  Neither  did  it  apply  to  any 
of  the  slaveholding  States,  except  those  within  which 
the  danger  of  insurrection  had  become  so  imminent  as 
to  compel  them  to  pass  laws  of  the  character  referred  to 
in  the  bill. 

Of  the  policy  and  justice  of  passing  such  a  bill  he 
could  not  doubt,  provided  we  possess  the  power.  No 
person  would  contend  that  this  Government  ought  to  be- 
come the  instrument  of  exciting  insurrection  within  any 
of  the  States,  unless  we  were  constrained  to  pursue  this 
course  by  an  overruling  constitutional  necessity.  The 
question  then  is,  Does  any  such  necessity  exist?  Are  we 
bound  by  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  through 
our  post  offices,  to  circulate  publications  among  the 
slaves,  the  direct  tendency  of  which  is  to  excite  their  pas- 
faions  and  rouse  them  to  insurrection?  Have  we  no  power 
to  stay  our  hand  in  any  case?  Even  if  a  portion  of  this 
Union  were  in  a  state  of  open  rebellion  against  the  United 
States,  must  we  aid  and  assist  the  rebels,  by  communica- 
ting to  them,  through  our  Post  Office  Department,  such 
publications  and  information  as  may  encourage  and  pro- 
mote their  designs  against  the  very  existence  of  the  con- 
federacy itself?  If  the  constitution  of  the  United  States 
has  placed  us  in  this  deplorable  condition,  we  must  yield 
to  its  mandates,  no  matter  what  may  be  the  conse- 
quences. 

Mr.  B.  did  not  believe  that  the  constitution  placed  us 
in  any  such  position.  Our  power  over  the  mails  was  as 
broad  and  gseneral  as  any  words  in  the  English  langusge 
could  confer.  The  constitution  declares  that  <<  Congress 
shall  have  power  to  establish  post  offices  and  post  roads." 
'I'his  is  the  only  provision  which  it  contains  toucl)ing  the 
subject.  After  the  establishment  of  these  post  offices 
and  post  roads,  who  shall  decide  upon  the  purposes  for 
which  they  shall  be  used?  He  answered.  Congress,  and 
Congress  alone.  There  was  no  limitation,  no  restriction 
whatever,  upon  our  discretion  contained  in  the  bond. 
We  have  the  power  to  decide  what  shall  and  what  shall 
not  be  carried  in  the  mail,  and  what  shall  be  the  rates  of 
postage.  He  freely  admitted  that,  unless  in  extreme 
esses,  where  the  safety  of  the  republic  was  involved,  we 
should  never  exercise  this  power  of  discrimination  be- 
tween what  papers  should  and  should  not  be  circulated 
through  the  mail.  The  constitution,  however,  has  con- 
ferred upon  us  this  general  power,  probably  for  the  very 
purpose  of  meeting  these  extreme  cases;  and  it  is  one 
which,  from  its  delicate  nature,  we  shall  not  be  likely  to 
abuse. 

He  diflTere^  entirely  from  the  report  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calrovn,]  as  to  the  source 
whence  the  power  was  derived  to^ass  this  bill.  No 
action  of  the  State  Legislatures  could  either  confer  it  or 
lake  it  away.  It  was  perfect  and  complete  in  itself  un- 
der the  federal  constitution,  or  it  had  no  existence.  With 
that  Senator  he  entirely  concurred  in  opinion,  that  the 
sedition  law  was  clearly  unconstitutional.  Congress  have 
no  power  to  abridge  the  freedom  of  the  press,  or  to  pass 
any  law  to  prevent  or  to  punish  any  publication  what- 
ever. He  understood  the  freedom  of  the  press  to  mean 
precisely  what  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  had 
stated.  But  does  it  follow,  as  the  gentleman  contends, 
that  because  we  have  no  power  over  the  press,  that 
therefore  we  are  bound  to'  carry  and  distribute  any 
thing  and  every  thing  which  may  proceed  from  it,  even 
if  it  should  be  calculated  to  stir  up  insurrection  or  to 
destroy  the  Goyernmcni'  So  far  as  this  Government  is 
concerned,  every  person  may  print,  and  publish,  and 
circulate,  whatever  he'  pleases;  but  are  we  therefore 
compelled  to  become  his  agents,  and  to  circulate  for 


him  every  thing  he  may  choose  to  publish?  This  is  the 
question.  Any  gentleman  u^^on  this  floor  may  write 
what  he  thinks  proper  against  my  character;  but  because 
he  can  exercise  this  liberty,  am  I  therefore  bound  to 
carry  and  to  circulate  what  he  has  written?  So  any  in- 
dividual within  the  broad  limits  of  this  Union,  without 
previous  restraint  and  without  danger  of  punishment 
from  the  Federal  Government,  may  publish  what  is  cal- 
culated to  aid  and  assist  the  enemies  of  the  country  in 
open  war;  but  does  it  follow,  as  a  necessary  conse- 
quence, that  this  very  Government  is  bound  toearry  and 
circulate  such  publications  through  its  mails?  A  more 
perfect  non  aequUur  never  had  been  presented  to  his 
mind.  It  was  one  thing  not  to  restrain  or  punish  pub- 
lications; it  was  another  and  an  entirely  diflTerent  thing 
to  carry  and  circulate  them  after  they  have  been  pub- 
lished. The  one  is  merely  passive,  the  other  is  active. 
It  was  one  thing  to  leave  our  citizens  entirely  free  to 
print  and  publish  and  circulate  what  they  pleased,  and 
it  was  another  thing  to  call  upon  us  to  aid  in  their  cir- 
culation. From  the  prohibition  to  make  any  law 
**  abridging  the  freedom  of  speech  or  of  the  press,"  it 
could  never  be  inferred  that  we  must  provide  by  Uw 
for  the  circulation  through  the  post  office  of  every  thing 
which  the  press  might  publish.  And  yet  this  is  the  ar- 
gument both  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  and  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina.  If  this  argument  were 
well  founded,  it  was  very  clear  to  his  mind,  that  no  State 
law  could  confer  upon  Congress  any  power  to  pap  this 
bill.  We  derived  our  powers  from  the  federal  constitu- 
tion, and  from  that  alone.  If  under  its  provisions  we 
had  no  authority  to  pass  the  bill,  we  could  derive  no 
such  authority  from  the  laws  of  the  States. 

Why,  then,  did  Mr.  B.  vote  for  a  bill  to  prevent  the 
circulation  of  publications  prohibited  by  State  laws? 
Not  because  we  derived  any  power  from  these  laws; 
but,  under  the  circumstances,  they  contained  the  best 
rule  to  guide  us  in  deciding  what  publications  were  dan- 
gerous. The  States  were  the  best  judges  of  what  was 
necessary  for  their  own  safety  and  protection;,  and  they 
would  not  call  for  the  passage  of  this  bill,  unless  they  were 
firmly  convinced  that  the  situation  in  which  they  were 
placed  imperiously  demanded  it.  They  were  willing  to 
submit  to  a  great  evil  In  depriving  themselves  of  infor- 
mation which  might  be  valuable  to  them,  in  order  to 
avoid  the  still  greater  evil  that  would  result  from  the 
circulation  of  these  publications  and  pictorial  represen- 
tations among  their  slaves.  Such  a  law  would  not  be 
permitted  to  exist  afler  the  necessity  for  it  had  ended. 
He  was  therefore  willing,  upon  this  occasion,  to  refer 
to  the  laws  of  the  States,  not  for  the  purpose  of  confer- 
ring any  power  on  Congress,  but  merely  for  a  descrip- 
tion of  the  publications  which  it  should  be  unlawful  for 
our  deputy  postmasters  within  these  States  to  circulate. 

This  bill  was  in  strict  conformity  with  the  recommen 
dations  contained  in  the  President's  message  oo  this  sub- 
ject, which  had,  he  believed,  found  favor  every  where. 
The  principles  of  this  message,  which  had  been  pro- 
nounced unconstitutional  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  [Mr.  OIlLHouit,]  had,  be  believed,  been  highly 
commended  in  a  resolution  passed  by  the  Legislature  of 
that  State.  He  would  read  an  extract  from  the  Presi- 
dent's message: 

'<In  connexion  with  these  provisions  in  relation  to 
the  Post  Office  Department,  I  must  also  invite  your  at- 
tention to  the  painful  excitement  produced  in  the  South 
by  attempts  to  circulate  through  the  mails  inflammatory 
appeals  addressed  to  the  passions  of  the  slaves,  in  prints 
and  in  various  sorts  of  publications,  calculated  to  stimu- 
late them  to  insurrection,  and  to  produce  all  the  horrors 
of  servile  war. 

**  There  is,  doubtless,  no  respectable  portion  of  our 
countrymen  who  can  be  so  far  misled  as  to  feci  any 
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other  sentiment  than  that  of  indignant  regret  at  conduct 
so  destructive  of  the  harmony  and  peace  of  the  country, 
and  so  repuf^nant  to  the  principles  of  our  national  com- 
pact, and  to  the  dictates  of  humanity  and  religion.  Our 
happiness  and  prosperity  essentially  depend  upon  peace 
within  our  borders— and  peace  depends  upon  the  main- 
tenance, in  good  faith,  of  those  compromises  of  the  con- 
stitution upon  which  the  Union  is  founded.  It  is  for- 
tunate for  the  country  that  the  good  sense,  the  generous 
feeling,  and  the  deep-rooted  attachment  of  the  people 
of  the  non-slaveholding  States  to  the  Union,  and  to  their 
fellow-citizens  of  the  same  blood  in  the  South,  have 
given  so'strong  and  impressive  a  tone  to  the  sentiments 
entertained  against  the  proceedings  of  the  misguided 
persons  who  have  engaged  in  these  unconstitiMional  and 
wicked  attempts,  and  especially  against  the  emissaries 
from  foreign  parts  who  have  dared  to  interfere  in  this 
matter,  as  to  authorize  the  hope  that  those  attempts 
will  no  longer  be  persisted  in.  But  if  these  expressions 
of  the  public  will  shall  not  be  sufficient  to  effect  so  desi. 
rable  a  result,  not  a  doubt  can  be  entertained  that  the 
non-slaveholding  States,  so  far  from  countenancing  the 
slightest  interference  with  the  constitutional  rights  of  the 
South,  will  be  prompt  to  exercise  their  authority  in  sup- 
pressing, so  far  as  in  them  lies,  whatever  is  calculated 
to  produce  this  evil. 

•*  In  leaving  the  care  of  other  branches  of  this  inter- 
esting subject  to  the  State  authorities,  to  whom  they 
properly  belong,  it  is  nevertheless  proper  for  Congress 
to  take  such  measures  hs  will  prevent  the  Post  Office 
Department,' which  was  designed  to  foster  an  amicable 
intercourse  and  correspondence  between  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  confederacy,  from  being  used  as  an  instru- 
ment of  an  opposite  character.  The  General  Govern- 
ment, to  which  the  great  trust  is  confided  of  preserving 
inviolate  the  relations  created  among  the  States  by  the 
constitution,  is  especially  bound  to  avoid,  in  its  own 
action,  any  thing  that  may  disturb  them.  I  would, 
therefore,  call  the  special  attention  of  Congress  to  the 
subject,  and  respectfully  suggest  the  propriety  of  pass- 
ing such  a  law  as  will  prohibit,  under  severe  penalties, 
the  circulation  in  the  southern  States,  through  the  mail, 
of  incendiary  publications  intended  to  instigate  the  slaves 
to  insurrection." 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Webster,  Mr.  B.  said  that  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  vagueness  in  that  part  of  the  bill 
on  which  the  gentleman  had  commented,  except  what 
arose  from  the  nature  of  the  subject.  It  is  vague,  says 
the  gentleman,  because  it  contains  no  description  of  the 
publications  the  circulation  of  which  it  intends  to  pro- 
hibit, except  the  words  **  touching  the  subject  of  sla- 
very." On  this  foundation  he  had  erected  a  considera- 
ble portion  of  his  argument.  Mr.  B.  acknowledged 
that  if  the  bill  contained  no  other  description  than  this, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  carry  it  into  execution.  But 
this  was  not  the  fact.  The  subsequent  language  restrict- 
ed this  vague  description;  because  it  confined  the  opera- 
tion of  the  bill  to  such  publications  only,  *'  touching  the 
subject  of  slavery,"  as  were  prohibited  from  circulation 
by  the  laws  of  the  respective  Slates. 

We  have  (said  Mr.  B.)  wisely  and  properly  referred, 
fur  the  description  of  the  offence,  to  the  laws  of  the  dif- 
ferent States  which  will  be  embraced  by  the  bill.  It 
was  just,  it  Was  politic,  it  was  treating  those  States 
with  a  proper  degree  of  respect,  to  make  our  law  con- 
form with  their  laws,  and  thus  to  take  care  that  no  con- 
flict should  arise  between  our  deputy  postmasters  and 
their  State  authorities.  Could  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts himself  make  the  bill  more  explicit^  He 
could  not  do  it,  consistently  with  the  principles  upon 
which  it  was  founded.  Without  incorporating  into  its 
provisions  all  the  laws  of  all  the  States  who  had  thought 
proper  to  pass  laws  upon  this  subject.     Our  deputy 


postmasters  were  resident  citizens  of  those  States.  They 
were  bound  to  know  the  State  laws  under  which  they 
lived;  and  all  that  this  bill  requires  is,  that  they  shall 
not  violate  them. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  contended  that 
any  newspaper  which  had  been  sent  to  an  individual  by 
mail,  and  was  deposited  in  a  post  office,  was  his  prop- 
erty;  and  we  had,  therefore,  no  right  to  say  it  should 
not  be  delivered.  But  this  was  begging  the  question. 
It  was  taking  that  for  granted  which  remained  to  be 
proved.  If  Congress,  as  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  contended,  pos- 
sessed the  incontestable  power  of  declaring  what  should 
and  what  should  not  be  circulated  through  the  mails, 
no  man  could  have  the  right  to  demand  from  any  post 
office  that  which  the  law  had  declared  should  not  thus 
be  circulated.  If  we  can,  without  violating  the  consti- 
tution, say  that  these  inflammatory  publications,  tending 
to  excite^servile  war,  shall  not  be  distributed  by  our  post- 
masters among  the  individuals  to  whom  they  are  direct- 
ed, no  question  of  property  could  then  arise.  No  man 
can  have  a  property  in  that  which  is  a  violation  of  law. 
It  then  becomes  a  question,  not  of  properly,  but  of 
public  safety.  Admit  the  gentleman's  premises,  that  we 
have  no  right  to  pass  any  law  upon  this  subject,  and  he 
can  establish  his  position  that  a  property  exists  in  those 
publications  whilst  in  the  post  offices.  Without  this 
admission  his  argument  entirely  fails. 

He  felt  as  reluctant  as  any  man  could  feel,  to  vote  for 
'  any  law  interfering  with  the  circulation  through  the 
mails  of  any  publication  whatever,  no  matter  what  might 
be  its  character.  But  if  the  slaves  within  any  southern 
State  were  in  rebellion,  or  if  a  palpable  and  well-found- 
ed danger  of  such  a  rebellion  existed,  with  his  present 
convictions,  should  he  refuse  to  prevent  the  circulation 
of  publications  tending  to  encourage  or  excite  insurrec- 
tion, he  would  consider  himself  an  accomplice  in  their 
guilt.  He  entertained  no  doubt  whatever  of  the  power 
vf  Congress  to  pass  this  bill,  or  of  the  propriety  ot  exer- 
cising that  power.  He  would  not  have  voted  for  the 
bill  which  had  been  reported  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhour,]  because  he  thought  it 
a  measure  far  beyond  what  was  required  by  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case.  This  bill,  whilst  it  was  sufficiently 
strong  to  correct  the  evil,  would  be  confined  in  its  opera- 
tions to  those  States  within  which  the  danger  existed. 

Mr.  DAVIS  stated  at  length  his  objections  to  the 
passage  of  the  bill.  Senators  assumed  that  there  were 
no  difficulties  in  the  way,  because  the  post  office  power 
gave  to  Congress  the  right  to  decide  what  should  be  , 
carried  in  the  mails.  On  a  former  occasion,  he  had  said 
all  that  was  proper  in  regard  to  this  matter.  He  then 
drew  the -attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  constitutioual 
question  involved,  and  demonstrated,  as  he  thought, 
that  there  was  no  authority  in  the  constitution  to  pass 
this  bill,  or  any  thing  like  it.  The  language  of  the  con- 
stitution was  very  simple:  it  only  said  that  Congress 
should  have  the  power  to  establish  post  offices  and  post 
roads.  Now,  whut  was  a  post  office,  in  the  meaning  of 
the  constitution^  To  understand  this,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  ascertain  what  was  the  meaning  held  at  the  time 
the  constitution  was  adopted.  You  had  a  post  office  at 
the  time  the  constitution  was  made,  and  a  press  also; 
and  the  provision  in  the  constitution  was  made  in  refer- 
ence to  both  these  known  things.  The  object  in  estab- 
lishing the  post  office,  then,  was  to  send  abroad  intelli- 
gence throughout  the  country;  and  it  was  intended  for 
the  transmission  of  newspapers,  pamphlets,  judicial  and 
legislative  proceedings,  and  all  matters  emanating  from 
the  press,  relating  to  politics,  literature,  and  science, 
and  for  the  transmission  of  private  letters.  It  would  be, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  in  conflict  with  the  provision 
of  the  constitution  giving  Congress  the  power  to  estab- 
lish the  post  office,  as  well  as  an  abridgment  of  the 
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freedom  or  the  press,  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions 
of  the  bill. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  reiterated  the  argu- 
ment used  the  other  day  by  his  friend  from  Georgia, 
tliat  you  have  no  right  lo  diffuse  publications  through 
the  ageney  of  the  post  office,  fur  the  purpose  of  exci- 
ting a  servile  war.  Now,  let  me  tell  the  gentleman 
(said  Mr.  D.)  that  this  is  an  old  argument  against  the 
liberty  of  the  press,  and  that  it  has  been  used  whenever 
it  was  thought  necessary  to  establish  a  censorship  over 
it.  The  public  morals  were  said  to  be  in  danger;  it  was 
necessary  to  prevent  licentiousness,  tumult,  and  sedition} 
and  the  public  good  required  that  the  licentiousness  of 
the  press  should  be  restrained.  All  these  were  the 
plausible  pretences  undtrr  which  the  freedom  of  the 
press  had  been  violated  in  all  ages.  Now,  they  knew 
that  the  press  was  at  all  limes  corrupt;  but  when  they 
came  to  decide  the  question  whether  the  tares  should  be 
rooted  up,  and  the  wheat  along  with  it,  those  who  had 
decided  in  favor  of  liberty  had  always  decided  that  it 
was  belter  to  put  up  with  a  lesser  evil  than  to  draw 
down  upon  themselves  one  of  such  fearful  magnitude  as 
must  result  from  the  destruction  of  the  press.  Mr.  D. 
contended  that  the  power  to  be  given  to  the  deputy 
postmasters  to  decide  what  should  and  what  should  not 
be  distributed  from  the  post  office,  gave  them  a  danger- 
ous discretion  over  a  very  delicate  matter,  and  thai  the 
power  was  one  highly  susceptible  of  abuse,  and  always 
liable  to  misconstruction. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  observed  that  this  bill  was  intended 
simply  to  prevent  any  officer  of  ihe  Government,  who 
should  violate  the  laws  of  the  States  in  which  he  resided, 
from  sheltering  himself  under  the  post  office  law.  As 
the  bill  now  stood,  the  objections  with  regard  to  abridg- 
ing the  freedom  of  the  press  had  no  application  what- 
ever. There  was  no  provision  in  the  bill  interfering 
with  the  printing  or  publishing  any  matter  whatever,  nor 
was  it  even  pretended  that  Congress  possessed  the 
power  of  doing  so.  It  was  not  even  said  that  certain 
publications,  no  matter  how  incendiary  in  their  character, 
should  not  be  deposited  in  the  post  office  and  transmit- 
ted through  the  mails.  Therefore,  all  the  objections 
that  he  had  heard  to  the  bill  fell  to  the  ground.  In  this 
bill  the  Government  simply  said  to  the  individual  in  its 
employ,  *<  We  will  not  help  you  to  do  an  act  in  violation 
of  the  laws  of  the  State  in  which  you  live."  That  was 
the  ground  on  which  the  bill  was  framed,  and  it  could 
not  be  pretended  that  this  was  an  abridgment  of  the 
liberty  of  the  press.  It  was  only  the  Government  de- 
clining to  assist  an  individual  in  the  violation  of  the  law, 
and  that  was  the  whole  bill.  The  Government  under 
the  constitution  had  an  entire  control  of  the  Post  Office 
Department.  It  had  the  power  to  regulate  what  matters 
should  be  carried  through  the  mails,  and  what  should 
not.  We  say  to  every  body  that  to  these  slaveholding 
States  you  may  transmit  through  the  mails  what  you 
please;  but  if  you  transmit  to  one  of  our  officers  what  is 
prohibited  by  the  laws  of  the  State  in  which  he  resides, 
we  shall  say  to  that  officer,  you  shsll  not  put  on  the 
mantle  of  the  Government  to  assist  you  in  the  violation 
of  that  law;  you  shall  be  subject  to  the  penalties  of  the 
Slate  laws,  besides  removal  from  office.  In  fact,  there 
was  not  the  slightest  pretext  for  saying  that  this  bill 
violated  in  the  remost  degree  the  freedom  of  the  press. 
Nothing  should  be  carried  in  the  mails  but  what  was 
proper  for  trsnsmission  through  them;  but  if  there  was 
any  thing  sent  through  them  tending  to  excite  insurrec- 
tion and  bloodshed,  how  could  there  be  an  objection  to 
the  passage  of  a  law,  saying  that  it  should  not  be  deliver- 
ed out  from  the  post  office. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  objected  to  the 
^'agueness  of  the  bill  in  saying  what  shall  not  be  dis- 
tributed from  the  post  offices.    How  could  the  matter,  he 


asked,  be  made  more  specific?  When  the  publication 
arrived  at  the  po^t  office  where  it  was  prohibited,  and 
was  about  to  be  handed  out,  the  State  law  would  be 
consulted,  and,  by  it,  it  would  be  decided  whether  it  was 
in  violation  of  the  State  law  or  not,  and  it  could  thus  be  de- 
termined whether  it  was  proper  for  delivery.  He  should 
not  say  any  thing  as  to  the  report;  he  did  not  concur 
in  it  fsrther  than  that  this  was  a  great  evil,  and  should  be 
corrected  in  the  mildest  way  that  it  could  be  done.  This 
bill  did  not  affect  any  individual  but  those  of  the  post 
offices  of  the  States  where  laws  have  been  passed  pro- 
'  hibiting  publications  and  pictorial  representations,  calcula- 
ted lo  excite  insurrection  among  the  slaves.  He  was 
opposed  to  the  original  bill,  because  it  interfered  with 
what  publ'tfations  should  be  deposited  in,  as  well  as  de- 
livered from,  the  post  offices.  But  it  was  only  at  the 
delivery  office  where  this  bill  would  operate,  and  the 
postmaster  at  such  office  would  be  operated  on  by  the 
laws  of  the  Stale  in  which  it  is  situated.  If  this  bill  was 
not  passed,  nothing  could  be  done,  and  the  post  office 
would  be  made  (for  there  were  persons  wicked  enough 
to  do  it)  Ihe  medium  through  which  to  send  firebrands 
throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  thai  he  considered  this  bill  totally  un- 
necessary and  uncalled-for  by  public  senlimenl;  and  in 
this  he  diflTered  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
[Mr.  Buchanan;]  for  he  believed  that  the  President's 
message  on  the  subject  h»d  met  with  general  disappro- 
bation; that  it  was  unconstitutional;  and,  if  not  so,  that 
it  contained  a  principle  of  a  most  dangerous  and  alarm- 
ing character.  When  he  saw  that  the  exercise  of  the 
most  extraordinary  and  dangerous  power  had  been  as- 
sumed by  the  head  of  the  Post  Office,  and  that  it  liad 
been  sustained  by  this  message,  he  turned  his  attention 
to  the  subject,  and  inquired  whether  it  was  necessary 
that  the  General  Government  should,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, exercise  such  a  f>ower,  and  whether  he 
possessed  it;  and,  after  much  reffection,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  they  could  not  pass  any  law 
interfering  with  the  subject  in  any  shape  or  form  what- 
ever. 

The  evil  complained  of  was  the  circulation  of  papers 
having  a  certain  tendency.  The  papers,  unless  circulated, 
did  no  harm,  and  while  in  the  post  office  or  in  the  mail 
they  were  not  circulated— it  was  a  circulation  solely  which 
constituted  the  evU.  It  was  the  t:iking  them  out  of  the 
mail,  and  the  use  that  was  to  be  made  of  them,  that  consti- 
tuted the  mischief.  Then  it  was  perfectly  coropttenttothc 
State  authorities  to  apply  the  remedy.  The  instant  that 
a  prohibited  paper  was  handed  out,  whether  to  a  citizen 
or  sojourner,  he  was  subject  lo  the  laws  which  might 
compel  him  either  to  surrender  them  or  burn  them. 
He  considered  the  hill  not  only  unnecessary,  but  as  a 
law  of  a  dangerous,  if  not  a  doubtful,  authority. 

It  was  objected  that  it  was  vague  and  indefinite  in  its 
character;  and  how  is  that  objection  got  over?  The  bill 
provided  that  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  deputy  post- 
master, in  any  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  the  United 
States,  knowingly  to  deliver  to  any  person  whatever, 
a-.y  pamphlet,  newspaper,  handbill,  or  other  printed 
paper  or  pictorial  representation,  touching  the  subject 
of  slavery,  where,  by  the  laws  of  the  said  SUte,  Territo- 
ry, or  District,  their  circulation  is  prohibited.  Now, 
what  could  be  more  vague  and  indefinite  than  this  de- 
scription? Now,  could  it  be  decided,  by  this  description, 
what  publications  should  be  withheld  from  distribution? 
The  gentleman  from  Penns>1vania  said  that  the  laws  of 
the  States  would  supply  the  omission.  He  thought  the 
Senator  was  premature  in  saying  that  there  would  be 
precision  in  Slate  laws,  before  he  showed  it  by  produ- 
cing the  law.  He  had  seen  no  such  law,  and  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  description  in  the  bill  was  applicable 
or  not.     There  was  another  objection  to  this  part  of  the 
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bill;  it  applied  not  only  to  the  present  laws  of  the  States, 
but  to  any  future  laws  that  might  pass. 

Mr.  C/ denied  that  the  bill  applied  to  the  slaveholding 
States  only;  and  went  on  to  argue  that  it  could  be  ap- 
plied to  all  the  States,  and  to  any  publication  touching 
the  subject  of  slavery  whatever,  whether  for  or  against 
it,  if  such  publication  was  only  prohibited  by  the  laws  of 
such  State.  Thus,  for  instance,  a  non-slaveholding 
State  might  protiibit  publications  in  defence  of  the  insti- 
tution of  slavery,  and  this  bill  would  apply  to  it  as  well 
as  to  the  laws  of  the  slaveholding  States;  but  the  law 
would  be  inoperative:  it  declared  that  the  deputy  post- 
master should  not  be  amenable,  unless  he  knowingly 
shall  deliver,  be.  Why,  the  postmaster  might  plead 
ignorance,  and  of  course  the  law  would  be  inoperative. 

But  he  wanted  to  know  whence  Congress  derived  the 
power  to  pass  this  law.  It  was  said  that  it  was  to  carry 
into  effect  the  laws  of  the  States.  Where  did  they  get 
such  authority?  He  thought  that  their  only  authority 
to  pass  laws  was  in  pursuance  of  the  constitution; 
but  to  pass  laws  to  carry  into  effect  the  laws  of  the 
States,  was  a  most  prolific  authority,  and  there  was 
no  knowing  where  it  was  to  stop:  it  would  make  the 
legislation  of  Congress  dependent  upon  the  legislation 
of  twenty>four  different  sovereignties.  He  thought  the 
bill  was  of  a  most  dangerous  tendency.  The  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  asked  if  the  post  office  power  did  not 
give  them  the  right  to  regulate  what  should  be  carried 
in  the  mails.  Why,  there  was  no  such  power  as  that 
claimed  in  the  bill;  and  if  they  passed  such  a  law,  it 
would  be  exercising  a  most  dangerous  power.  Why,  if 
such  doctrine  prevailed,  the  Government  might  desig- 
nate the  persons,  or  parties,  or  classes,  who  should  have 
the  benefit  of  the  mails,  excluding  all  others. 

It  WHS  too  often  in  the  condemnation  of  a  particular 
evil  that  they  were  urged  on  to  measures  of  a  dangerous 
tendency.  All  must  agrte  as  to  the  dangerous  conse- 
quences of  persons  residing  out  of  certain  States  trans- 
ire  itting  to  them  incendiary  publications,  calculated  to 
promote  civil  war  and  bloodshed.  All  must  see  the 
evil,  and  a  great  evil  it  was,  and  he  hoped  that  a  stop 
would  be  put  to  it;  but  Congress  had  no  power  to  pass 
beyond  the  constitution  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  it. 
l^he  States  alone  had  the  power,  and  their  power  was 
ample  for  the  purpose.  He  hoped  never  to  see 
the  time  when  the  General  Government  should  under- 
take to  correct  the  evil  by  such  measures  as  the  one  be- 
fore them.  If  (said  Mr.  C.)  you  can  pass  this  law  to 
prohibit  the  dehvcry  through  the  post  ofHce  of  ptihlica- 
tions  touching  the  subject  of  slavery,  might  they  not  also 
pass  laws  to  prohibit  any  citizen  of  New  York  or  Massa- 
chusetts from  publishing  and  transmitting  through  the  mail 
any  thing  touching  that  subject?  If  you  may  touch  the 
subject  of  slavery  at  all,  why  not  go  to  the  root  of  the  evil? 
Suppose  one  of  the  southern  Slates  were  to  pass  a  law  of 
this  kind;  would  you  not  be  called  upon  by  all  the  ar- 
guments now  used  in  favor  of  thi^  bill,  to  carry  such 
law  into  effect?  Mr.  C  concluded  by  saying  that  the 
bill  was  calculated  to  destroy  all  the  landmarks  of  the 
constitution,  establish  a  precedent  for  dangerous  legis- 
lation, and  to  lead  to  incalculable  mischief.  There  was 
no  necessity  for  so  dangerous  an  assumption  of  authority, 
the  State  laws  being  perfectly  competent  to  correct  the 
evil  complained  of.  He  must  say  that,  from  the  first  to 
the  last,  be  was  opposed  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  could  nut  concur  with  the  views  ta- 
ken by  the  Senators  from  Massachusetts  and  Kentucky, 
that  this  bill  would  comprehend  in  its  provisions  all  pub- 
lications touching  the  subject  of  slavery.  In  order  to 
bring  any  publication  within  the  provisions  of  the  bill, 
two  qualifications  were  necessary.  The  first  was,  that 
it  must  relate  to  the  subject  of  slavery;  and  the  next 
was,  that  it  must  be  prohibited  by  the  laws  of  the  State 
.Vol.  XII.--109 


to  which  it  is  transmitted.  He  thought  that  this  was  the 
view  that  would  be  taken  of  it  by  the  courts.  The  ob- 
ject of  this  bill  was  to  make  it  the  duty  of  the  postmas- 
ters in  the  States  to  conform  to  the  laws  of  such  States, 
and  not  to  deliver  out  papers  in  violation  of  their  laws. 
The  simple  question  was,  had  this  Government  the  pow- 
er to  say  to  its  officers,  you  shall  not  violate  the  laws  of 
the  States  in  which  you  reside?  Could  it  go  further,  and 
make  it  their  duty  to  co-operate  with  the  States  in  carrying 
their  laws  into  effect?  This  wss  the  simple  question.  Now 
could  any  man  doubt  that  Congress  possessed  the  power 
to  pass  both  measures,  so  that  their  officers  might  not 
come  into  conPJct  with  the  State  laws?  Indeed,  be  look- 
ed upon  measures  of  this  kind  to  prevent  conflicts  be- 
tween the  General  and  State  Governments,  which  were 
likely  to  ensue,  as  essentially  necessary;  for  it  was  evi- 
dent that  when  such  conflicts  took  place*  the  State  must 
have  the  ascendancy.  Mr.  C.  then  briefly  recapitula- 
ted the  principles  on  which  this  bill  was  founded,  and 
contended  that  it  was  in  aid  of  laws  passed  by  the  States 
as  far  as  Congress  had  the  power  constitutionally  to  f^o^ 
and  assumeed  no  power  to  prohibit  or  interfere  with  the 
publication  or  circulation  of  any  paper  whatever;  it  only 
declared  that  the  officers  of  the  Government  should  not 
make  their  official  stations  a  shield  for  violating  the  State 
laws.  Was  there  any  one  there  who  would  say,  that  the 
States  had  not  the  power  to  pass  laws  prohibiting  and 
making  penal,  the  circulation  of  papers,  calculated  to 
incite  insurrection  among  their  slaves?  It  being  admit- 
ted that  they  could,  could  not  Congress  order  its  offi- 
cers to  abstain  from  the  violation  of  these  laws?  We  do 
not  (said  Mr.  C)  pass  a  law  to  abridge  the  freedom  of 
the  press,  or  to  prohibit  the  publication  and  circulation 
of  any  paper  whatever — this  has  been  done  by  the  States 
already.  The  inhibition  of  the  constitution  was  on  Con- 
gress, and  not  on  the  States,  who  possessed  full  power 
to  pass  any  laws  they  thought  proper.  They  knew  that 
there  were  several  precedents  to  sanction  this  bill. 
Congress  had  passed  laws  to  abstain  from  the  violation 
of  the  health  laws  of  the  States.  Could  any  one  say 
'that  the  constitution  gave  to  Congress  the  power  to  pass 
quarantine  laws?  He  had  not  adverted  to  the  message 
of  the  President  on  this  subject,  because  he  believed 
that  the  President  acted  from  the  best  motives,  and  tttat 
that  part  of  the  message  was  drawn  up  without  sufficient 
reflection.  He  denied,  however,  that  this  message  was 
in  conformity  with  the  constitution.  It  would  be  di- 
rectly abridging  the  liberty  of  the  press  for  Congress  to 
pass  such  laws  as  the  President  recommended.  One 
part  of  the  message  he  would  refer  to,  whicli^was  in  these 
words: 

**l  wouldi  therefore,  call  the  special  attention  of  Con- 
gress to  the  subject,  and  respectfully  suggest  the  pro- 
priety of  passing  such  a  law  as  will  prohibit,  under  se- 
vere penalties,  the  circulation  in  the  southern  States, 
through  the  mail,  of  incendiary  publications,  intended  to 
instigate  the  slaves  to  insurrection." 

This  was  clearly  unconstitutional;,  for  it  not  only  rec- 
ommended the  prohibition  of  publications  and  circula- 
tion of  incendiary  papers,  (abridging  the  freedom  of  the 
press,)  but  it  recommended  also  the  infliction  of  severe 
penalties,  which  powers  were  expressly  prohibited  by 
the  constitution.  On  no  other  principle  could  this  ever 
be  defended,  than  that  it  was  simply  abstaining  from,  a 
violation  of  the  laws  of  the  States. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  contended  timt  this  bill 
was  useless;  and  he  (Mr.  C.)  agreed  that  it  was  so  in  one 
sense,  and  that  was,  with  or  without  (his  bill,  the  south- 
ern States  would  execute  their  own  laws  against  the 
circulation  of  such  papers.  It  was  a  case  of  life  and 
death  with  them;  and  did  any  body  suppose  that  they 
would  permit  so  many  magazines  in  their  bosom  to  blow 
them  to  destruction,  as  these  post  offices  musl  bCi  if 
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these  incendiary  publications  continued  to  be  circulated 
through  them?  While  the  southern  States  contained  so 
many  postmasters  opposed  to  their  institutions,  as  it  was 
in  his  own  State,  where  almost  every  postmaster  was 
opposed  to  it,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  for  them  to 
take  effectual  measures  for  their  own  security.  It  was 
the  assertion  of  the  principle,  that  ttie  States  had  a  right 
to  protect  themselves,  which  made  the  bill  valuable  in 
his  eyes;  it  prevented  the  conflict  which  would  be  likely 
to  take  place  between  the  General  and  State  Govern- 
ments, unless  some  measure  of  the  kind  should  be  adopt- 
ed. The  States  had  a  right  to  go  to  the  extent  of  this 
bill;  and  they  would  be  wanting  to  themselves  and  to 
posterity  if  they  omitted  to  do  it.  It  was  on  the  doctrine 
of  State  rights  and  State  intervention  that  be  supported 
this  bill,  and  on  no  other  grounds. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  objected  to  the  re- 
turning of  these  papers  whose  delivery  was  prohibited. 
He  regretted  this  as  much  as  the  Senator  did;  but  his 
objection  was,  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough:  he  thought 
that  these  papers  should  be  delivered  to  the  prosecuting 
ofiicers  of  the  States,  to  enable  them  to  ferret  out  the 
designs  of  the  incendiaries. 

Mr.  "WEBSTER  remarked,  that  In  general  it  might 
be  safely  said,  that  when  different  gentlemen  supported 
a  measure  admitted  to  be  of  a  novel  character,  and 
placed  their  defence  of  it  on  different  and  inconsistent 
grounds,  a  very  simple  person  might  believe,  in  such 
case,  that  there  were  no  very  strong  grounds  for  adopt- 
ing the  measure.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  not  only  placed  their 
defence  of  the  bill  on  opposite  grounds,  but  each  op- 
posed the  principles  on  which  the  other  founded  his 
support  of  it.  Where  the  object  to  be  gained  was  ap- 
parently good,  and  the  case  urgent,  a?  it  was  represent- 
ed to  be,  how  could  limiUtions  of  power  stand  against 
powerful  opponents,  which  have  always  been  urging  to 
despotism?  Now,  against  the  objects  of  this  bill  he  had 
not  a  word  to  say;  but  with  constitutional  lawyers  there 
was  a  great  difference  between  the  object  and  the  means 
to  carry  it  into  effect.  It  was  not  the  object  to  be  gain- 
ed, but  the  means  to  attain  it,  which  they  should  look 
to;  for  though  the  object  might  be  good,  the  means 
might  not  be  so.  His  objections  went  to  the  means,  and 
Tiot  to  the  object;  and  he  did  not  yield  the  argument 
because  the  object  was  a  good  one,  and  the  case  was 
urgent.  It  was  better  to  limit  the  power,  and  run  the 
risk  of  injury  from  the  want  of  it,  than  to  give  a  power 
which  might  be  exercised  in  a  dangerous  manner. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  said  that  this  bill  was 
calling  on  Congress  to  do  nothing  but  to  abstain  from 
violating  the  laws  of  the  States,  it  was  one  thing,  said 
the  Senator,  for  Congress  to  abstain  from  giving  these 
incendiary  papers  circulation,  and  another  to  pass  laws 
saying  that  they  shall  not  be  published.  But  if  Con- 
gress had  no  mail  through  which  these  papers  could  be 
transmitted,  what  did  the  gentleman  mean  by  Congress 
abstaining  from  giving  them  circulation }  It  meant  that 
Congress  should  interfere,  and  create  an  especial  ex- 
ception as  to  what  should  be  transmitted  by  their  ordi- 
nary channel  of  intelligence,  and  that  that  exception 
should  be  caused  by  the  character  of  the  writing  or  pub- 
lication. He  contended  that  Congress  had  not  the  power, 
drawn  from  the  character  of  the  paper,  to  decide  whe- 
ther it  should  be  carried  in  the  mail  or  not;  for  such  de- 
cision would  be  a  direct  abridgment  of  the  freedom  of 
the  press.  He  confessed  that  he  was  shocked  at  the 
doctrine.  He  looked  back  to  the  alien  and  sedition 
laws,  which  were  so  universally  condemned  throughout 
the  country;  and  what  was  their  object?  Certainly  to 
prohibit  publications  of  a  dangerous  tendency.  [Mr.  W. 
here  quoted  the  sedition  law,  to  show  the  objects  it  in- 
tended to  effect.]    But  the  deputy  postmasters,  Mr. 


W.  said,  must  look  into  the  newspaper  mail  to  see  if 
there  were  any  publications  in  it  touching  the  subject 
of  slavery,  calculated  to  excite  insurrections  among  the 
slaves. 

Now,  said  Mr.  W.,  the  country  would  have  been  rent 
into  atoms  if  the  sedition  law,  instead  of  saying  that 
papers  should  not  be  published  in  such  and  such  a  way, 
had  declared  that  the  deputy  postmasters  should  have 
the  power  to  search  the  mails  to  see  if  they  contained 
any  publications  calculated  to  '*  bring  the  Government 
into  disrepute,  promote  insurrection,  and  lead  to  foreign 
war,"  the  evils  the  sedition  law  intended  to  guard 
against.  All  the  papers  described  in  the  law  of  ^99 
were  unlawful  by  the  laws  of  any  of  the  States;  and  yet 
that  law  which  had  created  so  much  excitement,  and 
met  with  such  general  reprobation,  contained  nothing 
like  the  power  claimed  by  this  bill.  Any  law  distin- 
guishing what  shall  or  shall  not  go  into  the  maiU,  found- 
ed on  the  sentiments  of  the  |>aper,  and  making  the 
deputy  postmaster  the  judge,  he  should  say  was  ex- 
pressly unconstitutional,  if  not  recommended  by  gentle- 
men of  such  high  authority.  This  bill,  said  Mr.  W., 
went  beyond  the  recommendation  of  the  President;  for 
his  recommendation  was,  that  the  person  who  circulated 
the  papers  described  by  him,  should  be  punished  by  se- 
vere penalties.  Now,  this  was  the  old  law  of  liberty; 
there  was  not  a  word  of  previous  restraint  in  it  as  im-. 
posed  by  this  bill.  Mr.  W.  then  went  into  an  argument 
to  show  the  vagueness  of  the  bill  in  describing  the 
paper  the  delivery  of  which  was  prohibited.  Under  it 
it  was  impossible  to  determine  what  publications  should 
be  prohibited:  abolition  pamphlets  were  to  be  stopped 
at  the  South,  and  anti-abolition  papers  were  to  be  stop- 
ped at  the  North.  In  reply  to  Mr.  Bucbaztait,  he  satd 
that  he  did  not  assume  that  these  prohibited  publications 
either  were  op  were  not  property.  All  he  said  was, 
that  they  ought  not  to  make  the  deputy  postmasters  the 
judge,  and  take  away  the  property  without  the  authority 
of  law.  What  he  had  to  say  was,  that  it  was  a  question 
of  property  or  no  property;  and  that  they  could  not 
make  the  deputy  postmasters  the  judge  of  the  fact,  as 
he  could  not  be  a  judge  of  property  known  to  the  con- 
stitution arid  the  law. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  he  had  not  anticipated,  when 
he  first  addressed  the  Senate  upon  this  subject,  that  he 
should  have  occasion  to  make  any  further  remarks;  but 
the  Senator  from  Blassachusetts  had  replied  to  his  argu- 
ment in  such  a  special  manner,  that  he  felt  himself 
constrained  to  reply  to  some  of  his  remarks.  Now,  per- 
mit me  to  say,  (continued  Mr.  B.,)  that  he  has  not  at  all 
met  the  point  of  my  argument.  He  has  invested  this 
subject  with  an  air  of  greater  importance  and  responsi- 
bility than  it  deserves;  he  has  played  around  it  with  all 
his  powers,  but  without  touchmg  the  real  question  in- 
volved in  the  discussion. 

Congress  has  no  power  (says  the  gentleman)  to  pass 
any  law  abridging  the  freedom  of  speech  or  of  the 
press.  Granted,  lie  most  freely  admitted  that  Con- 
gress had  no  power  to  touch  the  press  at  all.  We  can 
pass  no  law  whatever  either  to  prevent  or  to  punish  any 
publication,  under  any  circumstances  whatever.  The 
sedition  law  violated  this  principle.  It  punished  libels 
against  the  Federal  Government  and  its  ofiicers;  and 
having  met  with  general  reprobation,  it  was  repealed, 
or  permitted  to  expire  by  its  own  limitation,  he  did  not 
recoil*,  ct  which. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  admitted  these  premises  of  the  gentle- 
man in  their  broadest  extent;  but  did  they  justify  his 
conclusions?  In  order  to  maintain  his  argument,  he 
must  prove  that  the  constitution,  in  declaring  that  Con- 
gress f^hall  not  pass  any  law  abridging  the  freedom  of 
the  press,  has  thereby,  and  from  the  force  of  these 
terms  alone,  commanded  us  to  circulate  and  distribute. 
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through  our  post  offices,  every  thing  which  the  press 
may  publish,  no  matter  whether  it  shall  promote  insur- 
rection and  civil  war  or  not.  This  is  the  proposition 
which  he  must  establish.  All  the  gentleman's  remarks 
in  favor  of  the  liberty  of  the  press  met  his  cordial  ap- 
probation; but  they  did  Aot  apply  to  the  constitutional 
question  then  under  discussion.  He  had  argued  this 
question  precisely  as  if,  in  addition  to  the  words  already 
in  the  constitution,  that  **  Congress  shall  make  no  law 
abridging  the  freedom  of  speech  or  of  the  press,"  there 
had  been  inserted,  <<or  to  prevent  the  circulation  of 
any  production  of  the  press  through  the  post  offices." 
But  these  words  were  not  in  the  instrument;  and  the 
only  question  was,  whether  the  one  prohibition  could 
be  inferred  from  the  other.  Mr.  B.  said  he  was  in  favor 
of  a  plain  and  literal  construction  of  the  constitution. 
,  He  took  it  for  his  guide;  and  he  could  never  consent  to 
interpolate  what  its  framers  never  intended  should  be 
there.  They  have  conferred  upon  Congress,  in  express 
terms,  a  general  discretion  in  regard  to  the  Post  Office 
Department;  and  the  question  then  was,  shall  we  exer- 
cise it  in  the  manner  proposed  by  this  bill,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  servile  war,  bloodshed,  and  dis- 
union } 

How  had  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  met  his 
argument?  He  says  that  the  principles  upon  which  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhouh]  and  him- 
self had  sustained  this  bill,  were  at  variance  with  each 
other;  and  that  this  of  itself  was  stifficient  to  cast  doubt 
over  the  measure.  But  was  it  the  first  time  the  gentle- 
man had  ever  known  correct  conclusions  to  be  drawn 
from  varying  or  even  unfounded  premises?  The  bill 
itself  ought  nut  to  be  condemned  for  the  arguments  of 
its  friends.  He  would  remind  the  gentleman  of  the  ad- 
vice given  by  a  distinguished  English  judge  to  a  young 
friend  about  to  occupy  a  judicial  station  in  the  West  In- 
dies, which  was,  never  to  give  reasons  for  his  judg- 
ments where  it  could  be  avoided;  because  his  natural 
sense  and  perception  of  justice  would  almost  always  en- 
able him  to  decide  correctly,  though  he  might,  and 
probably  oAen  would,  assign  insufficient  reasons  for  his 
decisions.  This  bill  ought  to  be  Judged  by  its  own  pro- 
visions, and  ought  not  to  be  condemned  fur  the  reasons 
in  support  of  it  which  had  been  advanced  eitbeir  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  or  himself. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  had  argued  as 
though  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  said,  that  as  the  end  proposed 
by  this  measure  was  good,  he  should  vote  for  it,  not- 
withstanding the  means  might  be  unconstitutional. 

[Here  Mr.  Wsbstbr  explained,  and  said  he  had  not 
imputed  to  Mr.  B.  such  an  argument.] 

Mr.  B.  proceeded.  The  Senator  did  not  mean  this 
imputation;  but  his  argument  seemed  to  imply  as  much. 
However  necessary  he  might  believe  this  bill  to  be,  if 
he  did  not  find  a  clear  warrant  for  its  passage  in  the 
constitution,  it  should  never  have  his  support.  He 
never  could  believe  that  this  Government,  having  the 
exclusive  control  over  the  Post  Office  Department  in  all 
its  various  relations,  was  yet  so  impotent  to  prevent  evil, 
that  it  must,  under  the  fundamental  law  which  called  it 
into  existence,  whether  it  would  or  not,  distribute  publi- 
cations tending  directly  to  promote  servile  insurrection, 
and  to  produce  its  own  destruction. 

The  Senator. from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhoun]  had 
misapprehended  him  in  one  particular.  He  (Mr.  B,) 
had  disclaimed  all  authority  to  pass  this  bill  derived  from 
State  laws,  or  from  any  other  .source  than  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.  lie  had  not  said  he  would 
vote  for  a  similar  bill  in  all  cases  where  the  State  Legis- 
latures might  think  proper  to  pass  laws  to  prohibit  the 
circulation  of  any  publication  whatever.  He  considered 
the  passage  of  such  laws  merely  as  evidence  of  the  ne- 
cessity for  legislation  by  Congress;  but  be  was  very  far 


from  adopting  the  principle  that  it  should  be  conclusive 
evidence  in  all  cases.  Congress  must  judge  for  itself 
under  ail  the  circumstances  of  each  particular  case. 

In  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  Mr.  B. 
said  that  this  bill  would  not  be  a  penal  law.  Every  thing 
like  a  penalty  had  been  stricken  from  its  provisions,  un- 
less the  removal  of  a  deputy  postmaster  from  office  by 
the  Postmaster  General  might  be  viewed  in  that  light. 
By  it  we  merely  directed  our  agent  not  to  violate  State 
laws  by  distributing  publications  calculated  to  excite  in- 
surrection. He  would  not  have  occasion  to  study  all  the 
laws  of  all  the  States  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  as  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  had  alleged.  All  that  would 
be  required  of  him  was  to  know  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  which  he  was  a  citizen,  and  to  take  care  not  to  violate 
them. 

The  gentleman  had  said  that  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  mista- 
ken the  recommendation  contained  in  the  President's 
message.  Now  he  undertook  to  assert  that  this  bill  was 
in  conformity  with  the  recommendation  of  the  President, 
and  carried  it  out  in  all  essential  particulars. 

[Here  Mr.  B.  again  read  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
message  which  he  had  read  before.] 

Now,  sir,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  does  not  the  President  ex- 
pressly assert  that  Congress  has  authority  to  regulate 
what  shall  be  distributed  through  the  post  offices,  and 
does  he  not  "suggest  the  propriety  of  passing  such  a 
law  as  will  prohibit,  under  severe  penalties,  the  circula- 
tion in  the  southern  States,  through  the  mail,  of  incen- 
diary publications,  intended  to  instigate  the  slaves  to 
insurrection?"  Except  that  this  bill  contained  no  severe 
penalties,  it  was  framed,  both  in  its  spirit  and  in  its  letter, 
according  to  the  suggestion  of  the  President.  What 
other  bill  could  we  pass  of  a  milder  character  than  the 
one  now  before  us,  to  prevent  the  circulation  of  these 
incendiary  publications?  LeV  the  President's  recom- 
mendation be  entitled  to  what  weight  it  might,  this  bill 
was  in  exact  accordance  with  it. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  had  contended  that 
this  bill  conferred  upon  deputy  postmasters  the  power  of 
depriving  individuals  of  their  property  in  newspapers 
and  other  publications,  in  violation  of  that  clause  in  the 
constitution  which  declares  that  no  person  sliall  be  de- 
prived of  his  properly  without  due  process  of  law.  By 
this  bill  we  had  not  attempted  to  shield  any  postmaster 
from  legal  responsibility  for  his  conduct.  We  could  not 
do  so,  if  we  would.  We  had  merely  prescribed  for 
him,  as  we  had  done  for  our  other  agents,  the  line  of 
his  duty.  We  did  not  attempt  to  protect  him  from 
the  suit  of  any  person  who  might  consider  himself  ag- 
grieved. If  any  individual  to  whom  a  publication  was 
directed,  and  who  had  demanded  it  from  the  postmaster 
and  had  been  refused,  should  believe  our  law  to  be  un- 
constitutional, he  might  bring  this  question  before  the 
judiciary,  and  try  it,  like  any  other  question.  All  our 
officers  and  agents  are  liable  to  be  sued,  and  if  the  law 
under  which  they  acted  should  prove  to  be  unconstitu- 
tional, it  would  afford  them  no  protection.  On  the  pres- 
ent occasion,  we  proposed  to  proceed  in  the  spirit  of  the 
common  law  principle,  that  any  individual  may  abate  a 
nuisance,  though  he  thereby  rendered  himself  responsi- 
ble, in  case  it  should  appear  aAer wards  that  the  thing 
abated  was  not  a  nuisance.  So  here,  the  postmaster  re- 
fusing to  deliver  a  newspaper  under  our  law,  would  be 
responsible  in  damages  to  the  parly  aggrieved,  in  case  it 
should  appear  that  the  law  under  which  he  had  acted 
was  unconstitutional. 

As  to  the  necessity  for  passing  this  bill,  he  should  say 
but  a  few  words.  It  was  very  easy  for  gentlemen  to  say 
that  necessity  was  the  plea  of  tyrants.  He  admitted 
it  had  been  so,  and  would  be  so  in  all  time  to  come.  But, 
after  all,  if  we  possessed  the  power  to  legislate  in  this  case, 
from  our  situation  we  were  compelled  to  judge  whether 
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it  Wfts  necessary  to  call  it  into  efficient  action  or  not. 
This  duty  devolved  upon  us.  We  could  not  avoid  de- 
ciding this  question.  Was  it  not,  then,  within  our  own 
knowledge  that  the  slaveholding  States  had  been  at- 
tempted to  be  flooded  with  pamphlets  and  pictorial  rep- 
resentations calculated  to  excite  servile  insurrection^ 
Had  we  not  seen  upon  this  floor  many  of  those  pictorial 
representations,  whose  direct  effect  would  be  to  excite 
the  wild  and  brutal  passions  of  the  slaves  to  cut  the 
throats  of  their  masters?  Within  the  last  few  months, 
had  there  not  been  bloodshed?  and  had  there  not  been 
several  attempted  insurrections  in  some  of  the  southern 
States?  These  facts  were  incontestable.  Believing  and 
knowing  all  this  to  be  true,  he  said  tlie  case  of  necessity, 
in  his  judgment,  was  fully  established,  and  he  should 
vote  for  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CUTHBERT  was  not  desirous  to  throw  himself 
into  the  current  of  this  debate  at  this  time.  The  posi- 
tion which  he  held,  the  infrequency  of  his  occup)  ing 
that  floor,  and  the  indisposition  under  which  he  labored, 
authorized  him  to  expect  the  attention  of  the  Senate  for 
a  short  time,  when  he  should  be  better  able  to  address 
Ihem  than  he  then  was.  He  therefore  hoped  the  Senate 
would  indulge  him  in  an  opportunity  of  being  heard  on 
the  subject,  by  postponing  it,  to  be  taken  up  within  a 
very  short  period.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  had  said  precisely  what  shtaild  have 
been  said  in  support  of  this  bill.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
that  Senator  had  given  an  unanswerable  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  on  points  on  which  he  prin- 
cipally relied  for  his  opposition  to  the  measure  before 
them.  What  is  the  state  of  the  case^  (said  Mr.  C.) 
The  deputy  postmaster  in  one  of  the  States  holds  in  his 
hand  an  incendiary  publication,  intended  to  carry  blood 
and  desolation  through  the  land.  Is  he  bound  in  duty 
tu  hold  it  from  circulation?  If  he  gives  it  to  another, 
the  evils  intended  by  that  publication  will  ensue;  but 
then  your  officer,  contends  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts, is  bound  to  deliver  it,  because  you  have  no  power 
to  pass  a  law  abridging  the  fVeedom  of  the  press.  Ac- 
cording to  this  doctrine,  that  which  an  individual  cannot 
do,  your  officer  is  bound  to  do.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  obvious  necessity  of  this  law  was  to  prevent  the  post 
office  agents  from  committing  a  criminal  offence  against 
the  laws  of  the  States,  and  then  shielding  themselves  under 
the  post  office  law.  But  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts 4iad  not  met  this  point,  but  had  rather  evaded  and 
played  around  it.  This  was  a  question  which  bhould 
not  be  discussed  with  the  chicanery  of  a  pettifogging 
lawyer,  but  should  be  considered  with  those  enlarged 
ideas  and  noble  sentiments  which  belong  to  the  states- 
man. They  should  argue  as  it  became  enlightened 
patriots,  anxious  to  promote  harmony  and  good  feeling 
through  our  common  country,  and  to  preserve  all  its 
parts  from  the  dangers  of  insurrection. 

He  denied  that  property  could  be  affected  by  this 
law,  as  contended  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 
There  could  be  no  property  in  these  incendiary  publi- 
cations. The  postmaster  holds  in  his  hand  that  which, 
by  the  laws  of  the  States,  is  in  the  condition  of  stolen 
property,  and  he  is  bound  to  give  it  back.  He  holds  in 
his  hand  what,  by  his  own  judgment,  he  considers  not 
to  be  property — which  hisown  judgment  condemns  and 
he  is  therefore  bound  to  resign  it.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  said  rightly,  that  the  person  to  whom  this 
publication  is  directed  may  come  forward  and  demand 
it,  under  the  provision  of  this  law.  Now,  if  the  Senator 
thought  there  was  any  thing  wanting  in  this  provision  of 
the  bill,  why  did  he  not  propose  an  amendment'  If  he 
did  propose  any,  he  (Mr.  C.)  had  not  heard  it.  The 
property  is  not  to  be  destroyed)  it  roust  be  returned  to 
him  who  sent  it. 
In  Another  point  of  view  (Mr.  C.  said)  the  postmaster 


must  jtidge  whether  these  papers  are  legal  or  not.  He 
holds'in  his  hand  papers  which  the  laws  of  his  State  have 
said  shall  not  be  circulated,  under  a  penalty.  Is  he  not 
to  decide  whether  he  shall  incur  that,  penalty  or  not? 
How  stood  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts' He  requires  that  the  officer  shall  violate  the 
laws  of  his  Stati%  or  that  the  General  Government  shall 
protect  him  in  it.  With  regard  to  the  members  that 
compose  the  Senate,  every  gentleman  Was  conscious  in 
his  own  breast  of  a  strong  desire  to  prevent  the  evils  of 
a  servile  war  in  the  southern  States.  Of  this  he  was 
confident.  But  with  regard  to  the  Senator  from]  Massa- 
chusetts, he  should  be  guilty  of  a  want  of  candor,  if  he 
allowed  him  that  clearness  of  judgment  which  belonged 
to  the  statesman;  he  should  be  wanting  in  that  sincerity 
of  heart,  on  which  he  had  ever  prided  himself,  if  he  de- 
clared his  conviction,  that  the  honorable  Senator  had 
treated  this  subject  with  the  liberal  and  impartial  spirit 
it  deserved.  The  gentleman's  course  had  uniformly 
been  opposed  to  all  those  measures  which  tended  to 
quiet  the  country,  and  heal  those  sectional  dissensions 
which  disturb  the  Union. 

When  a  large  and  overwhelming  vote  was  taken  in 
the  Senate,  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Penns)l- 
vania,  believed  by  all  to  be  so  necessary  to  settle  a  ques- 
tion threatening  the  most  fearful  consequences,  it  was 
held  to  be  highly  desirable  that  there  should  be  a  unani- 
mous vote.  Yet,  on  an  occasion  when  the  Senator 
could  well  have  shown  a  desire  to  harmonize  and  con- 
cifiate,  his  vote  was  found  in  the  negative.  Again,  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  had  put  forth  a  paper  caku- 
lated  to  excite  great  distrust  in  the  body  of  the  people 
affected  by  it.  He  alluded  to  the  resolutions  adopted 
at  a  meeting  held  in  Boston  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  of 
which  the  gentleman  was  said  to  be  the  author.  In  which 
it  was  declared  that  Congress  had  the  power  to  regulate 
the  transfer  of  slaves  from  one  State  to  another.  Mr- 
C.  said  that  he  had  addressed  the  Senate  but  seldom, 
and  as  he  wished  to  be  heard  on  this  subject  more  at 
large,  when  his  health  was  better  and  under  more  favor- 
able circumstances,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  indulge 
him  by  a  postponement. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  had  heard  the  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Cuthbert]  with  atten- 
tion and  with  respect  f  and  considering  his  speech  of  a 
personal  character,  it  became  him  to  notice  it{  but  as  the 
gentleman  proposed  to  discuss  this  subject  more  at  large 
when  his  health  was  better,  and,  as  he  said,  under  cir- 
cumstances less  tending  to  irritation,  he  should  postpone 
his  reply  till  then.  He  should  hear  the  gentleman  with 
pleasure,  and  he  looked  forward  to  it  with  much  solici- 
tude, and  should  endeavor  to  reply  to  him  according  to 
his  best  abilities.  Mr.  W.  then  entered  into  a  lengthy 
reply  to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Buchanan,  in  the  course  of 
which  he  contended  that  the  law  was  unnecessary,  be- 
cause the  States  had  at  present  the  power  to  punish  the 
deputy  postmasters  who  should  circulate  incendiary  pub- 
lications in  violation  of  their  laws. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  did  not  rise  again  to  argue  the 
question.  He  did  not  feel  any  petty  desire  to  have  the 
last  word.  He  should  now  merely  remark  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts,  in  his  last  observations,  had 
done  nothing  more  than  again  to  restate  his  proposition, 
without  offering  any  new  argument  in  its  support.  He 
reminded  him  of  another  powerful  man,  in  the  ancient 
time,  who  was  condemned  to  roll  a  large  stone  to  the 
top  of  a  mountain,  which  was  always  falling  back  upon 
him,  and  which  he  never  could  accomplish.  The  gen- 
tleman's position  was  one  which  even  his  great  powers 
did  not  enable  him  to  maintain. 

Mr.  B.  should  not  again  have  arisen  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  a  single  remark.  The  Senator  from 
Massschusetts  bad  just  expressed  the  opinion  that  dep- 
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uty  postmasters  couM  be  punished,  under  State  autlior- 
ity,  for  circulating  inflammatory  pamphlets  and  papers  in 
violation  of  State  laws.  If  this  be  true,  then  all  the 
power  over  the  post  ofHce  which  we  confer  by  this  bill, 
already  exists  in  the  States.  The  effect  of  it,  then,  will 
be  nothing  more  than  to  express  our  assent  to  the  exer- 
cise of  a  power  over  deputy  postmasters  by  the  States, 
which  the  gentleman  admits  to  exist  already.  Upon 
this  principle  there  can  be  nu  objection  to  the  adoption 
of  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  CUTHBERT  only  rose  to  repeat  the  request 
that  the  Senate  would,  by  the  postponement  of  the  sub- 
ject for  a  short  time,  allow  him  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard  on  it  when  his  health  was  better. 

Mr.  C.  then  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table;  which 
motion  was  lost. 

The  bill  was  then  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Cothbert,  Grundy,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia, 
Mnngum,  Moore,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Preston,  Rivet, 
Robinson,  IVllmadge,  Walker,  White  Wright— 19. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davlj*, 
Ewing  of  !llinoi5i,Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hen- 
dricks, Hubbard,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mor- 
ris, Nandain,  Niles,  Prentiss,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  South- 
ard, Swift,  Tipton,  Torolinson,  Wall,  Webster— 25. 

PUBLIC     DEPOSITES. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  regulate 
the  deposites  of  ifce  public  money. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  obtained  the  floor,  and  indicated  his 
intention  to  move  the  Senate  to  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  executive  business. 

The  deposite  bill  was  then  postponed,  and  made  the 
special  order  for  to-morrow. 

After  transacting  some  other  business, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON, 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  exec- 
utive business;  and,  after  some  time,  the  doors  were.re- 
apened, and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Thursday,  June    . 
MICHIGAN  SCHOOL  LANDS,  &c. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WRIGHT,  the  bill  supplementary  to 
the  bill  to  establish  the  northern  boundary  of  Ohio,  and 
for  the  admission  of  Michigan  into  the  Union,  with  the 
amendment  thereto  proposed  by  him,  was  taken  up  and 
considered. 

Mr.  EWING  explained  the  provisions  of  the  bill  and 
of  the  amendment,  which  was  to  make  the  usual  reser- 
vations, in  behalf  of  Michigan,  of  school  lands,  and  of 
five  per  cent,  of  the  nett  proceeds  of  sales  of  public 
lands  on  the  condition  of  tiie  recognition  of  the  abso- 
lute right  of  the  United  States  to  dispose  of  the  vacant 
lands,  &c.  &c.  The  only  peculiar  feature  in  the  bill 
he  pointed  out  to  be,  that  it  did  not  contain  the  usual  ex- 
emption firom  taxation  for  five  years  of  lands  purchased 
by  individuals  from  the  United  States.  Dispensing  with 
this  exemption,  it  was  thought,  would  tend  to  discourage 
purchases  merely  for  speculation,  and  be  otherwise  of 
general  benefit. 

Mr.  BENTON  expressed  his  approbation  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  was  not  in  favor  of  this  change  in 
the  compact  with  the  new  States.  He  considered  the 
knowledge  that  for  a  period  of  time  the  lands  were 
to  be  exempt  from  taxation,  was  a  powerful  motive  to 
purchasers;  and  he  hoped  the  bill  would  not  be  passed 
without  the  usual  exempting  clause.  Mr.  C.  moved  to 
amend  the  bill  by  inserting  a  provision  exempting  from 


taxation  for  five  years  all  lands  sold  by  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said,  if  the  object  was  to  have  the  lands 
settled  and  sold  for  no  other  purposes,  it  was  highly  im* 
portant  that  the  practice  of  exempting  those  lands  from 
taxation  should  be  discontinued.  He  said  the  custom 
WAS  established,  when  the  practice  of  the  Government 
was  to  sell  on  five  years'  credit,  for  the  minimum  price 
of  two  dollars;  the  subsequent  reduction  of  the  price, 
for  cash  sales,  had  been  a  sufiicient  inducement  to  pur- 
chasers, and  he  did  not  think  any  one  actual  settler  had 
ever  been  induced  to  buy  by  the  exemption  from  taxa- 
tion; but  speculators  in  large  amounts  were  often  so 
induced;  and  he  hoped  the  practice  would  be  aban- 
doned. 

Mr.  WALKER  was  in  favor  of  the  exemption,  and 
explained  the  effect  upon  lands  in  Louisiana.  It  would 
operate,  he  said,  as  an  encouragement  to  construct 
levees,  and  reclaim  valuable  back  lands. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  was  decidedly  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  of  Kentucky,  because  he  was 
opposed  to  admitting  the  State  of  Michigan  upon  differ- 
ent terms  from  those  upon  which  other  new  States  had 
been  admitted.  If,  after  the  State  had  been  admitted, 
it  was  found  desirable  to  abolish  the  practice  generally, 
he  would  go  for  it,  but  now  he  wished  to  put  this  State 
on  the  same  footing  as  neighboring  States. 

Mr.  EWING  said,  if  he  could  see  any  benefit  to  the 
United  Slates  from  the  exemption,  he  would  not  object 
to  the  Introduction  of  the  amendment;  but  he  thought  it 
operated  only  as  a  restraint  upon  the  States,  without  any 
benefit  to  the  country.  He  thought  there  was- no  dimi- 
nution in  the  eagerness  to  purchase  lands;  and  where  it 
was  done  for  speculation,  he  thought  it  for  the  good  of 
the  country  in  some  measure  to  discourage  it.  He  stated 
that  be  had  learned  this  mornin?,  that  a  million  of  dollars 
had  been  received  from  sales  of  lands  in  the  peninsula  of 
Michigan,  and  he  looked  with  anxiety,  instead  of  exul- 
tation, upon  the  immense  sales  he  heard  of  daily.  He 
did  not  think  the  old  Slates  which  had  come  in  wiili  the 
restriction,  would  feel  any  jealousy  if  it  was  not  imposed 
upon  the  new  States.  He,  as  a  representative  of  one  of 
the  oldest  of  the  States  which  had  been  admitted  wii^ 
the  restriction,  felt  no  jealousy.  It  was  but  of  little  im- 
portance to  Ohio,  for  the  time  had  nearly  come  when  it 
could  not  affect  her  in  any  way.  He  thought  the  same 
principle  should  be  extended  to  all  States  hereafter  to 
be  admitted;  and  unless  it  was  proper  so  to  extend  it, 
he  should  not  be  in  favor  of  it.  It  had  been  firiit  sug- 
gested to  him  some  time  since,  and  he  was  satisfied  then 
and  now  that  the  exemption  was  of  no  benefit  to  the 
United  States,  and  was  inconvenient  to  the  States. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied  at  length,  and  said  he  thought  the 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  was  conclusive, 
and  ought  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  Senate.  If  the 
change  was  to  be  made  at  all,  Michigan  ought  to  be  ad- 
mitted upon  the  same  terms  as  the  other  States;  and 
then  the  change  should  be  made  general  for  them  all. 
But  he  was  opposed  to  the  proposition  to  change  the  ex- 
emption from  taxes  for  five  years,  not  only  in  this  appli- 
cation in  detail,  but  to  the  general  principle.  He  said 
it  would  affect  actual  settlers  most  unjustly  and  injuri- 
ously. The  purchasers  who,  according  to  custom,  made 
their  purchases  in  the  spring  to  remove  in  the  fall,  if 
they  should  be  prevented  from  entering  for  any  longer 
time,  would  often  find  that  they  had  lost  their  lands,  in 
consequence  of  sales  for  taxes,  of  which  they  had  no 
knowledge;  while  the  sharp-eyed  speculator  would  have 
knowledge  of  the  facts,  and  would  not  be  in  any  way 
injuriously  affected.  The  worst  class  of  speculators  he 
considered  those  who  attend  sales  of  land  for  taxes,  to 
get  for  a  mere  song  the  property  of  the  poor  man,  whose 
misfortunes  had  prevented  bis  comp}y\ng  with  the  re- 
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quisition  for  taxes.  He  concluded  by  asking  for  the  yeas 
and  nays;  which  were  ordered. 

After  some  further  explanation  by  Messrs.  WUIGHT 
and  CLAY, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  it  was  not  ten  days  since  he 
first  heard  that  it  was  in  contemplation  to  change  this 
part  of  the  compact.  He  considered  it  important,  and 
hoped  no  change  would  be  made  without  some  more 
mature  deliberation.  If  any  change  was  to  be  made,  it 
ought  to  be  done  by  a  general  law,  applicable  to  all  the 
States,  and  he  hoped  the  change  would  not  be  pressed 
in  this  instance. 

After  a  few  words  of  explanation  from  Mr.  EW1NG, 
of  Ohio, 

The  question  was  taken  upon  the  amendment  moved 
by  Mr.  Clat,  and  decided  as  follows: 

Teas — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Dav's, 
Goldsborough,  Grundy,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbing  Southard,  Swift, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webstei^-20. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Cuthbert, 
Ewiitg  of  IUinoi9,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hendricks  Hubbard, 
King  uf  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  L'*nn,  Mangum, 
Moore,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niies,  Rives,  Robinson^  Rug- 
gles,  Shcpley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  White,  Wright— 24. 

So  the  amendment  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  passed,  in  the  modified  form  pro« 
posed  by  Mr.  Wbibht. 

INDIAN  APPROPRIATIONS, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE, 

The  Senate  took  up  the  bill  making  appropriations 
for  the  Indian  department,  and  amendments;  the  ques- 
tion being  on  concurring  with  the  House  in  the  addi- 
tional appropriations  for  the  removal  of  the  Creek  In- 
dians. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by 
providing  that  no  private  contracts  shall  be  made  under 
this  appropriation,  without  giving  previous  public  notice; 
which  being  agreed  to,  the  amendment  of  the  House  as 
amended,  was  concurred  in. 

PRE-EMPTION  CLAIMS. 

The  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  receiving  the  proof  of 
certain  pre-emption  claims  under  the  act  of  the  19th  of 
June,  1834,  cume  up  on  its  third  reading. 

Mr.  EWIWG,  of  Ohio,  opposed  the  bill,  on  the 
ground  that  a  great  mass  of  fraud  and  perjury  would  be 
practised  under  it,  and  that  the  United  States  would  be 
deprived  of  a  vast  quantity  of  its  best  lands,  to  enrich 
those  who  had  no  claim  vthatever  on  them.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Mississippi  who  introduced  this  bill  [Mr. 
Walkbr]  could  not  possibly  be  aware  of  the  extent  of 
the  frauds  that  would  be  perpetrated  under  it.  Mr.  E. 
instanced  the  vast  tracts  of  valuable  lands  acquired  from 
the  Indians  in  Wisconsin,  and  above  the  rafts  of  the  Red 
river,  worth  four  dollars  per  acre,  that  would  be  entire- 
ly swept  away  by  persons  who  had  gone  on  them,  to 
wait  for  some  such  law  of  this  kind.  The  bill,  he  said, 
held  out  a  bribe  to  falsehood,  fraud,  and  perjury.  If  it 
was  a  small  matter,  as  tlie  Senator  from  Mississippi  sup- 
posed, he  would  not  so  earnestly  oppose  it — he  would 
not  object  to  giving  each  rascal  who  crossed  the  Missis- 
sippi his  $1,000  in  order  to  get  rid  of  him;  but  the  man 
who  was  disposed  to  defraud  the  Government  under  this 
bill,  must  be  a  worthless  rascal  indeed,  if  he  could  not 
make  his  tens  of  thousands  and  hundred  of  thousands. 
l*hey  had  evidence  enough  of  the  frauds  that  had  been 
perpetrated  under  these  pre-emption  laws.  Some  of  these 
claimants  would  have  no  difficulty  in  swearing  to  at  least 
a  dozen  cases. 

Mr.  WALKER  rose  to  defend  the  character  of  the 
settlers  on  the  western  lands.  He  denied  that  they  were 


a  set  of  purjured  rascals.  They  were  as  high*minded 
and  as  honorable  a  set  of  men  as  any  on  the  race  of  the 
earth,  and  as  little  deserved  the  imputations  that  bad 
been  cast  on  them  as  their  libellerB  on  that  floor.  He 
did  not  know  where  gentlemen  got  their  habit  of  speak- 
ing of  these  men,  who,  for  honest  integrity,  virtue, 
and  patriotism,  would  compare  with  any  people  on  the 
face  of  the  earth,  unless  it  was  from  the  English  and 
Scotch  reviewers.  Go  back  (said  Mr.  W.)  to  the  pe- 
riod of  the  last  war,  and  say  who  it  was  that  filled  up  the 
ranks  of  our  army.  Who  was  it  that  defended  New  Or- 
leans and  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  from  the  pollu- 
tion of  the  footsteps  of  a  foreign  foe,  but  these  pur- 
jured rascals;  that,  gentlemen  sa  vehemently  denounced 
on  that  floor?  In  reply  to  the  objections  of  Mr.  Ewiiro, 
Mr.  W.  said  that  it  was  impossible  that  purjurtes  could 
be  committed  under  this  bill;  because,  as  the  evidence 
roust  be  taken  within  separate  land  districts,  and  before 
the  Register  and  Receiver,  each  settler  would  be  known, 
and  no  one  of  them  could  swear  to  more  than  one 
case,  or  personate  more  than  one  claim.  Mr.  W. 
also  showed  that  the  tracts  of  country  between  the 
Des  Moines  and  Lake  Michigan,  and  above  the  raft 
of  Red  river,  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio, 
could  not  be  affected  by  this  bill,  as  all  these  lands  have 
been  acquired  by  Indian  treaties  since  1834,  and  the 
bill  excludes  any  claimant  who  has  settled  on  lands  to 
which  the  Indian  title  had  not  been  extinguished  before 
that  time.  [Mr.  W.  read  the  dates  of  the  treaties  by 
which  these  lands  were  acquired.]  Mr.  W.  urged  a 
variety  of  arguments  in  support  of  the  bill,  contending 
that  it  would  by  no  means  extend  as  far  as  was  appre« 
hended  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio;  that  these  settlers, 
for  whose  benefit  the  bill  was  intended,  had  a  vested 
right  in  the  lands  they  had  settled,  relying  on  the  faith 
of  the  Government,  and  that  it  would  be  impolitic  as 
well  as  unjust  to  deprive  them  of  the  land  defended  by 
their  blood  and  enriched  by  their  industry,  for  the  pal- 
try consideration  of  the  additional  two  cents  per  acre 
they  would  get  at  the  public  sales  from  the  land  specu- 
tutors. 

Mr.  MORRIS  observed  that,  when  this  bill  was  before 
the  Senate  the  other  day,  he  was  not  altogether  satisfied 
with  its  provisions,  and  therefore  did  not  vote  for  its  en- 
grossment. This  bill  contemplated  extending  the  time 
tor  making  proof  of  pre-emption  claims  under  the  law 
of  1832,  extended  by  the  law  of  1834.  Now,  he  wish- 
ed  to  know  whether  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had 
decided  that  the  claimant,  under  ihe  law  of  1832,  was 
entitled,  whether  the  land  he  settled  had  been  surveyed 
or  not? 

Mr.  WALKER  replied  in  the  affirmative. 
Mr.  MORRIS  thought  that  the  Secretary  had  decided 
wrong,  and  that  the  law  of  1832  never  contemplated  ap- 
plying to  unsurveyed  lands.  This  law  spoke  of  quarter 
sections;  and  how  could  the  settler  prove  a  quarter  sec- 
tion unless  the  land  had  been  surveyed?  Mr.  M.  said 
he  was  for  extending  every  encouragement  to  settlers 
on  the  public  limds,  by  a  reduction  of  prices,  as  far  as 
any  gentleman  would,  go;  but  he  was  not  in  favor 
of  pre-emptions,  as  he  thought  the  system  had  not  work- 
ed well.  If  claimants  under  the  pre-emption  Uws  had 
been  prevented,  by  any  fault  of  the  Government,  from 
completing  their  proof,  he  would  grant  relief  in  indi- 
vidual cases,  as  they  were  substantiated;  but  he  was 
opposed  to  any  general  law,  which  must  necessarily 
lead  to  great  difficulties  and  embarrassments. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  denied  that  he  had  made  any 
general  accusation  against  the  settlers  on  the  public 
lands.  What  he  said  was,  that  numerous  frauds  and 
purjuries  had  been  committed  with  regard  to  the  public 
lands,  of  which  their  tables  groaned  with  the  fullest  evi- 
dence, and  that  these  persons  whom  he  begged  leave 
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still  to  desig'nate  as  rascals,  would  avail  themselves  of 
the  provisions  of  this  bill,  to  perpetrate  more  frauds 
and  perjuries.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  might 
say,  if  he  chose,  that  there  was  not  a  rascal  in  the  West, 
but  he  knew  that  innumerable  fraud^and  perjuries  had 
been  committed  there,  and  their  files  showed  abundant 
evidence  of  it.  He  cast  no  general  imputation  on  the 
settlers  of  the  Westi  he  considered  himself  one  of  them, 
and  it  was  natural  for  him  to  speak  of  them,  as  he  did, 
in  the  most  favorable  terms. 

Mr.  E.  recapitulated  his  objections  to  the  bill,  and 
enlarged  on  the  evils  that  would  grow  out  of  it.  He 
denied  that  the  claimants  under  the  laws  of  1832  and 
1834  had  any  vested  rights  in  the  lands — his  colleague 
having  well  said  that  the  act  of  1832  never  contemplated 
applying  to  unsurveyed  lands.  He  agreed  that  the 
checks  and  guards  in  this  bill  would,  to  some  measure, 
prevent  the  reception  of  false  evidence,  but  not  to  the 
extent  desired.  He  had  no  sort  of  doubt  but  that  an 
individual  might  so  disp^uiae  himself  as  to  personate  ten 
or  fifteen  different  claimants.  This  had  been  done  be- 
fore, and  would  be  done  again.  Experience  had  suffi- 
ciently shown  them  what  frauds  could  be  perpetrated 
under  these  pre-emption  laws.  In  one  case  an  individ- 
ual settled  on  a  tract  of  land  in  the  neighborhood  of  a 
fort,  and  the  courts  had  decided  that  he  was  entitled  to 
bis  pre-emption,  because  it  was  public  land,  though  the 
tract  was  worth  five  hundred  thousand  dollars. .  Suspi- 
cions were  entertained  that  the  Register  and  Receiver 
were  interested  with  him;  but  this  was  of  no  avail,  as  it 
could  not  be  proved.  Mr.  E.  said  it  was  not  out  of  want 
of  regard  to  the  actual  and  honest  settlers  that  had  gone 
upon  the  public  lands  that  he  opposed  the  bill,  but  it 
was  to  guard  against  fraud,  perjury,  and  speculation, 
that  he  had  set  his  face  against  it. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  that  if  the  term  "  public  lands" 
comprehended  unsurveyed  lands,  these  settlers  undoubt- 
ediy  had  vested  rights  in  the  lands  they  claimed.  I'his 
question  was  first  raised  in  1833,  and  was  referred  by 
the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  solemnly  decided  that 
pre-emptioners  on  the  unsurveyed  lands  were  entitled 
to  their  pre-emptions,  because  they  were  as  much  public 
lands  as  those  that  had  been  surveyed.  To  be  sure,  they 
were  required  to  make  their  proof  in  two  years;  but,  by 
omitting  to  appoint  a  surveyor,  they  were  deprived  of 
the  chance  of  doing  so. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  if  there  was  any  one  thing  on  which 
be  tupposed  the  mind  ef  Congress  was  made  up  when 
he  first  came  here  this  winter,  it  was  to  put  an  end  to 
this  nefarious  system  of  pre-emptions.  He  had  been 
informed,  by  the  most  undoubted  authority,  that  printed 
affidavits  were  regularly  sold  in  the  market  at  New  Or- 
leans, containing  all  the  requisites  to  establish  a  good 
pre-emption  claim.  On  one  occasion  the  Governor  of 
Louisiana  was  called  on  to  certify  an  affidavit  purporting 
to  have  been  signed  by  a  justice  of  the  peace  who  he 
knew  was  one  hundred  and  fifly  miles  off;  and  on  an- 
other he  was  called  on,  with  the  signature  of  a  justicTe  he 
had  suspended  from  office  six  months  before.  While 
the  system  was  liable  to  such  glaring  abuses,  he  hoped 
gentlemen  would  not  agree  to  extend  it. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  contended  that  it  never  could 
have  been  the  intention  of  Congress  to  extend  the  privi- 
lege of  pre-emptions  beyond  the  surveys,  and  beyond 
the  civil  organization  of  the  country;  and  it  was  appa- 
rent on  the  face  of  the  act  that  it  was  only  intended  to 
apply  to  surveyed  lands.  This  act  ought  to  be  construed 
like  all  other  acts,  by  considering  the  whole  of  it,  in 
order  to  arrive  at  its  true  meaning. 
.  [Mr.  K.  here  read  the  act.] 

Mow  could  this  act  designate  a  quarter  section  as  the 
portion  for  each  settler,  unless  it  was  intended  to  apply 


to  surveyed  lands .^  If  there  was  to  be  a  general  scram- 
ble for  the  public  lands,  let  the  poor  honest  man  every 
where  have  a  chance,  as  well  as  these  pre-emptioners. 
Let  us,  said  he,  imderstand  the  grounds  on  which  we 
legislate,  and  not  hold  out  advantages,  as  was  done  by 
this  bill,  to  lawless  depredators,  and  who  drive  out  every 
honest  man  from  competition  with  them.  He  considered 
the  system  under  which  they  had  acted  ever  since  the 
pre-emption  laws  commervced,  as  disgraceful  to  the 
Government,  and  as  a  reward  for  the  violation  of  the 
laws.  He  had  not  read  the  review  referred  to  by  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi;  but,  on  hearing  the  extract 
read  by  the  gentleman,  he  could  not  but  be  struck  with 
the  remarkable  intelligence  of  the  people  on  the  other 
side  of  the  water,  with  regard  to  their  opinions  of  those 
persons  he  termed  squatters.  The  gentleman  was  more 
comprehensive  than  he  was  in  his  application  of  the 
term  *•  squatters,"  for  he  applied  it  to  the  first  settlers 
at  Jamestown,  to  the  pilgrims,  and  even  to  Columbus; 
and  he  said  that  they  were  squatters  who  saved  New 
Orleans,  and  would  have  conquered  at  Bladensburg,  had 
they  been  there*  Now,  he  was  by  no  means  so  compre- 
hensive in  his  application  of  the  term.  He  applied  it  to 
those  persons  who  had  gone  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
settlements,  and  were  wholly  reckless  of  the  laws,  either 
of  God  or  man.  They  wei'e  the  non-consumers  of  the 
country,  performed  no  duties,  either  civil  or  military, 
and  led  lives  without  labor.  They  went  beyond  the 
civil  organization  of  the  country,  for  the  purpose  of  dri- 
ving the  Indians  off  their  lands,  and  eventually  securing 
them  by  pre-emption,  and  paid  a  habitual  disregard  to 
all  laws,  human  and  divine,  unless,  indeed,  it  was  pre- 
emption laws;  and  these  they  only  cared  for  because 
they  enabled  them  to  sell  the  lands  they  had  so  lawlessly 
acquired.  They  took  possession  of  the  lands,  and  would 
not  permit  any  man  who  went  there  to  locate  buy  them, 
unless  they  were  well  paid  for  the  permission. 

From  the  act  of  1832  it  appeared  evident  that  Con- 
gress could  never  have  intended  it  to  apply  to  lands  be- 
yond the  survey.  There  could  have  been  no  possible 
motive  for  encouraging  men  who'had  gone  so  far  be* 
yond  the  settlements  as  to  leave  the  surveys  behind 
them. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  BLACK,  in  favor  of  the 
bill,  the  question  was  taken  on  its  final  passage,  and  it 
was  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn, 
Moore,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Rives,  Robinson,  Tallmadge, 
Walker,  White,  Wright— 17. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  King  of 
Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Morrij<, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbins,  Suuthard,  Swift, 
Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster— 23. 

THE  PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  Senate  proceeded'to  consider  the  bill  to  regulate 
the  deposites  of  the  public  money. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  committee — 

Mr.  WRIGHT  (the  chairman  of  the  committee)  said 
that  his  only  object  now  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  that  part  of  the  bill  which  particularly  related 
to  the  regulation  of  the  public  deposites  in  the  deposite 
banks.  The  other  part  of  the  bill,  which  relnted  to  the 
disposition  of  the  surplus,  he  should  not  now  refer  to.  He 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  Senators  particularly  to 
those  parts  of  the  bill  on  which  some  unavoidable  diffi- 
culties existed,  in  order  that  they  might  sujrgest  such 
amendments  as  they  deemed  necessary.  In  the  third 
section  of  the  bill  the  deposites  were  restricted  to  banks 
incorporated  by  the  Slates,  by  Congress  for  the  District 
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of  Columbia,  and  by  the  legislative  councils  of  the  Ter- 
ritories. Now,  there  was  one  Stale  in  this  Union  (llie 
Slate  of  Missouri)  which  had  no  bank,  and  the  deposites 
of  this  State  were  made  in  an  agency  of  one  of  the  Ohio 
banks  at  St.  Louis.  His  construction  of  the  bill  was, 
that  it  would  prohibit  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
from  continuing  this  agency;  and,  if  he  construed  it  in 
the  same  way,  he  must  select,  fur  the  deposites  of  Mis- 
souri, some  other  bank  nearest  to  that  State,  which  must 
be  some  bank  in  Indiana.  But  Indiana  would  probably 
have  as  much  money  deposited  in  her  banks  as  the  bill 
would  allow  them  to  have.  Again:  in  the  State  of  Illi- 
nois there  was  a  bank  incorporated  by  the  State  laws;  but 
it  was  a  mooted  question  whether  this  bank  was  incor- 
porated in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  her  consti- 
tution. In  Indiana  the  banks  were  prohibited  by  their 
charters  from  discounting  on  their  deposites;  and  there- 
fore, being  unable  to  use  the  public  money  committed 
to  them,  they  would  not  consent  to  pay  interest,  in  ac- 
cordance with  one  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  With 
respect  to  the  specie  provisions  in  the  bill,  he  thought 
it  ought  to  have  been  more  explicit  on  that  head;  but, 
on  examining  the  statements  of  the  deposite  banks,  he 
found  that  those  of  five  of  the  States,  say  Virginia,  Ten- 
UHisee,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  and  Alabama,  would  by 
this  bill  be  compelled  to  double  their  amount  of  specie, 
or  decline  the  public  deposites.  This  provision  would 
not  affect  the  northern  and  northwestern  banks,  nor  the 
banks  of  South  Carolina,  because  they  had  more  specie 
than  was  required.  The  bill  originally  provided  that 
the  power  of  discontinuing  a  deposite  bank  should  be 
discretionary  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  but 
the  committee  had  thought  proper  to  enumerate  the 
cases  under  which  deposite  banks  might  be  discontinu- 
ed; but  in  doing  so,  they  had  left  the  matter  still  doubt- 
ful,  and  he  wished  this  provision  to  be  made  more  ex- 
plicit. 

In  the  first  section  of  the  bill  it  was  provided  that 
there  should  not  be  deposited  in  any  one  bank  an  amount 
to  exceed  three  fourths  of  its  capital.  This  provision, 
he  thought,  would  occasion  embarrassment  to  the  re- 
ceivers of  the  public  moneys;  because  they  might  want 
to  deposite  the  public  funds  they  had  collected  at  a  time 
when  the  bank  had  already  received  its  full  amount,  and 
therefore  be  compelled  to  retain  the  money,  or  to  de- 
posite m  some  other  bank.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
the  business  of  equalizing  the  deposites  should  be  left 
entirely  to  the  Secretar> ;  and  that  it  would  be  better 
to  provide,  instead  of  the  present  provision,  that  not 
more  than  three  fourths  beyond  their  capital  should  re- 
main in  each  bank. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  then  proposed  an  amendment,  which 
wa^  agreed  to,  providing  that  the  deposite  banks  shall 
render  to  the  Government  all  the  duties  that  were  re- 
quired of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its  offices. 

Mr.  PORTER  supposed  that  the  moneys  collected  in 
Missouri  might  be  managed  by  an  agency  of  one  of  the 
New  Orleans  banks,  or  that  Congress  might  create  an 
agency  at  St.  Louis. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  stated  that  there  were  some  doubts 
at  the  Treasury  in  relation  to  the  State  Bank  of  Illinoia, 
whether  it  was  constitutionally  ch.irtered;  but  he  had  no 
doubt  but  that  the  difficulty  would  be  removed  «t  the 
next  session  of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  HBNDRICKS  thought  that  the  provisions  of  the 
bill,  with  respect  to  the  payment  of  interest,  would  ef- 
fectually prevent  the  banks  of  Indiana  from  receiving 
the  public  deposites;  because,  being  prohibited  by  their 
charters  from  dlhcuunting  on  thefn,  they  could  make  no 
profits  out  of  which  to  pay  interest. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  as  it  was  undoubtedly  of 
some  importance  to  a  S!ate  to  have  these  deposites,  In- 
diana miglit  consider  it  worth  while  to  enlarge  the  pow- 


ers of  her  banks.  If  this  could  not  be  done,  an  amend- 
ment might  be  made  preventing  this  provision  of  the 
bill  from  applying  to  banks  which  were  prohibited  from 
discounting  on  their  deposites. 

Mr.  HENDRICI^S,  in  reference  to  Indiana  enlarging 
the  power  of  the  banks  in  the  particular  referred  to, 
said  that  the  difficulty  was  felt  last  year,  and  an  attempt 
was  made  in  the  Legislature  for  that  purpose,  but  that 
it  had  failed.  He  would  prefer,  he  said,  an  amendment 
as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  BENTON  observed  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  had  very  properly  confined  his  explanations  to  one 
part  of  the  bill,  without  turning  his  attention  to  another 
subject  which  ought  not  to  be  in  it,  and  which  belonged 
to  the  distribution  land  bill.  But,  while  he  applauded 
the  Senator  for  bringing  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
but  one  subject  at  a  time,  he  could  not  agree  with  him 
as  to  the  one  he  had  selected.  He  hoped  the  Senator 
would  drop  the  first  half  of  the  bill,  and  take  up  that 
part  which  proposed  to  divide  the  public  money  among 
the  States.  It  would  be  an  unnecessary  labor  for  them 
to  go  on  with  their  arrangements  for  nfty  or  sixty  de- 
posite banks,  when,  by  a  subsequent  provision  in  the 
bill,  they  would  have  no  money  to  deposite  with  them, 
or  so  small  an  amount  that  no  banks  of  any  character 
would  think  it  worth  while  to  enter  into  arrangements 
for  it.  He,  for  one,  would  neither  compromise  nor  tem- 
porize with  this  distribution  principle;  the  country  would 
take  care  of  itself;  and  it  would  be  found  that  the  vati- 
cinations with  respect  to  ruin  from  having  loo  much  mo- 
ney, would  turn  out  just  as  did  those  of  the  panic  ses- 
sion, about  having  too  little.  As  to  Missouri,  she  was 
expunged  from  this  bill.  A  State  which  received  and 
distributed  more  money  than  any  of  the  western  States — 
a  State  which,  from  her  position,  and  her  safe  and  rapid 
communication  to  every  quarter,  was  the  first  in  impor- 
tance in  the  West  to  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  from  whence  the  paymasters,  quartermasters, 
.surveyors,  and  Indian  agents,  all  took  their  departure 
with  their  supplies  of  every  description — was  to  be  ex- 
punged from  the  bill.  He  did  not  perceive  that  his 
friend  from  New  York  had  taken  up  the  idea,  suggested 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  that  the  Government 
wstf  to  establish  a  bank  at  St.  Louis,  under  the  name  of 
an  agency,  to  issue  five  dollar  notes,  and  to  have  a  capi- 
tal consisting  of  "fujids  and  property  equivalent  to  spe- 
cie," like  the  District  banks.  His  friend  from  New 
York  would  make  no  such  proposition;  but  those  wMio 
had  charge  of  this  bill  had  better  make  it,  to  establish  a 
bank  at  St.  Louis,  or  an  agency  of  the  Patriotic  Bank  of 
this  city. 

The  deposite  system  had  gone  on  well  for  two  years, 
though  it  had  been  prophesied  over  and  over  that  it 
would  not  work.  Those  who  had  made  these  prophe- 
cies had  now  the  control  of  this  bill,  and  they  had 
brought  it  in  to  make  their  prophecies  come  true;  for 
this  bill  was  as  much  intended  to  break  the  deposite 
banks  as  if  it  was  expressed  go  on  the  face  of  it.  He 
was  inclined  to  think  that  if  Congress  would  let  the 
system  remain  as  it  was,  things  would  go  on  well;  but  if 
Congress  undertook  to  expunge  the  system,  the  great- 
est difficulties  would  ensue. 

Mr.  WALKER  referred  to  the  provisions  in  the  consti- 
tution of  Mississippi  which  would  prevent  her  from  re- 
ceiving any  portion  of  the  surplus  to  be  distributed 
under  the  13th  section  of  the  bill,  and  he  hoped  that  that 
section  would  not  be  permitted  to  remain  in  the  bill. 
He  opposed,  with  great  force  and  energy,  the  distribu- 
tion principle  in  the  bill;  considering  it,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  a  free  gift;  for,  from  reasons  he  stated,  it  never 
could  be  returned  by  the  Stales.  He  also  opposed  the 
inequality  of  the  distribution,  which  is  proposed  to  be 
made  according  to  the  census  of  1830,  while  Mississippi, 
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having  more  >han  doubled  her  population  since  that  time, 
would  not  get  more  than  one  half  of  what  her  present 
population  entitled  her  to.  Mr.  W.  felt  anxious  that 
the  vote  should  be  first  taken  on  the  distribution  part  of 
the  bill,  as  he  considered  it  wholly  unconnected  with 
the  principal  object  in  view.  If  it  should  pass,  he 
hoped  that  he  might  be  permitted,  as  a  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  to  enter  on  the  journal  a  calm,  dispassion- 
ate, ana,  at  the  same  time,  solemn  protest  against  it. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  to  the  objections  of  Mr. 
'Walksb.  lie  thought  that  the  postponement  of  the 
benefits  of  this  bill  to  the  State  of  Mississippi,  till  she 
provided  by  law  for  their  reception,  was  not  to  be 
weighed  against  the  general  benefits  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  BLACK,  after  taking  a  view  at  considerable 
length  of  the  surplus  that  would  be  in  the  Treasury,  and 
the  necessity  for  providing  some  mode  of  disposing  of 
it,  and  referring  also  to  the  distribution  land  bill,  which 
he  highly  commended,  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  the 
great  benefits  to  be  debved  from  this  bill  were  such 
that,  though  a  representative  of  Mississippi,  he  must 
give  it  -his  support.  He  did  not,  however,  apprehend 
the  difficulties  stated  by  his  colleague,  for  he  believed 
that  the  Legislature  of  bis  State  would  make  such  pro- 
visions as  eventually  to  entitle  her  to  the  benefits  of  this 
bill,  and  in  the  mean  time  she  would  not  be  injured  by 
the  other  States  receiving  their  quotas,  while  hers  re- 
mained waiting  fur  her  disposal. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  denied  that  this  was  intended  as  a 
distribution  bill — it  was  in  good  faith  a  deposite  bill,  and 
nothing  more.  Gentlemen  on  all  sides,  he  said,  admit* 
ted  that  there  would  be  a  very  large  surplus  at  the  end 
of  the  year,  and  that  it  would  continue  to  increase  for 
two  or  three  years  to  come.  Now,  he  put  it  to  geotle- 
tnen,  could  they  consider  this  vast  sura  safe  as  it  was? 
Was  there  not  a  necessity  for  depositing  it  somewhere.' 
And  where  could  that  be  so  safely  done  as  in  the  treas- 
uries of  the  States?  If  the  Government  was  only  eco- 
nomically administered,  the  money  would  probably 
never  be  called  forj  but  if  there  should  be  war,  or  if 
the  revenue  of  1842  should  fall  short,  the  States  would 
pay  it  without  the  slightest  difficulty,  rather  than  have  a 
direct  tax,  as  the  events  of  the  last  war  proved.  Mr. 
C.  replied  to  the  objections  of  Mr.  Walkbr,  as  to  the 
inequality  of  the  distribution,  by  saying  that  it  was  pro- 
posed in  the  only  way  that  it  could  be  made;  that  is,  on 
the  principle  on  which  the  direct  taxes  would  have  to 
be  levied;  so  that  if  Mississippi  lost  now,  she  would 
have  a  corresponding  gain  when  a  direct  tax  came. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Mr.  C,  but  before 
the  question  was  taken, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Fkidat,  Junx  10. 

CONSTITUTIONAL  CURRENCY. 

Mr.  BENTON,  in  pursuance  of  notice  given,  asked 

and  obtained  leave,  and  introduced  the  following  bill; 

which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  a  second  reading: 

A  BILL  to  re-establish  the  currency  of  the  constitution 

for  the  Federal  Government. 

Be  it  enacted  bu  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rejpreaenta- 
tivee  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assents 
bud.  That  bank  notes  and  paper  currency  of  every  de- 
scription shall  cease  to  be  received  or  offered  in  pay- 
ment on  account  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the  Post 
Office,  or  in  fees  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  as 
follows:  Of  less  denomination  than  twenty  dollars,  none 
after  the  3d  day  of  March,  1837;  of  less  denomination 
than  fif\y  dollars,  none  after  the  3d  day  of  March,  1838; 
of  less  denomination  than  one  hundred  dollars,  none 
after  the  Sd  day  of  March,  1839;  of  less  denomination 
Vol.  XII.— no 


than  five  hundred  dollars,  none  after  the  3d  day  of 
.March,  1840;  of  less  denomination  than  one  thousand 
dollars,  none  after  the  3d  day  of  March,  1841;  and  none 
of  any  denomination  from  and  after  the  3d  day  of  March, 
1842. 

Sec.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  any  person 
holding  an  appointment  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and  any  bank  employed  to  keep  public  moneys, 
which  person  or  bank  shall  neglect,  evade,  or  attempt 
to  elude  the  provisions  of  this  act,  shall  be  guilty  of  an 
offence  against  the  laws;  and  the  person  so  offending 
shall  be  liable  to  be  dismissed  from  the  service,  and  the 
bank  so  offending  shall,  on  satisfactory  information,  be 
discontinued  as  a  depository  of  the  public  moneys, 

INCREASE  OF  THE  ARMY. 

The  Senate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  to  increase  the  present  military  es- 
tablishment of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  this  was  a  measure  of  western 
origin,  and  eminently  called  for  by  the  present  and 
prospective  condition  of  the  West.  Early  in  the  session 
his  colleague  [Mr.  Lijth]  and  a  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Tiptoh]  had  submitted  resolutions  calling  upon  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  report  the  number  of  Indians  upon 
the  western  frontier,  and  to  give  his  opinion  upon  the 
propriety  of  increasing  the  strength  of  the  army,  with  a 
view  to  the  security  of  that  frontier.  The  Secretary 
had  answered  promptly  and  satisfactorily.  His  report, 
dated  on  the  8th  of  March,  and  No.  228'  of  the 
Senate  documents,  showed  that  the  number  of  Indians 
on  the  western  and  northwestern  border,  including  those 
yet  to  be  removed  by  the  Government,  amounted  to 
253,000  souls;  gll  of  whom  are  either  in  the  immediate 
neighborhood,  or  within  striking  distance,  of  the  frontiers 
of  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  the  Des  Moines  settle- 
ments, and  the  Wisconsin  and  Michigan  Territories. 
At  the  usual  proportion  of  warriors  in  an  Indian  popula- 
tion, that  of  one  to  five,  this  aggregate  of  253,000  souls 
would  give  50,000  warriors;  being  the  largest  Indian 
force  ever  yet  arrayed  on  the  frontier  settlements  of  the 
Union.  To  cover  the  people  of  the  West  and  North- 
west  from  the  incessant  danger  of  such  a  vast  array  of 
savages,  they  had  their  proportion  of  a  small  army  of 
six  thousand  men,  which  in  point  of  effective  force,  and 
af\er  making  allowances  for  the  casualties  of  service, 
could  not  be  expected  to  present,  at  any  one  time,  more 
than  4,500  for  action.  This  small  force,  then,  was  divi- 
ded out  between  the  lake,  the  maritime,  the  gulf,  and 
the  western  frontiers;  a  circuit  which  had. been  officially 
computed  at  about  12,000  miles,  following  its  meanders, 
and  about  9,000,*  following  its  general  courses;  so  that 
our  army,  if  stretched  round  the  frontier,  would  afford 
about  one  man  to  every  two  miles.  The  fortifications 
upon  the  maritime  and  gulf  coast  required  a  good  part 
of  this  force;  of  that  allotted  to  the  West,  a  part  had  to 
be  kept,  not  on  the  frontier,  but  at  a  convenient  position 
for  looking  out  for  danger,  and  proceeding  to  meet  it. 
It  was  upon  this  principle  thst  a  regiment  was  usually 
in  the  neighborhood  of  St.  Louis;  not  that  troops  were 
wanted  there,  but  that  there  not  being  a  sufficient  num- 
ber in  service  to  guard  all  the  exposed  points,  a  corps 
was  therefore  placed  at  a  half-way  point  between  the 
head  and  mouth  of  the  Mississippi,  and  near  the  conflu- 
ence of  the  Missouri,  where  the  means  of  transportation 
were  at  hand,  to  be  ready  from  that  point  to  go  north, 
south,  or  west,  as  events  might  require.  Thus,  these 
troops  within  a  few  years  past  had  ascended  the  Mis- 

*  To  be  precise,  12,885  miles  by  the  meanders;  9,840 
miles  by  the  general  courses. — Mr.  Calhoun's  report 
ascUnnt  reducing  the  army  in  1818,  and  before  the  acquisi' 
ttoH  of  Fhrida.—Note  by  Mr.  B» 
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souri;  once  to  the  Yellow  Stone  rireri  three  times  to  the 
Upper  Mississippi;  and  now  were  on  the  Red  river, 
watching'  the  progress  of  events  on  the  Texas  frontier. 
The  result  was  that  the  West  and  Northwest,  always  in- 
sufficiently guarded,  were  now  nearly  stripped  of  de- 
fence; and  this  at  a  time  when  the  Indian  wars  in  the 
South  were  having  their  natural  effect  of  exciting  the 
Indians  in  all  quarters,  and  doubling  the  necessity  for 
defence  where  it  was  so  much  weakened.  In  view  of 
all  the  dangers  of  this  state  of  things,  the  Secretary  of 
War,  Governor  Cass,  earnestly  recommends  an  augmen- 
tation of  the  army,  and  shows  an  increase  to  be  called 
for,  both  on  account  of  our  fortifications  and  the  inland 
frontier.     These  are  his  words: 

<*  Extensive  and  permanent  fortifications  have  been 
constructed  upon  the  seaboard;  and  it  seems  to  be  gene- 
rally conceded,  that  our  most  important  points  of  com- 
munication with  the  ocean  should  be  gradually  rendered 
secure  by  similar  works  against  the  advance  of  an  enemy. 
These  forts,  as  they  are  finished,  should  be  occupied  by 
troops,  not  only  to  prevent  such  insults  and  injuries  aa 
large  commercial  places  are  exposed  to,  whose  ap- 
proaches are  not  sufficiently  guarded,  but  also  to  keep 
the  works  in  a  proper  state  of  preservation.  These 
duties,  it  is  believed,  will  require  the  artillery  force  pro- 
posed to  be  maintained.  Experience  has  shown  that  we 
are  perpetually  liable  to  occurrences  which  demand  the 
concentration  and  movement  of  the  troops.  Whenever 
these  happen,  the  positions  occupied  must  remain  de- 
fenceless, unless  a  greater  force  is  raised.  This  is  now 
the  state  of  things  along  almost  all  our  Atlantic  border. 

**  With  respect  to  the  inland  frontier,  circumstances 
of  a  still  more  imperative  character  require  an  augmen- 
tation of  the  army*  Events  have  shown  that  our  force 
in  that  quarter  is  not  sufficient  to  keep  the  Indians  in 
check.  Disturbances  are  continually  occurring,  at  com- 
paratively short  intervals,  some  of  which  terminate 
merely  by  alarming  and  agitating  the  country,  while 
others  lead  to  hostilities  more  or  less  extensive.  On 
these  occasions,  the  regular  troops  are  collected  from 
great  distances,  and  a  militia  force  is  usually  called  out. 
Heavy  expenditures  are  the  necessary  consequence, 
besides  the  loss  of  property  and  derangement  of  busi- 
ness in  the  section  of  country  where  these  troubles 
exist.  Instead  of  having  a  force  at  all  times  imbodied 
sufficient  to  overawe  the  Indians,  or  if  they  commence 
hostilities,  immediately  to  subdue  them,  much  time  is 
lost  in  tlie  necessary  arrangements,  while  the  spirit  of 
disaflection  is  spreading,  and  the  hostile  force  becomes 
thus  greatly  increased.  Within  the  last  nine  years  we 
have  had  four  difficulties  of  this  nature — one  with  the 
Winnebagoes,  two  with  the  Sacs  and  Foxes,  and  one 
with  the  Florida  Indians;  which,  altogether,  have  occa- 
sioned great  loss  of  property,  great  derangement  of  busi- 
ness, a  heavy  expenditure  of  money,  and  much  incon- 
venience in  those  portions  of  the  country  affected  by 
these  troubles,  and  which  furnished  the  militia,  whose 
services  w^ere  required  to  aid  the  regular  troops  in  their 
operations.  An  augmentation  of  the  army  to  a  reason- 
able extent,  if  it  did  not  prevent  these  occurrences  al- 
together, would  certainly  render  them  less  frequent,  as 
well  as  less  injurious  and  extensive.  And  this  policy  is 
not  less  humane  than  useful.  It  is  far  better,  by  the 
display  of  force,  to  render  its  actual  employment  un- 
necessary, than  it  is  to  be  compelled  to  resort  to  it,  with 
all  the  usual  accompaniments  of  an  Indian  campaign." 

A  force  of  ten  thousand  men  is  deemed  to  be  neces- 
sary by  the  Secretary  of  War;  but,  to  obtain  that  force 
for  service,  he  shows  the  necessity  of  authorizing  a  lar- 
ger number;  as  the  casualties  of  service,  with  rapid  dis- 
charges from  three  years*  enlistments,  will  make  a  dif- 
ference of  about  one  third  between  the  authorized  and 
the  actual  effective  force.    The  commander-in-chief  of 


the  army.  General  Macomb,  concurs  in  this  opinion,  and 
shows  it  to  be  necessary  to  authorize  an  establishment 
of  twelve  thousand  men,  in  order  to  have  a  force  of  ten 
thousand.     He  thus  expresses  himself  on  this  point: 

**  Although,  according  to  the  instructions  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  the  organization  here  proposed  is  limited 
to  ten  thousand  men,  and  which  may  be  considered  as 
a  minimum  force  for  the  purposes  for  which  the  army 
is  intended,  it  is  respectfully  recommended  that,  in 
order  to  have  the  amount  of  force  always  effective, 
eighteen  men  be  added  to  each  company  of  infantry 
and  artillery,  which  would  increase  the  nominal  force  to 
something  below  twelve  thousand  men;  but,  owing  to 
the  fact  of  the  men  being  enlisted  for  only  three  years, 
the  great  distance  the  recruits  have  generally  to  march, 
and  the  time  consumed  in  joining  the  regiments  on  the 
frontiers,  and  the  necessity  of  keeping  within  the  autho- 
rized numbers,  it  hardly  can  be  expected  that  ten  thou- 
sand men  would  ever  be  exceeded,  should  Congress  au- 
thorize twelve  thousand  men,  as  here  recommended. 

*<  Upon  a  review  of  the  fortifications  which  have  been 
erected,  and  which  are  now  in  progress,  for  the  defence 
of  the  seacoast,  it  is  found  that  there  is  a  considerable 
deficiency  of  artillerists  to  serve  the  guns,  and  to  guard 
and  preserve  the  forts,  as  well  as  the  valuable  properly 
in  them.  It  is  therefore  proposed,  as  above  recom- 
mended, to  augment  the  number  of  companies  in  the 
artillery  from  thirty -six,  as  now  authorized,  to  forty. 
These  companies  of  artillery  it  is  proposed  to  distribute 
along  the  seaboard,  from  Eastport,  in  Maine,  to  the  delta 
of  the  Mississippi;  and,  in  order  to  show  tlie  proposed 
distribution,  two  tables  are  here  annexed,  marked  C  and 
D.  That  marked  C  shows  how  the  existing  thirty-six 
companies  may  be  most  advantageously  disposed  of;  and 
that  marked  D,  how  it  is  proposed  to  distribute  the  for- 
ty companies.  Also  a  list  of  forts  on  the  seacoast,  pre- 
pared by  the  adjutant  general,  marked  E. 

*<  The  infiantry  force,  with  that  of  the  regiment  of 
dragoons,  is  best  adapted  to  the  defence  of  the  frontiers, 
including  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  present  amount  of 
infantry  is  not  sufficient,  in  the  opinion  of  the  under- 
signed, to  afford  adequate  protection  to  the  inhabitants 
residing  in  the  States  and  Territories  bordering  on  our 
Indian  and  other  frontiers,  and  guarding  the  arsenals  in 
the  southern  and  western  States. 

**  If  the  project  above  recommended,  of  organizing 
the  infantry,  as  exhibited  in  the  paper  marked  D,  be 
adopted,  making  the  infantry  consist  of  nine  regiments, 
instead  of  seven,  it  is  proposed  that  they  be  distributed 
on  the  frontiers,  and  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  as  shown  in 
paper  marked  F;  which  organization  and  distribution, 
it  is  believed,  will  be  the  most  eflectual  for  maintaining 
the  discipline  of  the  army,  and  affording  protection  to 
our  extensive  frontiers." 

Mr.  B.  said  that  this  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
had  been  referred  by  the  order  of  the  Senate  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  this  committee  bad 
concurred  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary,  and  the  gene- 
ral-in-chief  of  the  army,  that  an  augmentation  of  the 
troops  was  necessary.  They  believed  that  ten  thousand 
men  for  service  would  not  exceed  the  number  reauired; 
and,  to  obtain  that  number  for  service,  they  fully  con- 
curred in  the  opinion  that  it  was  necessary  to  authorize 
an  establishment  of  twelve  thousand  troops.  The 
committee  had  reported  their  bill  accordingly;  and, 
while  providing  for  this  augmentation  of  the  number, 
they  had  also  proposed  to  diversify  the  arms  of  the 
troops,  and  to  add  riflemen  and  light  infantry;  two  spe- 
cies of  troops  peculiarly  adapted  to  frontier  service  and 
Indian  wars,  of  >hich  our  military  establishment  was 
now  destitute,  and  which  were  called  for  by  the  united 
opinions  of  military  men. 

Having  thus  explained  the  origin  of  the  measure,  and 
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ttie  amount  and  nature  of  the  force  proposed  to  be  add- 
ed, Mr.  B.  proceeded  to  state  the  reasons  why  it  should 
be  agreed  to.  The  regfular  troops  in  time  of  peace,  he 
said,  were  wanted  for  four  different  purposes:  1st.  To 
guard  the  frontiers  from  Indians;  2d.  To  garrison  the  for- 
tifications; 3d.  To  guard  the  arsenals;  4th.  To  give  securi- 
ty and  tranquillity  to  some  points  in  the  South.  The  circuit 
of  country  thus  requiring  to  be  guarded,  is  equal  in  extent 
to  the  largest  empires,  and  embraces  a  population  of 
fifteen  millions.  This  population  includes  a  portion  not 
homogeneous,  and  is  in  contact  with  another  race, 
which,  in  three  hundred  years,  has  seldom  been  at  peace 
with  the  whites.  The  western  and  northwestern  fron- 
tier alone,  from  the  Sabine  to  Lake  Superior,  requires 
an  active,  efficient  force  of  six  thousand  men,  and  these 
consisting  of  four  different  arms— infantry,  light  infan- 
try, rifle,  and  dragoons.  The  vast  accumulation  of  In- 
dians now  upon  that  frontier,  and  the  seventy-two  thou- 
sand yet  to  be  removed  to  it,  render  any  number  leas  than 
six  thousand  for  active  service  a  mere  mockery  of  de- 
fence to  the  people;. a  show  to  lull  them  into  security, 
without  being  able  to  arrest  incursions  when  they  come. 
Of  those  tribes  now  on  the  western  frontiers,  many  are 
warlike  and  numerous,  and  have  never  yet  felt  the 
power  of  our  arms.  The  Camanches,  the  Pawnees, 
Blackfeet,  and  Sioux,  are  of  this  description.  They 
have  been  killing  and  plundering  our  traders  and  hunt- 
ers for  years;  and,  from  the  impunity  they  have  en- 
joyed thus  far,  are  emboldened  to  more  daring  enter- 
prises.^ Of  the  Indians  removed,  many  are  finely  equip- 
ped with  arms,  horses,  and  ammunition,  obtained  from 
the  United  States  as  the  inducement  to  their  removal. 
Of  those  yet  to  be  removed,  seventy-two  thousand  souls 
in  number,  yielding  a  roll  of  twelve  thousand  warriors, 
seven  thousand  are  the  Seminoles,  now  engfaged  in  the 
Florida  war,  and  twenty-five  thousand  are  the  Creeks, 
now  engaged  in  the  Alabama  and  Georgia  war.  The 
origin  of  these  wars  is  in  the  refusal  of  these  Indians  to 
remove  according  to  the  treaties  which  they  have  made. 
When  the  wars  are  over,  removal  will  ensue.  Remo\*al 
is  the  end  of  war;  and  thus,  after  resistance  is  subdued 
by  killing  a  part  of  the  warriors,  the  removal  of  the 
remainder  commences. 

A  mass  of  thirty  thousand  Indians,  now  in  arms,  are  to 
be  removed  to  the  West  the  moment  they  agree  to  go; 
and  go  they  will,  their  hands  well  supplied  with  arms 
munitions,  and  horses,  by  the  United  States,  and  their 
bosoms  well  filled  with  hostile  feelings  from  the  memory 
of  their  losses,  and  what  they  consider  to  be  their 
wrongs.  Indians  had  gone  to  the  West  from  New  York, 
Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Illinois;  from  Georgia, 
Alabama,  and  Mississippi;  and  were  yet  to  go  from  all 
those  States,  and  from  North  Carolina  and  Tennessee. 
To  relieve  the  old  SUtes  from  a  useless  and  dangerous 
population,  and  to  provide  better  homes  for  themselves, 
these  Indians  were  removed  to  the  West;  but  it  was  a 
mere  transfer,  not  an  extinction  of  danger;  on  the  con- 
trary, the  danger  became  greater  from  the  removal,  for 
it  was  a  concentration  of  the  savages  upon  a  weak  fron- 
tier, and  in  contiguity  with  numerous  warlike  indigenous 
tribes  which  had  never  yet  felt  the  power  of  the  white 
man.  Western  members  had  agreed  to  this  removal,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  older  States;  but  they  had  done  so 
under  the  belief  and  conviction  that  the^  were  to  have 
a  competent  military  force  to  guard  agamst  this  trans- 
ferred and  accumulated  danger.  Up  to  this  moment 
they  had  never  had  such  a  force.  There  never  has  been 
a  force  on  the  West  and  NoKhwest,  since  the  removals 
began,  competent  to  guard  it.  So  far  from  it,  the  few 
troops  which  could  be  spared  for  that  frontier  were 
scattered  at  wide  intervals  upon  aline  of  immense  extent, 
and  the  largest  body  was  stationed  midway  between  the 
head  and  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi,  to  be  ready  to 


proceed  in  any  direction  that  danger  threatened.  This 
body  was  now  upon  the  southwestern  frontier,  called  tf> 
Natchitoches  by  the  events  in  Texas;  and  the  West  and 
Northwest  were  almost  destitute.  Mr.  B.  looked  upon 
it  as  the  sacred  duty  of  the  States  which  had  transferred 
their  dangers  and  burdens  to  the  West,  to  transfer  sue- 
cor  there  also,  and  confidently  appealed  to  the  Senators 
from  those  States  to  vote  the  increase  of  troops  which 
the  War  Department  recommended,  and  which  the  com- 
mittee had  reported.  To  other  Senators  he  appealed  in 
the  name  of  that  constitution  which  had  for  its  first  ob- 
ject the  common  defence  of  the  whole  Union;  and  to 
every  friend  of  the  West  he  presented  the  picture  of 
fire 'and  blood,  of  burnt  houses,  devastated  fields, 
slaughtered  inhabitants,  unburied  dead,  food  for  beasts 
and  vultures,  which  now  disfigure  the  soil  of  Alabama, 
Florida,  and  Georgia,  and  demanded  if  they  were  wil- 
ling to  see  these  horrors  repeated  and  multiplied  upon 
the  borders  of  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  the  Des 
Moines,  Wisconsin,  and  Michigan^ 

Mr.  B.  said  there  had  been  three  different  periods, 
under  republican  administrations,  when  the  military 
peace  establishment  of  the  United  Stales  had  been  fixed 
by  law,  and  on  each  occasion  luid  been  fixed  at  a  larger 
number,  the  relative  condition  of  the  country  consider- 
ed, than  the  present  bill  proposed.  The  first  of  those 
periods  was  in  the  year  1802,  the  first  of  Mr.  Jefferson's 
administration,  and  when  the  larger  part  of  the  troops 
raised  in  Mr.  Adams's  time  was  tlisbanded.  Mr.  Adams 
left  a  military  peace  establishment  of  5,438  men  and  offi- 
cers; Mr.  Jefferson  reduced  it  to  3,323.  This  was  done 
in  the  year  1802;  and  this  establishment  of  Mr.  JefiTer- 
son  was  greater,  in  proportion  to  the  state  of  the  coun- 
try, than  12,000  would  be  now.  Lou'wan?  and  Florida 
were  not  then  acquired;  our  territorial  limit  has  doubled 
since  that  time;  our  population  is  trebled;  our  revenues 
quadrupled.  The  frontier  line  of  posts  actually  occu- 
pied by  our  troops  then  was  in  Georgia,  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  and  Ohio;  it  is  now  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  at 
Key  West,  at  Pensacola,  Mobile,  New  Orleans,  the  Sa- 
bine, Natchitoches,  Red  river,  the  Arkansas  the  Kan- 
sas, Des  Moines,  Prairie  du  Chien,  the  Falls  of  St.  An* 
thony.  Lake  Winnebago,  and  the  outlet  of  I^ke  Stipe« 
rior,  with  occasional  expeditions  to  the  foot  of  the 
Rocky  mountains,  and  to  the  confines  of  Mexico.  Thus, 
allowing  for  the  increase  of  territory,  for  the  extension 
of  the  line  occupied,  and  for  the  increase  of  wealth  and 
population,  an  establishment  of  12,000  men  now  would 
be  less  in  proportion  than  the  reduced  establishment  of 
Mr.  Jefferson  was  in  1802. 

The  next  period  of  comparison  to  which  Mr.  B.  re- 
ferred, was  that  of  the  year  1808— the  last  year  of  Mr. 
Jefferson's  administration,  when  the  military  establish- 
ment, under  a  slight  stimulus  from  **  specks  of  war  on 
the  horizon,"  no  way  comparable  to  the  black  clouds 
which  now  hang  over  the  South,  was  augmented  to  an 
aggregate  of  9,996.  Thus,  Mr.  Jefferson  left  a  military 
establishment  about  4,000  stronger  than  the  one  which 
now  exists,  and  within  2,000  of  being  as  strong  as  the 
one  now  proposed.  The  establishment  which  he  left 
when  he  went  out  of  office  was  four  men  less  than  10,000, 
and  we  have  but  6,000  to-day.  An  augmentation  of  the 
army,  at  this  time,  upon  the  basis  of  that  which  he  left 
twenty-eight  years  ago,  would  give  a  force  of  24,000 
men. 

The  third  period  of  comparison  to  which  Mr.  B.  re* 
ferred,  was  that  of  1815,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  war 
with  Great  Britain,  and  when  the  war  establishment  was 
reduced  and  adapted  to  the  state  of  universal  peace 
which  then  prevailed.  A  peace  establishment  of  20,000 
men  was  then  the  policy  of  Mr.  Madison's  administra- 
tion; 15,000  was  voted  by  the  Senate;  10,000  rank  and 
file  was  finally  agreed  upon  in  conference  between  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1751 


GALES  Sc  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


1752 


Senatb.] 


JtiereaK  of  the  Army, 


[JuvB  10,  1836. 


two  Houses  uf  Congress,  with  additions  in  ordnance,  en- 
gineers, officers,  &c.,  which  presented  an  argrentte  of 
12,656.  This  was  twenty-one  years  ago,  and  before  the 
acquisition  of  Florida;  and  a  relative  increase  upon  that 
basis  at  the  present  time  would  give  an  establishment  of 
about  20,000  men.  But  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate 
ck>es  not  propose  to  take  the  establishment  of  1815  for 
a  basis  to  be  built  upon,  but  as  a  limit  to  be  governed 
by.  It  proposes,  in  fact,  the  same  numerical  strength 
which  was  then  retained;  and  dispenses  with  part  of 
the  general  staif  and  with  some  parts  of  the  organi- 
zation. 

Mr.  B.  said  that  the  establishment  of  1815  was  con- 
firmed in  1818;  fur  at  that  time  a  proposition  was  made 
in  Congress  to  reduce  the  army,  but  failed  under  the 
cogent  reasons  which  were  given  for  keeping  it  up  to 
that  number.  A  call  was  made  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives in  April,  of  that  year,  upon  the  Secretary 
of  War,  to  report  to  the  next  session  of  Congress  upon 
the  military  establishment,  and  whether  <'any  reduction 
could  be  made  with  safety  to  the  public  service.'* 
The  then  Secretary  (Mr.  Calhoun)  reported  on  the 
11th  of  December  following;  and  that  report,  which  was 
against  reduction  then,  furnishes  such  strong  reasons 
for  augmentation  now,  that  I  must  be  permitted  to 
avail  myself  of  a  portion  of  its  reasoning.  The  Secre- 
tary says: 

*<  Our  military  establishment  is  limited  by  the  act  of 
1815,  passed  at  the  termination  of  the  late  war,  at  10,000 
men.  The  corps  of  engineers  and  ordnance,  by  that 
and  a  subsequent  act,  were  retained  as  they  then  exist- 
ed; and  the  President  was  directed  to  constitute  the  es- 
tablisliment  of  such  portions  of  artillery,  infantry,  and 
riflemen,  as  he  might  judge  proper.  The  general  or- 
ders of  the  17th  of  May,  1815,  fix  the  artillery  at  3,200; 
the  light  artillery  at  660;  the  infantry  at  5,440;  and  the 
rifle  at  660.  Document  A  exhibits  a  statement  of  the 
military  establishment,  including  the  general  staif,  as  at 
present  organized,  and  B  exhibits  a  similar  view  of  those 
of  1802  and  1808;  by  a  reference  to  which  it  will  appear 
that  our  military  establishments  at  the  respective  peri- 
ods, taken  in  the  order  of  their  dates,  present  an  aggre- 
gate of  3,323,  of  9,996,  and  of  12,656.  It  is  obvious 
that  the  establishment  of  1808,  compared  with  the  then 
wealth  and  population  of  the  country,  the  number  and 
extent  of  military  posts,  is  larger  in  proportion  than  the 
present;  but  the  unsettled  state  of  our  relations  with 
France  and  England  at  that  period,  renders  the  compar- 
ison not  entirely  just.  Passing,  then,  that  of  1808,  let 
us  compare  the  establishment  of  1802  with  the  present. 
To  form  a  correct  comparison,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
compare  the  capacity  and  necessities  of  the  country  then 
with  the  present  time.  Since  that  period,  our  popula- 
tion has  nearly  doubled,  and  our  weslth  more  than 
doubled.  We  have  added  Louisiana  to  our  possessions, 
and  with  it  a  great  extent  of  frontier,  both  maritime  and 
inland.  With  the  extension  of  our  frontier,  and  the  in- 
crease of  our  commercial  cities,  our  military  posts  and 
fortifications  havegreatly  multiplied.  *  •  •  If,  then, 
the  military  establishment  of  1802  be  assumed  to  be  as 
small  as  was  then  consistent  with  the  safety  of  the  coun- 
try, our  present  establishment,  when  we  take  into  the 
comparison  the  prodigious  increase  of  wealth,  popula- 
tion, extent  of  territory,  number  and  distance  of  military 
posts,  cannot  be  pronounced  extravagant,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  af\er  a  fair  and  full  comparison,  that  of  the 
former  period  must,  in  proportion  to  the  necessities  and 
capacities  of  the  country,  be  admitted  to  be  quite  as 
large  as  the  present;  and  on  the  assumption  that  the  es- 
tablishment of  1802  was  as  small  as  the  public  safety 
would  then  admit,  a  reduction  of  the  expense  of  our 
present  establishment  cannot  be  made  with  safety  to  the 
service  by  reducing  the  army  .'* 


Resuming  his  remarks,  Mr.  B.  laid  it  would  be  re- 
membered by  the  Senate  that  this  report,  from  which 
he  had  read,  was  made  in  the  year  1818;  that  it  refer- 
red to  the  peace  establishment  of  1815;  that  this  estab- 
lishment presented  an  aggregate  of  12,656;  and  that  it 
was  now  proposed  by  the  bill  before  the  Senate  to  raise 
the  future  peace  establishment  to  12,000;  in  other 
words,  it  was  proposed  to  re-establish  in  1836*  the  peace 
establishment  of  1815;  that  ia  to  say,  of  twenjly-one 
years  prior  date.  In  these  twenty-one  years  the  popu- 
lation and  wealth  of  the  country  had  nearly  doubled; 
Florida  had  b^n  acquired,  the  military  posts  and  fortifi- 
cations had  increased,  and  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  had 
been  extended;  the  Indians  had  been  accumulated  upon 
the  weakest  frontier  of  the  Union;  any  and  every  reason 
for  a  miliUry  peace  establishment  was  greater  now  than  it 
was  then.  He  (Mr.  B.)  claimed,  then,  and  appropriated 
to  the  present  occasion,  every  word  of  the  report  of 
1818,  in  favor  of  augmenting  the  army  now,  which  wa» 
used  against  reducing  it  then;  and  he  claimed  for  every 
one  of  these  words  double  as  much  force  now  as  it  bad 
then,  the  wealth  and  population  of  the  country  being  so 
much  greater.  They  wouM  justify  an  establishment  of 
20,000  men  at  this  time.  The  effect  of  this  report  upon 
Congress  was  the  next  point  which  Mr.  B.  would  bring 
to  the  notice  of  the  Senate;  and  he  did  so  with  pride 
and  satUfaction.  The  effect  was  decisive  upon  that 
body.  It  stopped  the  movement  to  reduce  the  army  I  It 
left  the  establishment  of  1815  as  it  was!  It  left  the  es- 
tablishment of  12,656  troops,  with  their  two  major 
generals,  four  brigadiers,  and  the  whole  general  staff, 
precisely  as  it  was!  The  whole  scheme  of  reducing  the 
army  failed  at  that  time;  and  this,  let  it  be  well  remem- 
bered, was  before  the  acquisition  of  Florida;  that  ac- 
auisition  which  has  given  us  .the  double  line  of  coast  of 
that  peninsula  to  guard,  with  the  important  stations  of 
Key  West,  Tampa  bay,  St.  Mark's,  and  Pensacola.  This 
important  territorial  acquisition,  and  where  an  obstinate 
war  is  now  waged,  would  justify  the  increase  of  a  thou* 
sand  men  upon  the  establishment  of  1815,  without  taking 
into  view  the  increase  of  wealth  and  population.  Mr. 
B.  wished  it  to  be  particularly  noted  that,  while  the  bill 
before  the  Senate  only  proposed  to  revivp  the  military 
peace  establishment  of  1815,  yet  there  were  three  dis- 
tinct reasons  why  a  larger  establishment  than  that  might 
now  be  asked  for,  namely:  1.  The  acquisition  of  Florida, 
which  took  place  in  1819.  2.  The  accumulation  of  In- 
dians  on  the  western  frontier.  3.  The  increased  wealth 
and  population  of  the  country.  I'hese  reasons  all  ap- 
plied in  favor  of  a  permanent  peace  establishment, 
while  the  wars  with  the  Creeks  and  Seminoles  required 
additional  regular  troops.  General  Scott  had  earnestly 
applied  for  them,  had  earnestly  called  for  filling  up  the 
ranks  early,  so  as  to  have  the  recruits  trained  for  ser- 
vice by  the  commencement  of  the  winter  campaign  in 
Florida. 

Mr.  B.  said  that,  besides  the  augmentation  of  the  ar- 
my, a  diversity  of  arms  was  proposed,  by  reviving  a  light 
Infantry  and  a  rifle  regiment.  The  open  order  and 
quick  evolutions  of  the  light  infantry  made  that  species 
of  force  peculiarly  proper  on  the  frontier,  and  against 
Indians;  and  as  for  the  rifle,  it  was  the  natural  weapon 
whose  fame  was  identified  with  the  American  name  in 
all  its  wars,  civilized  and  savage,  from  the  first  settle- 
ment of  the  country  down  to  the  most  glorious  battle  of 
the  San  Jacinto.  That  weapon  should  be  preserved  and 
cherished  in  the  American  army. 

But  it  will  be  said  the  army  was  actually  reduced;  that 
it  was  reduced  to  six  thousand  men.  This  (Mr.  B.  said) 
was  true;  but  it  was  not  reduced  in  1818,  nor  at  any 
period  that  the  Treasury  was  in  the  condition  that  it  was 
at  the  time  of  that  report,  or  at  the  present  time.  It 
was  reduced  in  1821,  when  the  public  Treasury,  from  a 
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dream  ofinexhtustible  surplus,  wts  suddenly  awakened 
to  the  reality  of  a  deficit!  and  when  every  branch  of  the 
public  expenditure,  on  which  curtailment  could  be  made 
to  fall,  was  brought  to  the  test  of  retrenchment,  and 
placed  under  the  edg-e  of  the  pruning  knife.  The  ar- 
my, of  course,  was  a  subject  for  the  operation,  and  un- 
derwent the  largest  amputation;  the  na?yi  the  fortifica- 
tions, and  other  branches,  were  also  largely  cut  down. 
Mr.  B.  said  that  he  here  touched  a  point  in  our  history 
which  was  pregnant  with  instruction,  and  very  fit  for 
reflection  and  meditation,  now  when  we  had  reached 
another  point  of  similar  character,  and  to  be  followed  by 
similar  consequences.  History  was  said  to  be  philoso- 
phy teaching  by  example.  If  it  was  so,  philosophy 
must  have  lost  her  capacity  to  teach — at  least  to  teach 
the  Congress  of  1836—if  the  lesson  of  1817,  1818,  1819, 
1820,  and  1821,  can  be  lost  upon  us.  Our  financial 
condition  was,  in  the  beginning  of  that  period,  what  it 
now  IS— a  full  and  overflowing  Treasury;  it  was,  at  the 
end  of  that  period,  what  it  will  probably  be  in  two  or 
three  years  again,  drained  to  the  bottom,  and  entirely 
empty!  Thus,  in  June,  1817,  we  had  in  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  besides  many  millions  in  the  name  of 
public  oflicers,  the  sum  of  $15,935,050  standing  to  the 
credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  Statest  in  June  of 
the  next  year,  that  sum  was  reduced  to  $6,686,387;  in 
June,  1819,  \\r  was  reduced  to  $1,500,035;  in  June,  1820, 
it  was  $946,115;  in  December  of  that  year,  it  was 
$388,210;  and  in  the  first  quarter  of  1821,  the  public 
money  in  the  bank  was  exhausted,  and  tlie  sum  of 
$1,044,539  was  overdrawn!  In  less  than  four  years, 
the  vision  of  an  inexhaustible  surplus  had  ended  in  the 
reality  of  a  deficit  of  a  million!  and  this  without  having 
had  recourse  to  any  schemes  of  distribution,  by  gift  or 
loans,  to  get  rid  of  it,  and  in  defiance  of  retrenchment, 
curtailment,  and  economy,  exerted  to  the  uttermost  in 
1819,  1820,  and  1821,  to  prevent  a  recurrence  to  taxes 
or  loans.  The  navy  appropriation  for  the  gradual  in- 
crease was  cut  down  from  a  million  to  a  half  million; 
fortifications  were  reduced  from  about  eight  hundred 
thousand  dollars  per  annum  to  about  three  hundred 
thousand  dollars;  and  in  1821  the  army  was  reduced  to 
six  thousand  men.  This  is  the  brief  history  of  the  sur- 
plus  of  1817,  and  the  deficit  of  1821.  The  same  cause 
made  th»  surplus  then  which  makes  it  now:  multiplica- 
tion of  banks,  profuse  issues  of  bank  notes,  loans  to 
every  body,  great  importations  of  g^ods,  and  large  sates 
of  public  lands;  all  growing  out  of  the  wild  spirit  of 
speculation  engendered  by  the  paper  system,  and  the 
universal  receivabiliiy  of  bank  notes  by  the  General 
Government  for  lands,  duties,  and  post  office  charge; 
the  same  cause  made  the  deficit  which  will  soon  make  it 
again — the  contraction  and  revulsion  of  the  paper  sys- 
tem! 

Mr.  B.  said  the  question  of  augmenting  the  army  had 
been  incidentally  discussed  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
on  the  fortification  bill,  and  the  old  and  popular  objec- 
tion-*tbe  danger  of  standing  armies  in  time  of  peace — 
was  pressed  into  service,  and  made  to  do  hard  duty  in 
a  case  in  which  the  objection  could  have  no  application 
at  all.  Vain  was  the  fear,  idle  the  alarm  of  danger,  of 
fifteen  millions  of  people  from  twelve  thousand  of  their 
countrymen,  enrolled  upon  a  military  peace  establish- 
ment, and  scattered  on  a  circuit  of  nine  thousand  miles! 
But  the  answer  which  the  same  objection  received  in 
1818  from  the  Secretary  at  War,  [Mr.  Calhoun,]  from 
whose  report  he  had  just  read,  was  so  just  and  striking, 
so  true  in  reference  both  to  the  military  and  to  the  peo- 
ple, that  he  would  dispense  with  his  own  remarks,  and 
adopt  those  of  that  Secretary.     They  are: 

*'To  consider  the  present  army  as  dangerous  to  our 
liberty  partakes,  it  is  conceived,  more  of  timidity  than 
ofwiadom.     Not  to  insist  on  the  character  of  the  offi- 


cers, who,  as  a  boily,  are  high-minded  and  honorable 
men,  attached  to  the  principles  of  freedom  by  education 
and  reflection,  what  well-founded  apprehension  can  there 
be  from  an  establishment  so  small,  distributed  on  so  ex- 
tended a  frontier,  with  many  thousand  miles  between 
the  extreme  points  occupied.^  But  the  danger,  it  may 
be  said,  is  not  so  much  from  its  numbers,  as  by  a  spirit 
hostile  to  liberty,  by  which,  it  is  supposed,  all  regular 
armies  are  actuated.  This  observation  is  probably  true 
when  applied  to  standing  armies,  collected  into  large  and 
powerful  masses;  but,  dispersed  as  ours  is,  over  so  vast 
a  surface,  the  danger,  I  conceive,  is  of  an  opposite  char- 
acter— that  both  oflicers  and  soldiers  will  lose  their  mili- 
tary habits  and  feelings,  by  gliding  gradually  into  those 
purely  civil." 

Having  shown  the  reasons  in  fftvor  of  this  augmenta- 
tion  of  the  regular  army,  and  answered  the  objections  to 
it— having  shown  that  the  re'duction  in  1821  resulted 
entirely  from  the  deficit  in  the  Treasury,'  an  objection 
which  could  no  longer  prevail,  as  the  Treasury  waa 
now  distressingly,  and,  to  some  gentlemen,  alarmingly 
full-- he  would  repeat  that  this  augmentation  was  a 
western  measure,  called,  for  by  western  voices,  and  due 
to  the  state  and  condition  of  that  section  of  the  Union. 
To  provide  for  the  common  defence  was  the  first  object 
of  the  confederacy  of  these  States;  and  it  was  by  troops 
that  the  West  was  to  receive  her  portion  of  this  common 
defence.  Forts  and  navies  belonged  to  the  seacoast^ 
armed  men  to  the  inland  frontier.  The  Secretary  of 
War,  (Governor  Cass,)  in  laying  down  a  general  plan  of 
national  defence,  has  indicated,  with  a  masterly  hand, 
the  wants  and  remedies  of  the  West.  A  military  road 
in  the  rear  of  the  States  and  Territories,  from  the  Sabine 
to  the  Wisconsin— a  chain  of  posts  at  intervals  along  the 
whole  route — an  increased  force  of  different  arms  to 
traverse  the  country,  and  to  make  occasional  expedi- 
tions to  distant  points— such  is  his  recommendation;  and 
it  now  only  awaits  the  sanction  of  Congress  to  carry  it 
into  effect,  and  to  give  to  the  great  West  the  protec- 
tion which  her  position  demands,  what  the  constitution 
guaranties,  and  what  the  accumulation  of  Indians  upon 
her  border  converts  into  a  debt  of  justice,  and  an  obliga- 
tion of  high  and  sacred  duty. 

Mr.  NICHOLAS  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  with 
instructions  to  report  an  organization  precisely  similar 
to  that  which  was  adopted  for  the  peace  esUbliihraent 
in  1815. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  BENTON,  in  opposition 
to  the  motion,  ^ 

Mr.  PRESTON  took  a  view  of  the  altered  condition 
of  the  country  within  a  few  years.  In  consequence  of  the 
progress  made  in  the  manufacture  of  arms,  and  in  the 
knowledge  of  their  use,  we  have  become  an  armed  pop- 
ulation. The  extraordinary  concentration  of  Indian  for- 
ces on  our  frontier  has,  indeed,  rendered  it  necessary 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  should  adopt 
a  system  of  preparation  corresponding  with  this  aspect 
of  things.  But  our  Indian  frontier  i^  not  now  as  exposed 
and  as  difficult  of  defence  as  it  was  fiRy  years  ago.  The 
increase  of  a  population  abounding  in  arms  and  provisions, 
and  having  all  the  facilities  which  can  be  obtained  from 
the  application  of  steam  to  our  roads  and  rivers,  and  also 
the  additions  made  to  our  military  strength,  have  placed  all 
our  western  frontier  in  a  state  of  comparative  security. 
He  went  on  to  speak  of  the  degeneracy  of  the  Indian 
character,  and  the  numerical  diminution  of  the  tribes; 
but  at  the  same  time  admitted  that  the  provident  care  of 
the  Government  ought  to  be  exhibited  in  extending  to 
the  frontier  a  proper  degree  of  protection.  He  inferred* 
from  a  general  survey  of  the  facts,  that  an  increase  of 
the  army  is  necessary,  and  the  only  difficulty  was 
as  to  the  extent  of  such  increase.  At  present,  we 
have   thirteen    regiments    in    service,    amounting  to 
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about  6,000  men.  There  are  40  or  50  in  each  com- 
pany. The  present  bill  increases  the  number  of  the 
company  to  between  80  and  90.  It  was  his  opinion 
that  the  companies  ought  to  be  so  increased  as  to  make 
an  aggregate  of  about  9,000.  The  object  had  been  to 
increase  the  efficiency  of  the  army,  without  disturbing 
its  organization.  There  had  been  found  to  be  a  great 
deficiency  in  the  staff,  which  was  totally  inadequate  to 
the  performance  of  the  duties  required  of  it.  Much 
had  been  done  to  make  the  staff  more  efficient,  and  more 
was  in  progress.  The  staff  of  the  Inspector's  and  the 
Quatermaster'a  departments  demand  an  increase.  He 
was  willing  that  there  should  be  a  genera]  recommitment 
of  the  bill,  so  as  to  obtain  the  sense  of  the  Senate  as  to 
an  ii>crease  of  the  army. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  called  for  a  division  of  the  question, 
so  as  to  take  the  question  first  on  the  recommitment 
generally,  and  afterwards  on  the  instructions.  He  had 
thought  that  there  ought  to  be  an  increase  of  the  army 
by  filling  up  the  companies;  but  he  was  opposed  to  a 
new  organization  of  the  army.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  character  of  our  foreign  relations  to  shake  the  be- 
lief that  it  would  depend  on  our  own  prudence  only  to 
remain  at  peace  with  alt  nations.  It  was  only  in  refer- 
ence to  our  Indian  relations  that  any  additional  force 
was  necessary.  He  would  be  willing  to  give  as  much 
iDcrease  as  would  place  us  in  a  situation  of  defence,  but 
not  a  man  more  than  was  necessary  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  PORTER  concurred  in  the  opinion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  that  there  waa  sufficient  cause 
for  an  increase  of  the  army.  The  capacity  of  the  coun- 
try to  bear  the  expenses  of  a  standing  army  was  now 
sufficiently  established;  and  as  to  the  dangers  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  a  standing  army  to  our  liberties,  there 
could  be  no  ground  for  that  apprehension  while  the 
army  was  kept  to  a  minimum  of  thrice  the  amount  of  men 
now  asked  for.  The  general  knowledge  of  the  use  of 
arms  which  pervades  the  country  is  the  best  security  for 
the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people  which  can  be  pro- 
vided. He  considered  the  United  States  boundary  as 
more  extensive  than  it  has  been  at  any  former  period. 
He  admitted  that  the  Indian  tribes  were  incompetent  to 
carry  on  any  prolonged  warfare  with  the  United  States; 
but  they  ought  to  be  prepared  to  meet  those  sudden 
outbreaks,  which  always  inflicted  severe  wounds  on  the 
country  before  the  enemy  could  be  found  and  repelled. 
The  people  do  not  ask  that  kind  of  protection  which 
^comes  after  their  homes  are  destroyed,  and  their  planta- 
tions devastated.  The  protection  they  ask  is  that  which 
will  prevent  those  evils.  Burning  with  indignation, 
fired  with  a  sense  of  their  wrongs,  the  vast  body  of  In- 
dians now  to-  be  removed  will  go  to  their  new  homes 
with  feelings  excited  to  the  desire  of  vengeance.  It 
only  required  a  man  of  commanding  genius  to  unite  the 
Indians,  and  lead  them  on,  to  bring  the  entire  race  along 
our  frontier  into  the  field  against  the  United  States;  and 
the  powers  and  energies  of  the  Camanches  alone  are 
sufficient  to  render  that  tribe  a  most  formidable  enemy. 
He  should  vote  for  the  recommitment  with  instructions. 

Mr.  PRESTON  repeated  what  he  had  before  stated 
as  to  the  extent  of  the  Indian  frontier,  and  went  more 
minutely  into  detail,  in  order  to  show  that  he  had  under- 
estimated the  extent,  rather  than  gone  beyond  it.  It 
was  necessary  to  give  a  fair  defence  to  that  frontier,  not 
by  drawing  a  line  of  river  fortresses,  but  by  giving  a 
sufficient  force.  Two  regiments  of  dragoons  have  been 
given  to  the  gentlemen  from  the  West.  Do  they  want 
another  regiment,  let  them  take  it.  It  was  useless  to 
carry  on  a  war  in  the  swamps,  where  the  army  might  as 
well  be  sent  to  hunt  a  deer  or  a  rackoon  as  an  Indian. 
But,  in  the  western  prairies,  it  is  different.  The  Ca- 
manches  are  mounted  Tartars,  and  strike  from  a  dis- 
tance, and  they  must  be  encountered  by  dragoons.     He 


would  not  oppose  any  measure  to  give  the  utmost  de- 
fence to  the  frontier  settlements;  but  it  was  not  in  the 
power  of  Government  to  give  them  full  and  perfect  de- 
fence. He  touched  on  the  situation  of  our  southwest- 
ern frontier,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  the  day  was  not 
distant  when,  instead  of  calling  Fort  Towson  our  south- 
west post,  we  should  have  our  forts  on  the  Rio  del 
Norte. 

Mr.  PORTER  said  a  few  words  in  explanation  of  his 
former  remarks. 

Mr.  BENTON  protested  'against  the  recommitment, 
which  must  be  entirely  useless  without  the  instructions, 
so  as  to  put  the  committee  in  possession  of  the  sense  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  recommitted. 

The  question  being  then  on  the  instructions  to  the 
committee, 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  to  lay  the  subject  on  the 
table,  in  order  to  take  up  the  special  order.  He  with- 
drew his  motion,  and 

Mr.  PORTER  expressed  his  hope  that  the  fjuestion 
would  be  taken,  as  the  bill  was  already  committed,  and 
it  was  important  to  take  the  question  on  the  instruc- 
tions. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  what  was  the  strength  of 
the  army  in  1815. 

Mr.  BENTON  replied  that  the  total  of  the  army  in 
1815,  was  12,656. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  that,  if  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana would  withdraw  his  instructions,  he  would  move  to 
fill  up  the  rank  and  file  of  the  companies  to  a  specific 
amount,  without  touching  the  organization. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  was  against  any  instructions. 

Mr.  PORTER  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  BENTON  made  some  observations  on  the  in- 
creased extent  of  our  boundary,  and  ridiculed  the  idea 
of  transporting  by  steamboats  a  sufficient  force  to  pro- 
tect that  frontier.  He  adverted  to  the  destruciiort  of 
life  and  property  which  had  been  already  perpetrated, 
and  stated  that  the  West  must  have  the  defence  to 
which  it  was  entitled.  The  attention  of  the  Senate,  he 
complained,  could  not  be  diverted  from  the  subject  of 
surplus  revenue,  to  the  situation  of  our  citizens  on  the 
frontier.  This  bill  was  western  in  its  object  and  its  ori- 
gin. The  whole  of  the  West  were  calling  for  it,  and 
he  was  glad  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  LINN  read  an  extract  from  the  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  in  which  it  was  estimated  that  when  the 
whole  of  the  Indians  intended  to  be  removed  shall  be 
concentrated  on  the  western  shore  of  the  Mississippi, 
they  will  amount  to  250,000.  He  added  a  few  words 
in  favor  of  the  concentration  of  a  military  force  on  the 
frontier,  to  protect  it  against  the  danger  to  be  appre- 
hended from  this  larger  force. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  took  a  view  of  the  present  force  of 
the  country,  and  indicated  in  what  manner  the  regiments 
we  now  have  might  be  stationed,  in  order  to  effect  an 
efficient  defence  of  our  frontier.  He  was  disposed  to 
fill  up  the  companies,  so  as  to  render  the  regiments 
more  competent. 

Mr.  CLAY  thought  it  unnecessary  to  ^o  into  a  gene- 
ral discussion  of  the  necessity  of  increasing  the  army. 
No  Senator  would  hold  himself  committed  by  instruc- 
tions, when  the  whole  question  of  the  policy  of  any  in- 
crease shall  come  up  for  discussion.  He  smiled  at  the 
picture  wiiich  had  been  drawn  of  our  danger.  ^  One 
would  have  supposed  that  all  at  once  a  gallant  nation  of 
some  millions  had  been  suddenly  precipitate<l  on  our 
frontier,  instead  of  a  few  miserable  Indians.  He  saw  no 
necessity  for  any  increase  of  the  army. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  instructions,  and 
decided  as  follows: 
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Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Grundy,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Linn, 
Morris,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Ruggles,  Tallmadge,  Tipton, 
Walker,  Wall,  White,  Wright— 18. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Hub- 
bard, Kent,  Knight,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Shepley, 
Southard,  SwifV,  Tomlinson,  Webster— 25. 

MEETING  OF  CONGRESS. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States: 
7b  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

The  act  of  Congress  *•  to  appoint  a  day  for  the  annual 
meeting  of  Coneress,"  which  originated  in  the  Senate, 
has  not  received  my  signature.  I'he  power  of  Congress 
to  fix,  by  law,  a  day  for  the  regular  annual  meeting  of 
Congress  is  undoubted;  but  the  concluding  part  of  this 
act,  which  is  intended  to  fix  the  adjournment  of  every 
succeeding  Congress  to  the  second  Monday  in  May, 
after  the  commencement  of  the  first  session,  does  not 
appear  to  me  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States. 

The  constitution  provides — 

1st  article,  5th  section—"  That  neither  House,  during 
the  session  of  Congress,  shall,  without  the  consent  of  the 
other,  adjourn  for  more  than  three  days,  nor  to  any 
other  place  than  that  in. which  the  two  Houses  shall  be 
sitting." 

Ist  article,  6lh  section—"  That  every  order,  resolu- 
tion, or  vote,  to  which  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives  may  be  necessary,  (except 
on  the  question  of  adjournment,)  shall  be  presented  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and,  before  the  same 
shall  uke  effect,  shall  be  approved  of  by  him,"  &c. 

2d  article,  2d  section— "  That  he  (the  President) 
may,  on  extraordinary  occasions,  convene  both  Houses 
of  Congress,  or  either  of  them;  and,  in  case  of  disagree- 
ment between  them  with  respect  to  the  time  of  adjourn- 
ment, he  may  adjourn  them  to  such  times  as  he  thinks 
proper,"  &c. 

According  to  these  provisions,  the  day  of  the  adjourn- 
ment of  Congress  is  not  the  subject  of  legislative 
enactment.  Except  in  the  event  of  disagreement  be- 
tween the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  the 
President  has  no  right  to  meddle  with  the  question,  and, 
in  that  event,  his  power  is  exclusive,  but  confined  to  fix- 
ing the  adjournment  of  the  Congress  whose  branches 
have  disagreed.  The  question  of  adjournment  is  ob- 
viously to  be  decided  by  each  Congress  for  itself,  by 
the  separate  action  of  each  House  for  the  time  being, 
and  is  one  of  those  subjects  upon  which  the  framers  of 
tliat  instrument  did  not  intend  one  Congress  should  act, 
with  or  without  the  executive  aid,  for  its  successors. 
As  a  substitute  for  the  present  rule,  which  requires  the 
two  Houses  by  consent  to  fix  the  day  of  adjournment, 
and,  in  the  event  of  disagreement,  the  President  to  de- 
cide, it  is  proposed  to  fix  the  day  by  law,  to  be  binding 
in  all  future  time,  unless  changed  by  consent  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  and  to  take  away  the  contingent 
power  of  the  Executive,  which,  in  anticipated  cases  of 
disagreement,  is  vested  in  him.  This  substitute  is  to 
apply,  not  to  the  present  Congress  and  Executive,  but 
to  our  successors.  Considering,  therefore,  that  this 
subject  exclusively  belong^  to  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, whose  day  of  adjournment  is  to  be  fixed,  and  that 
each  has  at  that  time  the  right  to  maintain  and  insist 
upon  its  owji  opinion,  and  to  require  the  President  to 
decide  in  the  event  of  disagreement  with  the  other,  I  am 
constrained  to  deny  my  sanction  to  the  act  herewith  re- 
spectfully returned  to  the  Senate.  I  do  so  with  greater 
reluctance,  as,  apart  from  this  constitutional  dimculty, 


the  other  provisions  of  it  do  not  appear  to  me  objec- 
tionable. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 
WxsHiKGTOir,  June  9,  1836. 

The  message  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  made 
the  order  for  Wednesday  next. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  regulate  the  depositcs  of  the  public  money. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  several  amendments;  which 
were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LEIGH  moved  an  amendment,  providing  that  each 
bank  shall  have  on  the  —  day  of —,  and  thenceforth 
keep  in  its  vaults,  specie  to  the  amount  of  one  fourth  of 
its  business  capital.  [The  object  of  the  amendment  is 
to  impose  on  every  bank,  desirous  to  become  adeposile 
bank,  the  condition  specified,  that  it  roust  have  within 
its  vaults,  previous  to  the  day  named,  the  proportion  of 
specie,  in  order  to  qualify  it  to  become  a  deposite  bank. 

It  is  optional  with  the^bank  to  accept  or  reject  the 
deposites  under  this  condition.] 

Mr.  WEBSTER  pointed  to  a' state  of  circumstances, 
contingent  but  not  improbable,  when  it  would  be  found 
that  our  specie  basis  is  not  sufficiently  broad;  and  inas* 
much  as  this  bill  would  have  the  effect  of  coercing 
banks  to  keep  a  certain  amount  of  specie  in  their  vaults, 
it  would  be  a  restraint  on  exportation,  and  beneficial  to 
the  country. 

Some  discussion  took  place  between  Mr.  EWING  of 
Ohio,  Mr.  BUCHANAN,  Mr.  GRUNDY,  Mr.  CRIT- 
TENDEN, Mr.  MORRIS,  Mr.  WALKER,  and  Mr. 
CALHOUN;  and,  before  any  question  was  taken, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Saturday,   Juhb  11. 
SICK  AND  DISABLED  SEAMEN. 

Amongst  the  ordinary  business  transacted  to-day — 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  moved  to  reconsider  the  vole  by 
which  the  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  for  the  relief  of  sick 
and  disabled  seamen  had  been  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  stated  his  object  to  be  to  strike 
out  the  words  "  raf^s,  flats,"  so  as  to  exempt  them  from 
the  tax  of  twenty  cents  per  month  for  each  person  em- 
ployed in  navigating  such  crafl. 

Af\er  some  observations  from  Mr.  DAVIS  and  Mr. 
PORTER,  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  explained  that  he  desired  to 
amend  the  bill  in  the  manner  he  had  indicated.  He 
wished  the  navigators  of  the  flat  boats  and  rafis  to  have 
the  benefit  of  the  hospital  fund;  but  he  thought  this 
small  charity  might  be  allowed  them  without  imposing 
any  tax.  It  was  melancholy  to  see  the  decay  of  this 
mode  of  navigation.  Time  was  when  the  flat  boat  moved 
in  stately  grandeur  down  the  Ohio,  the  monarch  of  the 
stream;  but  now  the  few  of  this  kind  of  craf^  lefl  were 
glad  to  slink  out  of  the  way  of  the  steamboats  which  had 
usurped  their  sovereignty.  It  was  a  melancholy  illus- 
tration of  the  mode  in  which  old  things  are  giving  place 
to  new. 

Mr.  DAVIS  replied  that  the  whole  proceeds  furnished 
by  the  West  towards  the  fund,  last  year,  was  four  thou- 
sand dollars.  The  committee  had  been  satisfied  that 
some  negligence  existed.  There  were  facts  to  prove 
that  the  collector  at  Louisville  had  received  five  or  six 
thousand  dollars  for  the  fund,  but  had  rendered  no  ac- 
count whatever.  How  much  farther  this  negligence  had 
extended  could  not  now  be  known.  He  was  happy  to 
say  that  the  Treasury  Department  had  in  this  case  re- 
moved the  collector,  and  appointed  another  in  his  room. 
Steamboats  were  liable  to  this  tax,  as  much  as  vessels 
employed  on  the  ocean,  and  it  was  but  just  that  all  who 
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participated  in  the  benefit  of  the  fund,  should  in  some 
ineasure  contribute  to  its  stipport. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  moved  a  proviso,  to  attain  the 
object  he  contemplated. 

Mr.  DAVIS  said  he  was  indifferent  about  the  result. 
If  the  Senate  thought  proper  to  adopt  the  proviso,  he 
should  make  no  objection^. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  desired  the  adoption  of  the  provi- 
so, and  did  not  feel  disposed  to  vote  for  the  bill  unless 
something^  of  the  kind  should  be  inserted. 

Mr.  LINN  wished  to  offer  an  amendment,  as  soon  as 
it  should  be  in  order. 

The  proviso  was  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LTNN  then  moved  his  amendment,  providing  an 
appropriation  for  the  erection  of  hospitals  at  such  points 
in  the  West  as  the  Secretary  of  (he  Treasury  may  indi- 
cate. 

Mr.  DA. VIS  replied  that  only  three  hospitals  had  as 
yet  been  erected  in  the  United  States.  Where  there 
are  no  hospitals,  there  have  been  contracts  with  individ- 
uals for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of  any  sick  or  disa- 
bled seamen  who  may  require  such  care.  He  thought 
it  might  be  desirable  to  increase  the  number  of  hospi- 
tals, but  lie  was  not  now  prepared  to  decide  where  they 
should  be  erected.  He  recommended  the  withdrawal 
of  the  amendment,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  a  liberal 
sum  might  be  voted  in  the  appropriation  bill,  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  up  hospitals. 

Mr.  LINN  disclaimed  any  intention  to  embarrass,  the 
bill,  and  said  he  should  vote  for  it,  either  with  or  without 
the  amendment.  He  had  no  objection  to  withdraw  his 
amendment,  if  another  bill  was  likely  to  come  before  the 
Senate. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CLAY  concurred  in  the  object  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  bel-eving  that  the  western  waters  had  a 
strong  claim  on  the  liberality  of  the  Government.  A 
liberal  appropriation  ought  to  be  made,  btit  as  it  was 
suggested  that  the  object  might  be  attained  in  another 
way,  be  would  not  press  the  proposition. 

The  bill  was  reported  as  amended,  and  the  amend- 
ment was  concurred  in. 

A  fie  r  some  further  conversation  between  Mr.  HEN- 
DRICKS, Mr.  LINN,  Mr.  PORTER,  and  Mr.  DAVIS, 
the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business;  and  after 
remaining  for  some  time  with  closed  doors,  on  reopen- 
ing them,  - 

The  Senate  adjourned . 

MONDAT,  JUITB  13. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  presented  the  credentials  of  Jouxr 
Paoe,  elected  a  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  to  fill  the 
vacancy  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  Isaac  Hill. 
The  credentials  were  read,  and  Mr.  Paob  having  ap- 
peared, was  sworn,  and  took  his  scat. 

TEXAS. 

Mr.  CLAY  presented  a  memorial  from  suhdry  citizens 
of  Shelby  county,  in  the  State  of  Kentucky,  praying  for 
the  recognition  of  the  independence  of  Texas.  This 
memorial  was  subscribed  by  many  citizens,  several  of 
whom  were  personally  known  to  him  as  among  the  most 
respectable  in  the  highly  respectable  community  to 
which  they  belonged.  As  a  committee,  of  which  he  had 
the  honor  of  being  a  member,  was  now  deliberating 
upon  the  subject  of  the  memorial,  he  would  now  not  say 
more  than  to  move  the  reference  of  the  memorial  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations;  which  was  accordingly 
ordered. 

Mr.  NILES  presented  cerlainresolutionsof  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Connecticut,  on  the  Fame  subject. 


Mr.  N.  said  he  had  received,  and  proposed  to  present 
to  the  Senate,  certain  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of 
Connecticut,  regarding  the  independence  of  the  prov- 
ince of  Texas.  In  the  discussions  which,  on  several 
occasions,  had  taken  place  during  the  session,  upon 
this  interesting  question,  he  had  not  participated, 
nor  would  he  now  submit  but  a  few  remarks  on 
the  subject.  The  resolutions  he  had  to  offer  were 
of  very  different  character,  and  he  thought  entitled 
to  much  more  respect  than  those  which  had  been  re- 
ceived from  other  quarters,  w^hich  had  come  from  popu- 
lar meetings,  or  memorials  of  individuals,  and  from  pla- 
ces where  there  were  some  reasons  to  suspect  that  pri- 
vate interests,  connected  with  land  speculations  in  that 
country,  may  have  had  some  agency  in  the  proceedings. 
These  resolutions  did  not  come  from  individuals,  or  any 
combination  of  citizens;  they  were  from  one  of  the  sov- 
ereign States  of  this  Union,  and  he  felt  bound  to  ask 
for  them  the  respectful  consideration  of  the  Senate.  It 
was  also  worthy  of  remark,  that  the  first  State  which 
should  raise  its  voice  in  favor  of  the  independence  of 
Texas  should  be  one  in  a  i  emote  part  of  the  Union, 
where  no  interested  motives  would  be  supposed  to  ope- 
rate; from  whence  there  had  been  no  emigrants  to 
that  country,  and  where  no  sympathies  can  exist  spring- 
ing from  that  source. 

It  is  also  worthy  of  special  observation,  that  the  first 
State  which  has,  through  its  Legislature,  urged  the  re- 
cognition of  the  independence  of  Texas,  is  in  an  op- 
posite section  of  the  Union,  and  which  from  its  position 
might  be  supposed  to  feel  some  apprehension  or  jeal- 
ousy of  an  extension  of  the  territory  of  the  republic  on 
its  southern  border.  This  is  a  strong  fact,  going  to 
prove  that,  notwithstanding  all  that  is  said  about  local 
interests,  and  the  jealousy  in  one  section  of  the  Union  of 
the  increasing  power  and  importance  of  opposite  sections 
of  the  republic,  there  is,  in  reality,  but  little  foundation 
for  such  opinions  among  the  people  or  their  immediate 
representatives. 

In  the  statements  contained  in  these  resolutions,  so 
far  as  relates  to  the  contest  now  g^ing  on  in  Texas,  he 
presumed  there  would  probably  be  little  diversity  of 
opinion.  All  must  execrate  the  barbarous  and  savage 
warfare  which  has  been  carried  on  by  the  Mexicans,  dis- 
graceful to  a  people  making  any  claims  to  civilization; 
all  must  sympaihize  with  the  inhabitants  of  Tex;AS  in  this 
war  of  extermination  which  has  betn  waged  against 
them;  and  all  must  admire  their  courage,  perseverance, 
and  daring  achievements. 

But  the  conclusion,  as  stated  in  the  preamble  to  these 
resolutions,  that  the  events  which  have  transpired  are 
sufficient  evidence  of  the  ability  of  the  Texians  to  main- 
tain theirindependence,  and  that  it  has  become  the  duty 
of  this  Government  to  recognise  it,  may  not  be  so  readily 
assented  to.  The  existing  power  of  Mexico,  which  is 
in  a  great  degree  concentrated  in  one  man,  may  be  re- 
garded as  overthrown  and  prostrated,  as  that  man  is  now 
a  prisoner,  and  his  forces  broken  and  routed.  The  pow- 
er of  the  present,  perhaps  he  ought  to  say  late,  ruler  of 
Mexico,  is  probably  at  an  end.  But  is  that  decisive  of 
the  fate  of  Texas?  He  hoped  it  might  prove  so;  but  it 
was  evident  this  must  depend  on  the  course  pursued  by 
tlie  Mexican  nation.  Will  they  give  up  the  contest,  and 
consent  to  the  separation  of  the  province  of  Texas;  or 
will  they  continue  the  war,  and  attempt  to  maintain  their 
dominion  over  it?  We  must  look  beyond  the  present 
aspect  of  affairs,  into  the  real  condition  and  resources  of 
the  parties.  If  the  Mexican  nation  determine  to  pro- 
long this  war,  are  the  people  of  Texas  capable  of  sus- 
taining themselves  through  a  protracted  struggle^  That 
they  have  an  army  stifliciently  numerousand  brave  might 
be  admitted;  but  has  the  country  sufficient  population 
and  resources  to  sustain  a  war  of  aiw  considerable  dura- 
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tion?  There  were,  he  believed,  but  about  sixty  thousand 
Aouls  in  Texas  proper,  and  only  one  hundred  and  fif^y 
thousand  in  the  whole  territory,  including  the  State  or 
province  of  Coahuila.  He  thoufi^ht  it  premature  to  act  on 
(his  question  at  this  time,  and  (hat  some  delay  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  developing  of  events,  and  the  condition  of 
that  country  to  become  more  settled.  But  however 
small  may  be  the  population  of  that  country,  and  how- 
ever feeble,  compared  with  the.g^reat  Powers  of  the  earth, 
yet  if  they  should  make  up  in  valor  what  they  want  in 
numbers,  if  they  become  in  fact  free,  and  the  dominion 
of  Mexico  is  overthrown;  if  they  shall,  in  fact,  exist  as  an 
independent  community,  exercising  the  powers  of  Gov- 
ernment, he  did  not  see  how  we  could  refuse  to  recog- 
nise their  existence  as  an  independent  and  sovereign 
Stale.  Can  we  withhold  from  a  brave  people  upon  our 
borders,  8trugglin]r  for  their  rights,  that  common  justice 
which  we-  have  extended  to  others'  Can  we  deny  to 
the  inhabitants  of  Texas,  most  of  whom  are  emigrants 
from  the  United  States,  and  have  carried  with  them  not 
only  our  own  language,  but  all  the  elements  of  our  free 
institutions,  that  measure  of  justice  which  we  have  ac- 
corded lo  all  others? 

He  was  not  willing  to  sanction  such  injustice,  from  any 
mirrow  views  of  policy.  He  was  aware  that  there  were, 
connected  with  with  the  independence  of  Texas,  ulte- 
rior questions  of  the  most  momentous  character — ques- 
tions which  might  shake  this  Union  to  its  centre.  But 
he  did  not  think  they  could  be  avoided;  we  had  got  to 
meet  them,  and  he  should  be  prepared  to  do  it  when* 
ever  the  proper  time  arrived.  Some  of  these  questions 
were  of  a  very  delicate  nature,  connected  with  the  bal- 
ance of  political  power,  as  regarded  a  particular  inter- 
est, which  he  would  not  now  particularly  allude  to. 
M'hen  these  questions  came  upon  us,  however  they 
might  embarrass  and  distract  our  councils,  he  did  not 
doubt  that  the  republic  would  be  safely  carried  through 
them.  He  had  full  confidence  in  the  intelligence,  jus- 
tice, moderation,  and  good  sense  of  the  people,  to  carry 
Che  republic  safely  through  every  difficulty.  Clouds 
might  hang  over  us,  and  thick  clouds  gather  around  us, 
yet,  as  had  been  the  case  in  every  former  crisis,  there 
-would  appear  a  light  to  guide  our  course,  and  point  the 
"Way  to  a  safe  deliverance. 

Whether  these  momentous  questions,  which  may 
grow  out  of  the  independence  of  Texas,  had  been  con- 
jiidered  by  the  Legislature  of  his  State,  he  was  not  able 
to  sny,  as  he  had  not  seen  any  of  the  debates  on  the 
question.  But  it  was  evident  that  the  representatives 
of  his  State  had  disregarded  narrow  and  sectional  con- 
srderations.  These  resolutions  are  the  offspring  of  that 
sense  of  justice  and  love  of  liberty  which  belong  to  a 
free  people,  who  always  sympathize  with  the  oppressed 
when  struggling  for  their  rights.  It  was  enough  that 
the  representatives  of  such  a  people  witnessed  a  des- 
perate and  unequal  struggle  for  liberty  on  the  borders 
of  the  republic.  Their  sympathies  were  aroused;  they 
regarded  the  cause  of  the  Texians  as  the  cause  of  jus- 
tice, of  humanity,  of  liberty,  and  of  the  maintenance  of 
those  principles  of  freedom  under  which  the  people  of 
this  country  have  been  prospered  and  blessed  above  all 
other  nations  of  the  earth.  I'hey  did  not  probably  stop 
to  inquire  what  might  be  the  consequences  of  doing 
justice  to  the  brave  inhabitants  of  Texas;  or  whether, 
if  they  became  independent,  they  would  continue  a  dis- 
tinct community;  or  whether  they  might  not  conquer 
Mexico,  and  erect  a  rival  republic  in  the  southern  part 
of  this  continent;  or  whether  the  territory  would  be  an- 
nexed to  the  United  States. 

Without  probably  going  into  these  questions,  they  de- 
sired that  justice  should  be  done  to  a  brave  people,  he- 
roically struggling  for  liberty  and  independence.     He 
highly  approved  their  patriotic  mutivesy   and  at  the 
Vol.  Xll.~lll 


proper  time  he  should  be  prepared  to  further  the  ob- 
ject they  have  in  view;  but  they  have  wisely  left  the 
question  as  to  time  to  Congress.  He  could  not  think 
the  period  for  action  on  our  part  had  yet  arrived.  This 
was  a  case  in  which  this  Government  should  act  with 
caution.  In  ordinary  cases  of  this  kind  the  question 
was  only  one  of  fact,  and  was  but  little  calculated  to 
compromit  the  interests  or  honor  of  the  United  States; 
but  the  question  in  regard  to  Texas  was  very  different, 
and  vastly  more  important.  That  is  a  country  on  our 
own  borders,  and  its  inhabitants,  most  of  tliem,  emi- 
grants from  the  United  States;  and  most  of  the  brave 
men  constituting  its  army,  who  are  so  heroically  fight- 
ing to  redeem  the  province,  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  who  have  engaged  in  this  bold  enterprise  as  vol- 
unteers. Were  this  Government  to  be  precipitate  in 
acknowledging  the  independence  of  Texas,  might  it  not 
be  exposed  to  a  suspicion  of  having  encouraged  these 
enterprises  of  its  citizens?  There  is  another  considera- 
tion of  more  importance.  Should  the  independence  of 
Texas,  be  followed  by  its  annexation  to  the  United 
States,  the  reasons  for  suspicions  derogatory  to  the  na- 
tional faith  might  be  still  stronger.  If  we,  by  our  own 
act,  contribute  to  clothe  the  constituted  authorities  of  the 
province  with  the  power  of  sovereignty  over  it,  and  then 
accept  a  cession  of  the  country  from  those  authorities, 
might  there  not  be  some  reasons  to  charge  us  with  hav- 
ing recognised  the  independence  of  the  country  as  a 
means  of  getting  possession  of  it?  These  and  other 
considerations  require  that  this  Government  should  act 
with  caution;  yet,  when  the  proper  time  arrives,  it  will 
be  our  duty  lo  act,  and  to  act  promptly.  But  he  trust- 
ed that  all  would  feel  the  importance  of  preserving  the 
national  faith  and  national  honor.  They  sh^mld  not  only 
be  kept  pure,  but  free  from  injurious  suspicions,  being 
more  to  be  prized  than  any  extension  of  territory,  wealth, 
population,  or  other  acquisition,  which  enters  into  the 
elements  of  national  prosperity  or  power.  He  would 
move  that  the  prei^mble  and  resolutions  be  read  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relatione. 

General  Assembly,  May  37,  1836. 

Whereas  the  people  of  Connecticut,  one  of  the  free 
and  sovereign  States  of  this  republic,  have  witnessed, 
with  feelings  of  sympathy,  the  struggle  of  the  people 
of  Texas  to  secure  to  themselves  independence  and 
freedom;  and  whereas,  in  maintaining  their  just  and  in- 
alienable rights,  that  people  have  been  compelled  to  re- 
sist the  power  and  oppose  the  dominion  of  vastly  SU" 
perior  numbers,  who  have  exhibited  more  than  savage 
ferocity  and  barbarity — devastating  their  country  with 
the  avowed  object  of  either  exterminating  them  or  re- 
ducing them  to  a  state  of  absolute  dependance  and  sub- 
jugation; and  whereas,  in  this  unequal  contest,  the 
Texians  have  exhibited  a  degree  of  wisdom  and  firmness, 
moderation  and  bravery,  that  commands  the  sympathy 
of  ty^Tj  friend  of  liberty  and  of  his  race — contending, 
as  they  are,  for  their  rights  against  barbarians,  who 
have  violated  promises,  broken  faith,  and  murdered,  in 
cool  blood,  defenceless  and  confiding  persons;  and 
whereas  the  people  of  Texas,  through  their  represent- 
atives, have  declared  themselves  independent,  organ- 
ized their  form  of  Government,  and  published  to  the 
world  their  intention  to  become  a  free,  sovereign,  and 
independent  nation,  distinct  from,  and  independent  of, 
Mexico;  and  whereas,  appreciating  the  high  resolve 
and  unalterable  determination  of  this  g:tllant  people  to 
live  free  or  die — believing,  from  what  has  already 
transpired,  that  their  independence  can  and  will  be  sus- 
tained, it  becomes  a  matter  of  duty  and  justice,  on  the 
part  of  this  Government,  to  acknowledge  their  inde- 
pendence, and  to  recognise  them  as  btlonging  to  the 
family  of  nations;  therefore, 
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Jlesohed  by  the  members  of  Vie  Senate  and  Uouw  of 
liepres^eniittives  in  General  Assembly  convened.  That  the 
Senators  from  this  State  in  the.Congress  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  instructed,  and  the  Rep- 
resentatives requested,  to  use  their  best  endeavors  to 
procure  the  acknowledgment,  on  the  part  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  of  the  independence  of  Texas;  and  that  it  be 
recognised  as  a  free,  sovereign,  and  independent  nation, 
as  soon  as  may  be  consistent  with  our  existing  relations 
with  foreign  nations. 

Resolved,  That  his  excellency  the  Governor  be  re- 
quested to  communicate  copies  of  this  preamble  and 
resoUitions  to  each  of  our  Senators  and  Representatives 
in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

CHAUNCEY  F.  CLEAVELAND, 

Speaker  House  of  Representatives. 
EBBNEZER  STODDARD, 

President  of  ike  Senate. 

Mr.  WAT.KER  then  stated  his  conviction  that  this 
movement  of  the  Legislature  of  Connecticut  would  form 
one  of  the  brightest  pages  of  its  history.  As  to  the  time 
of  recognition,  he  added,  that  as  this  was  merely  an  ac- 
knowledgment of  a  fact,  the  required  act  could  not  be 
premature.  If  we  do  not  acknowledge  the  independence 
of  Texas  promptly,  the  Texian  commissioners  will  be 
recalled,  and  Texas  will  apply  to  a  foreign  Power.  Eng- 
land, seeking  for  a  new  source  of  her  supplies  of  cotton, 
will  be  eager  to  acknowledge  her  independence,  both 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  from  her  the  raw  material, 
and  finding  there  a  market  for  the  manufactured  fabric. 
The  difference  in  favor  of  the  Texian  planter  over  him 
of  the  United  States  will  be  twenty  per  cent.  He  had 
no  doubt  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  would 
act  promptly  and  wisely.  The  memorial  was  then  re- 
ferred. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  bill  to  regulate  the  deposite  of  the  public  mo- 
neys was  then  taken  tip  as  the  order  of  the  day. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Lsioh,  to  allow  time  to  such 
banks  ai  had  not  a  sufficient  amount  of  specie  to  comply 
with  the  conditions  of  the  bill  to  provide  the  necessary 
amount,  was  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  was  in  hopes  that  some  Senator, 
coming  from  that  portion  of  the  Union  where  the  specie 
condition  would  operate  oppressively,  would  move  to 
strike  it  out.  After  hearing  the  debate,  he  was  sat- 
Hiiied  it  would  operate  oppressively  in  some  States,  while 
in  others  the  banks  would  not  be  affected  by  it. 

Mr.  C.  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  second  clause  of 
the  section. 

Mr.  KING,  f»f  Alabama,  had  felt  some  hesitancy  in 
making  a  proposition  to  strike  out  this  clause,  though 
he  agreed,  with  the  Senators  from  Virginia  and  South 
Carolina,  that  it  was  wholly  useless,  and  that  it  would 
operate  unequally  and  oppressively  on  some  of  the  de- 
posite banks  that  were  in  all  respects  essentially  sound. 
He  had  fell,  from  the  beginning,  the  greatest  solicitude 
to  pass  such  a  law  as  would  secure  the  safe-keeping  of 
the  public  funds,  and  guard  the  public  interests,  without 
incorporating  into  it  any  provision  calculated  to  embar- 
rass or  defeat  it.  These  were  his  sentiments  in  the  com- 
mittee, and  he  was  disposed  to  carry  them  out  now. 
With  the  opinions  that  he  entertained,  he  could  not  give 
his  support  to  the  bill  if  this  provision  remained  in  it. 
The  banks  of  his  State  were  as  solvent  as  any  in  the 
country;  but  the  nature  of  their  business  was  such  that 
they  would  be  compelled  to  abandon  the  custody  of  the 
public  deposites  unless  this  provision  was  stricken  out. 
He  thought  at  one  time  to  move  to  modify  this  provis- 
ion; but  this  only  could  be  done  by  giving  a  discretion 
lo  the  Secretary,  which  rested  with  him  already. 

Mr.  Calhovk's  motion  having  been  agreed  to,  some 


additional  amendments  were  made,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
LEIGH,  to  correspond  with  it. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  offered  an  amendment,  the  effect  of 
which  is  to  require  each  deposite  bank  to  keep  within 
its  vaults  such  an  amount  of  specie  as  shall  be  required 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  shall,  in  his  opin- 
ion, be  necessary  to  render  aaid  bank  a  safe  depository 
of  the  public  money. 

Mr.  WALKER  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
adding  the  words,  *<  having  a  due  regard  to  the  nature 
of  the  business  of  said  bank;*'  which  was  agreed  to;  and 
the  amendment  as  amended  was  adopted.. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding  a 
proviso  that  it  shall  be  lawfid  for  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  direct  transfers  to  be  made,  from  time 
to  time,  to  the  branch  mints  of  the  United  States,  either 
for  supplying  metal  for  coining  or  for  safe-keeping^. 

Mr.  B.  explained  the  advantages  of  this  amendment 
at  full  length.  He  was  very  much  in  favor  of  prevent- 
ing transfers  from  one  bank  to  anoUier,  for  the  mere 
purpose  of  preserving  the  credit  of  such  bank,  at  the 
same  time  that  he  applauded  some  transfers  that  were 
made  two  years  ago,  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  cer- 
tain banks  against  the  hostilities  of  the  Bank  of  \\\e  Uni- 
ted States.  He  was  opposed  to  these  transfers,  for  he 
thought  them  liable  to  great  abuses;  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  see  a  provision  made  which  would  cut  off  all 
hopes  of  any  of  these  banks  being  sustained  by  the 
Treasury.  But  this  provision  that  he  wished  to  be  in- 
serted, he  thought,  was  calculated  to  be  very  useful.  It 
might  become  necessary  for  the  Government  to  have 
transfers  made  to  the  mints  for  other  purposes  than 
coining,  should  any  difficulty  arise  as  to  depositing  pub- 
lic moneys  with  the  State  banks.  He  believed  thai, 
with  some  extension  of  the  mint  system,  all  the  public 
moneys  might  be  advantageously  deposited  with  them; 
but  he  did  not  look  to  this  now — all  he  proposed  was  to 
facilitate  the  coinage  of  the  mint,  and  to  have  them  as 
depositories  of  the  public  money,  if  necessary.  He 
looked  upon  this  amendment  as  nothing  more  than  the 
revival  of  the  act  of  1791,  by  which  it  was  expressly 
ordered  that  all  the  foreign  coins  received  by  the  Treas- 
ury should  be  sent  to  the  mint  of  the  United  States;  and 
he  hoped  it  would  find  favor  with  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LEIGH  moved  for  a  division  of  the  two  proposi- 
tions contained  in  the  amendment,  so  as  to  take  the  ques- 
tion fiwt  as  to  the  transfers  to  the  mint  for  the  purpose 
of  coining,  which  he  said  he  was  in  favor  of. 

Mf.  CALHOUN  was  opposed  to  the  amendment,  as 
it  might  be  the  means  of  oppressing  some  individual 
bank,  by  transferring  all  the  specie  in  its  vaults  for  the 
ptirpose  of  coining. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  could  see  no  advantage  in 
either  of  the  propositions  c<intained  in  the  amendment. 
There  could  be  no  advantage  to  the  country  in  requiring 
banks  to  give  up  the  coin  In  their  vaults  for  the  purpose 
of  recoining.  Banks,  except  on  the  seaboard,  rarely 
kept  bullion  on  hahd,  and  the  effect  of  this  amendment 
would  be  to  compel  them  to  give  up  their  specie.  There 
would  be  no  sort  of  advantage  in  sending  Spanish  milled 
dollars,  which  were  current  here,  and  current  every 
where,  to  the  mint  to  be  recoined;  for  it  would  give  no 
more  specie  circulation  to  the  country. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  did  not  understand  the  proposition  as 
the  Senatoi^  from  Ohio  did.  He  understood  it  to  be 
purely  an  authority  to  the  President  to  transfer  certain 
amounts  of  money  to  the  mint,  for  the  purpose  of  fur- 
nishing it  with  the  means  for  coining.  In  short,  the 
proposition  was  in  accordance  with  the  views  expressed 
in  both  Houses,  when  the  branch  mints  were  established, 
to  enable  them  to  have  the  means  for  purchasing  bullion 
for  continuing  the  coinage.  He  had  supposed  that  their 
purpose  in  establishing  the  mints  was  to  change  the 
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coinan^e  of  foreijjfn  g^oJd  coin  into  our  own,  which,  being 
less  desirable  for  exportation,  would  be  more  likely  to 
remain  in  the  country. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  .«iupposed  the  object  was  to  obtain  a 
large  circulation  of  the  coin  of  the  United  States.  That 
could  only  be  done  by  repealing  the  laws  making  foreign 
coin  a  tender,  and  next  by  suppressing  the  circulation  of 
bank  notes  from  ten  dollars  down,  which  Congress  could 
not  do.  He  was  opposed  to  the  amendment,  and  should 
TOte  against  it. 

Mr.  E WING,  of  Ohio,  said  that,  if  the  effect  of  re- 
ducing the  value  of  the  gold  coins  had  been  to  retain 
them  in  the  country,  the  effect  had  also  been  to  take  so 
milch  silver  out  of  the  country.  That  could  be  the  only 
effect,  though  he  did  not  believe  that  either  had  been 
the  case  to  any  extent  worth  mentioning.  Though  the 
value  of  our  gold  coin  was  fixed  too  low,  yet  the  mer- 
chants fixed  the  true  value,  and  exported  it  when  it  was 
worth  more  abroad  than  at  home.  As  to  establishing 
new  mints  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  circulation 
of  specie,  he  looked  upon  it  as  perfectly  idle.  Specie 
was  a  mercantile  commodity,  and  would  always  be  ex- 
ported when  it  could  be  done  so  on  more  favorable  terms 
than  to  get  exchanges. 

Mr.  LEIGH  here  withdrew  his  motion  to  divide  the 
two  propositions  in  the  amendment.  The  objections, 
he  said,  to  the  first  proposition  did  not  occur  to  him 
when  he  made  his  motion. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  renewed  the  motion  just  with- 
drawn by  Mr.  Leigh.  The  two  propositions,  he  said, 
were  distinct  from  each  other,  and  the  questions  on  them 
ought  to  be  taken  separately.  It  did  not  appear  to  him, 
lie  said,  that  they  would  ever  have  in  this  country  a 
Secretary  or  President  who  would  act  so  preposterously 
as  to  send  current  coins  to  the  mint  only  to  be  recoined 
over  again;  and  therefore  the  objection  made  to  his 
amendment  fell  to  the  ground.  It  was  obvious  that  those 
who  were  friendly  to  an  increase  of  the  coinage  were 
met  at  every  point  by  the  friends  of  the  bank,  predicting 
the  impossibility  of  their  measures  producing  the  intended 
effect.  This  was  commenced  with  the  efforts  to  re- 
charter  the  bank,  and  was  continued  in  the  opposition  to 
the  establishment  of  the  branch  mints.  The  proposition 
which  met  with  so  much  opposition  now,  was  simply  to 
give  to  the  President  authority  for  supfMying  the  mints 
with  metal  for  coinage;  and  if  it  prevailed,  the  banks 
Would,  in  all  probability,  readily  endeavor  to  furnish  a 
supply  of  foreign  coins  and  of  our  own  coins  which  are 
imperfect.  This  amendment  was  perfectly  free  from 
all  the  objections  made  to  it;  for  the  officers  of  the  mint 
would  never  think  of  recoining  our  own  perfect  coin. 
The  effect  was  only  to  give  life  and  activity  to  a  law  now 
on  the  statute  book. 

-  Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  was  not  aware  of  any  combina- 
tion to  prevent  the  increase  of  the  coins,  nor  was  he 
aware  that  he  or  any  gentleman  on  that  floor  was  entitled 
to  the  appellation  of  friends  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  He  had  voted  for  the  recharter  of  that  institu- 
tion; but  it  was  not  in  being  now,  and  they  had  nothing 
further  to  do  with  it.  He  had  opposed  this  and  other 
propositions  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  because  he 
did  not  think  they  would  produce  any  public  good.  The 
object  of  the  gentleman,  to  increase  the  specie  circula- 
tion, was  a  good  one;  but  the  means  he  proposed  were 
not  calculated  to  obtain  it. 

Mr.  W RIGHT  suggested  another  ctmsideration  in  fa- 
vor of  the  amendment.  It  was  known  that  our  country 
produced  a  considerable  amount  of  bullion,  and  it  was 
desirable  that  it  should  receive  our  impress,  instead  of 
being  sent  abroad  to  be  coined.  The  mint,  therefore, 
should  have  the  means  of  getting  a  supply  of  this  native 
bullion  by  the  adoption  of  the  proposition  before  them. 

I'he  question  was  taken  on  the  first  proposition  in  Mr. 


Bxntok's  motion,  authorizing  transfers  to  the  mint,  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  metal  for  coinage,  and  it  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas  22,  nays  17,  as  follows: 

YxAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  King 
of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Morris,  Niles, 
Page,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge, 
Walker,  White,  Wright— 22. 

Nats — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Goldsborougb,  Kent,  Lei^h,  Mangum,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Nicholas  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Bobbins, 
Swift,  Webster— 17. 

The  question  then  being  on  the  second  proposition  of 
Mr.  Bkhtok's  amendment,  as  to  transfers  to  the  mint  for 
the  purpose  of  safe-keeping  of  the  public  money, 

Mr.  BENTON  hoped  the  Senate  would  see  that  this 
was  merely  a  temporary  provision.  If  any  of  the  de- 
poslte  banks  should  refuse  to  continue  to  receive  tho 
public  deposites,  as  some  did  during  the  panic  season, 
the  mints  would  be  then  found  valuable  auxiliaries  to 
the  Treasury.  He  thought  that  the  mints  would  be  any- 
where as  safe  depositories  as  the  banks;  and  as  to  the 
District  of  Columbia,  he  wished  all  moneys  paid  out  by 
the  Government  here,  to  be  paid  from  the  Treasurer's 
office. 

On  taking  the  question,  Mr.  Bexton's  second  propo- 
sition was  rejected:  Yeas  13,  nays,  28,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ewing  of  Illinois 
Grundy,  McKean,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page,  Robin- 
son, RugglcF,  Walker,  White— -13. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohjo,  Goldsbo- 
rougb, Hendricks,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia, 
Knight,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naudain,  Porter,  Pren- 
tiss, Preston,  Rives,  Robbins,  Shepley,  Swift,  Tallmadgo, 
Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wright— 28. 

Mr.  BENTON  offered  an  amendment,  providing  that, 
in  selecting  and  continuing  banks  for  depositories  of  the 
public  moneys,  a  preference  should  be  given  to  such 
banks  in  good  credit  as  shall  agree  to  relinquish  the  cir- 
culation of  all  notes  below  twenty  dollars,  and  promote 
the  circulation  of  gold  coins. 

This  amendment  was  rejected:  Teas  15,  nays  23,  as 
follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Grundy,  King 
of  Georgia,  McKean,  Morris,  Niles,  Page,  Rives,  Robin- 
son, Ruggles,  l*allmadge,  Walker,  White— 15. 

Nats — Messrs.  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Hendricks,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbini^ 
Shepley,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Webster— 23. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  offered  an  amendment  to  the  13th 
section,  which  provides  for  the  deposite  of  the  surpUfs 
with  the  States,  by  excepting  from  the  operations  of^this 
section  the  amount  received  from  the  sales  of  the  pub- 
lic lands,  and  subject  to  distribution  under  the  bill 
for  appropriating  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands. 

Mr.  B.  said  that  they  had  passed  a  bill  to  distribute  all 
the  money  received  from  the  land  sales  for  this  year, 
and  the  next  year,  and,  therefore,  there  was  nothing 
left  for  this  bill  to  operate  on  but  the  money  received 
from  customs.  It  was  hardly  to  be  supposed  that, 
in  the  nineteenth  century,  a  grave  legislative  body, 
like  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  would  pass 
two  bills  for  dividing  the  same  money;  and  it  was  to 
save  the  Senate  from  the  censures  which  they  would  fall 
under,  for  dividing  tlie  same  money  twice,  that  he  ofler- 
ed  this  amendment. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said,  that  in  order  to  effect  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  and  remove  any  am- 
biguity that  might  exist,  he  would  move  to  amend  the 
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•mendment,  by  adding  the  words,  **  provided  said  biU 
shall  become  a  law."  He  had  no  doubt  that,  if  both 
bills  passed,  the  land  bill,  making  a  special  a]3propna- 
tion,  would  have  the  preference.  Butifthis  amendment 
passed,  his  addition  to  it  would  be  necessary. 

Mp.  BENTON  said  that,  if  this  amendment  prevailed, 
he  should  also  move  that  this  second  distribution  should 
pot  take  effect,  provided  the  other  became  a  law.  He 
was  utterly  opposed  to  this  provision,  by  which  one  bill 
was  not  to  take  effect,  provided  another  became  a  law. 
But  he  had  an  object  in  view.  The  land  bill,  like  Jonah's 
whale,  had  swallowed  up  the  grants  to  the  new  States, 
and  he  wished  to  ascertain  whether  this  bill  was  perfect- 
ly dead,  that  he  might  bring  forward  another  bill  to  re- 
vive these  grants,  and  carry  them  through  before  the 
close  of  the  session. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  said  that  the  proviso  moved  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  would  be  necessary. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  (hat,  when  his  amendment  was  in 
his  own  power,  he  would  move  to  cut  off  all  that  was 
said  about  the  distribution  bill,  leaving  his  amendment  to 
apply  to  the  proceeds  of  public  lands  only. 

Mr.  MORRIS  said  that,  at  the  moment  his  ear  caught 
the  sense  of  the  amendment,  he  intended  to  call  for  a 
division  of  it.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the  Senate 
was  about  to  make  a  double  distribution  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  land  sales.  As  far  as  respected  the  action  of  the 
Senate,  the  land  bill  was,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  a 
law,  because  they  did  not  and  could  not  know  what  dis- 
position the  House  would  make  of  it. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  they  neither  saw  nor  heard 
«ny  thing  to  induce  them  to  suppose  that  the  land  bill 
would  be  got  througli  the  House.  On  the  contrary, 
there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that  it  had  been  put 
to  rest,  and  would  not  be  taken  up  again  this  session. 
What  were  they  to  do?  Were  they  to  wait  till  the 
last  moment  of  the  session,  to  know  what  had  be- 
come of  (he  land  bill'  They  could  not  shut  their 
eyes  to  the  facts  which  rendered  it  so  improbable  that 
this  bill  would  pass  during  this  session;  and,  under 
•uch    circumstances,   he   felt  it  his    duty  to  take  the 

Jjroposition  contained  in  this  bill.  He  could  not  see  thfe 
brce  of  (he  objections  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  MonRis,]that  they  were  making  a  double  distribu- 
tion of  the  proceeds  of  the  land  sales.  There  was  no 
incompatibility  in  the  two  bills,  supposing  that  they 
both  passed.  He  agreed  that  it  was  so  improbable  that 
there  would  be  a  considerable  surplus  at  the  end  of  the 
year,  after  deducting  the  proceeds  of  the  land  sales,  that 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  passing  this  bill,  provi- 
ded the  land  bill  passed.  There  might,  however,  be  a 
surplus  over  and  above  the  proceeds  of  the  land  sales; 
and  there  would,  therefore,  be  no  incongruity  in  passing 
both  bills. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  did  not  see  the  slightest  difficulty 
betiveen  this  bill  and  the  other,  with  or  without  the 
amendment.  The  one  was  specific,  and  the  other  was 
general;  and  if  both  passed,  all  sound  lawyers  would 
say  that  the  first  would  take  the  precedence.  It  was 
under  \hese  impressions  that  in  drawing  this  bill  he  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  take  any  notice  of  (he  land  bill; 
but  as  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  BairTOir]  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  offer  an  amendment,  to  re- 
move an  apparent  incongruity,  he  had  no  objections  to 
it,  provided  his  proviso  was  also  added,  to  render  it  per- 
fectly clear. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  thaS  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  this 
bill  provided  Jur  a  loan  to  the  States  of  certain  balances 
remaining  in  the  Treasury,  to  commence  on  the  1st  of 
January  next;  and  the  land  bill  provided  for  taking  a 
certain  portion  of  the  revenues  and  distributing  them, 
both  prior  and  subsequent  to  that  period.  Now,  when 
the  time  arrived,  which  bill  would  be  taken  as  the  guide 


for  distribution?  Certainly,  no  one  taking  up  this  bill 
would  suppose  that  millions  were  appropriated  in  anoth- 
er bill.  Was  it  not  making  experiments  in  legislation  to 
pass  twobills,  repugnant  to  each. other,  in  order  to  carry 
the  same  measure?  Was  it  not  confessed  by  the  friends 
of  this  measure  that  they  were  making  experiments  in 
legislation?  for  they  acknowledged  that  they  would 
not  press  this  bill  if  they  thought  the  land  bill  would 
become  a  law.  No  vote  was  yet  taken  on  the  land  bill 
in  the  House,  and  they  did  not  know  what  would  be  the 
fate  of  their  first  experiment.  Why,  then,  try  a  second 
experiment,  before  knowing  what  the  fate  of  the  first 
would  be? 

Mr.  WEBSTER  observed  that  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi, being  opposed  to  both  measures,  was  of  course 
glad  to  find  in  one  a  reason  for  not  passing  the  other. 
He  believed  that  the  country  would  see  the  Mtuation 
they  were  iji,  and  the  necessity  for  passing  some  law  for 
the  distribution  of  the  surplus;  and  so  convinced  was  he 
of  the  necessity  for  tb«  measure,  that  he  was  not  so 
anxious  to  wait  for  the  official  annunciation  of  the  fact,  so 
much  desired  by  some  and  so  much  feared  by  others, 
the  defeat  of  the  land  bill.  Fearing  that  the  land  bill 
would  nut  pass,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  the  proposition 
before  them  instead  of  it.  There  was  no  incompatibility 
in  the  two  bills;  both  might  pass,  and  no  harm  be  done. 

Mr.  MORRIS  did  not  know  on  what  gentlemen  found- 
ed their  predictions  that  the  land  bill  would  not  paas. 
Had  they  now  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  land  bill 
was  founded  in  error,  and  ought  not  to  pass?  or  that  the 
House  would  not  do  its  du(y  by  acting  on  (he  bills  before 
it?  He  saw  no  grounds  for  the  opinion  that  this  bill 
would  not  pass.  It  was  a  matter  of  which  they  neither 
knew  nor  could  know  anything;  but  they  did  know  that, 
as  far  as  respected  the  Senate,  this  land  bill  was  already 
a  law.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  had  misunder- 
stood him,  in  supposing  him  to  say  that  there  was  an  in- 
compatibility in  the  two  bills.  He  did  not  say  thi^t  there 
was  any  such  incompatibility;  but  the  argument  of  the 
gentleman  had  convinced  him  that  there  was  an  incom- 
patibility in  the  legislation  he  supported,  for  he  acknowl- 
edged that  he  would  not  pass  this  bill  if  be  thought  that 
the  other  would  become  a  law. 

After  some  observations  from  Messrs.  EWING  of 
Ohio  and  BENTON,  the  question  was  taken  on  the 
adoption  of  Mr.  Calboui«*s  proviso,  and  it  was  agreed 
to:    Yeas  23,  nays  16,  as  follows: 

YxAS^-Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hei.dricks,  Kent, 
Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Porter,  Pres- 
ton, Robbins,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White — 23. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Grundy,  Hubbard,  Morris,  Naudain,  Nicholas, 
Niles,  Rives,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walker, 
Wright— 16. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Bxhtoh's 
amendment,  as  amended,  and  it  was  rejected:  Ytas  15, 
nays  25,  as  follows: 

YxAS— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King  of  Georgia,  Morrii*, 
Niles,  Prentiss,  Kives,  Uuggles,  Shepley,  Walker, 
White— 15. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  ^Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Grundy,  Kent, 
Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Xloore,  Naudain, 
Nicholas,  Porter,  Prentisf,  Robbins,  Swift,  Tallmadge, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wright-— 25. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  thir- 
teenth section  with  two  millions. 

[This  is  for  the  sum  proposed  to  be  retained  in  the 
Treasury  before  making  the  deposites  of  the  surplus  wllU 
the  States,  as  provided  for  by  this  stction.] 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  would  name   nine  milllonp. 
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which  was  the  amount  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
at  the  time  the  transfers  of  the  deposites  were  made. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said  that,  before  the  Senate  decided  on 
this  question,  he  would  move  to  (ill  this  blank,  after  de- 
ducting the  outstanding  appropriations.  If  the  gentle- 
man would  deduct  the  outstanding  appropriations  af\er 
the  first  of  January,  he  would  be  content  with  the  two 
millions,  or  even  with  one. 

After  some  discussion  of  this  motion  by  Messrs.  CAL- 
HOUN, WEBSTER,  and  WRIGHT, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TuESDAT,  Juke  14. 
POST  OFFICE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  the  bill  from  the  House, 
to  change  the  organization  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, was  taken  upf  and  sundry  verbal  amendments 
reported  by  the  Post  Office  Commitfee  having  been 
agreed  to, 

Mr.  GRUNDY  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  amendments  proposed  to  the  43d  and  44th  sections 
of  the  bill,  relative  to  the  boxes  put  up  in  the  post  offices, 
ami  rented  to  merchants  and  others,  for  the  reception  of 
their  letters.  From  the  commencement  of  the  Gove^n- 
ment  to  the  present  time,  Mr.  G.  said,  it  had  been  the 
practice  to  put  up  these  boxes  in  the  post  offices  of  the 
large  cities,  and  rent  them  to  merchants  and  others,  who 
found  a  great  convenience  in  having  their  letters  kept 
for  them  in  this  convenient  way.  The  sums  received 
for  the  rent  of  these  boxes  went  to  the  private  emolu- 
ment of  the  postmasters;  but  the  bill  of  the  House  pro- 
posed to  take  this  away  altogether,  and  put  it  in  the 
Treasury,  while  the  amendment  of  the  committee  pro- 
posed to  fix  the  rent  of  each  box  at  one  dollar,  and  allow 
one  half  to  the  postmasters;  providing  that  when  this 
rent  exceeded  fifteen  hundred  dollars,  the  excess  should 
go  into  the  Treasury.  Mr.  G.  said  tliat  this  practice  had 
been  found  to  be  so  universally  convenient,  that  not  a 
single  individual  who  paid  this  rent  was  ever  kitown  to 
complain  of  it..  Mr.  G.  stated  the  number  of  boxes  put 
up  in  the  post  offices  of  Boston,  New  York,  and  Phila- 
delphia, and  stated  the  emoluments  derived  from  them 
by  the  postmasters.  He  did  not  know  what  was  the 
number  of  boxes  put  up  by  the  imstmaster  of  New  Or- 
leans, or  the  rent  he  charged  for  then),  and  would  be 
glad  to  be  informed  on  that  point  by  the  Senators  from 
Louisiana.  Certain  it  was  that  the  postmaster  at  New 
Orleans  could  not  live  on  his  salary  of  two  thousand  dol- 
lars, and  this  addition  to  his  income  was  therefore  neces- 
sary.. Mr.  G.  said  that,  as  no  inconvenience  had  resulted 
from  the  present  practice,  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  it 
was  productive  of  great  benefits,  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  the  matter  as  it  now  stood,  and  direct  the  Post- 
master General  to  report  to  Congress  on  the  subject  at 
the  next  session.  In  the  mean  time,  as  he  differed  with 
a  majority  of  the  committee,  he  would  move  to  strike 
out  every  thing  relating  to  the  subject  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  PORTER  said  that  in  New  Orleans  the  price  of  a 
box  was  five  dollars  a  year,  which  was  cheerfully  paid, 
considering  their  great  convenience  to  those  who  rented 
them.  He  did  not  know  the  number  of  the  boxes  in 
the  New  Orleans  post  office — probably  four  or  five 
hundred*-but  he  was  confident  that  if  the  price  were 
reduced  to  a  dollar,  every  man  in  the  city  who  received 
a  dozen  letters  a  year  would  take  one. 

Mr.  N1LE3  spoke  of  the  great  convenience  of  these 
boxes,  in  the  large  cities,  to  those  who  were  in  the  habit 
of  receiving  a  great  many  letters.  The  price  paid  was 
entirely  voluntary,  and  there  was  no  ground  of  objection 
in  regard  to  the  general  operation  of  this  practice.  He 
thought,  too,  that  the  taking  away  of  this  source  of 
emolument  to  the  postmasters  would  create  less  care  in 


the  general  management  of  their  business.  Some  good, 
he  supposed,  would  be  produced  by  the  modification, 
but  he  thought  that  much  injury  would  ensue  from 
breaking:  up  the  practice  altogether. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  observed  that  there  were  always 
difficulties  attending  the  regulation  of  a  subject  of  thia 
kind,  because  what  might  be  convenient  in  one  part  of 
the  Union  might  be  very  inconvenient  in  another.  He 
had  at  one  time  thought  that  the  best  way  would  be  to 
fix  certain  salaries  for  the  postmasters;  but,  when  he 
came  to  reflect,  he  feared  that  there  would  be  a  contin- 
ual pressure  on  them  to  raise  the  salaries  of  all  the 
$2,000  postmasters  to  a  higher  sum.  With  regard  to 
these  boxes,  they  were  legislating  without  having  heard 
a  complaint  from  a  single  individual.  In  the  city  of 
Philadrlphia,  he  knew  that  Congress  could  not  do  a  more 
unpopular  act  than  to  reduce  the  rent  of  these  boxes  to 
one  dollar,  because  it  would  occasion  the  post  office  to 
be  covered^ilh  them,  and  produce  inconvenience  and 
expense,  instead  of  reducing  expenses.  The  postmaster 
of  Philadelphia  relinquished  a  lucrative  profession  when 
he  took  this  office,  and  he  had  never  received  from  it 
as  much  as  $3,500  per  annum.  What  would  be  the 
effect  of  this  amendment,  as  respected  him?  It  would 
reduce  his  salary  to  $2,000,  on  which  he  could  not  pos- 
sibly live. 

Mr.  B.,  after  stating  the  importance  of  the  duties  of 
this  office,  the  number  of  persons  whose  labors  he  has 
to  superintend,  and  the  largfe  sum  annually  disbursed  by 
him,  remarked  that  fie  was  the  ensurer  of  the  greater 
part  of  the  postage  received  at  his  office,  because,  by 
giving  credit  to  those  who  rent  the  boxes,  he  has,  in 
making  his  returns  to  the  General  Post  Office,  to  pay 
cash  for  the  amounts  due  by  them. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  had  been  informed  that  if  the  number 
of  these  boxes  was  incceased,  it  would  occasion  a  great 
deal  of  additional  labor,  and  that  the  number  of  clerks 
must  be  increased  also.  The  only  evil  complained  of 
was  as  to  the  city  of  New  York,  where  the  emoluments 
of  the  postmaster  were  deemed  too  high,  in  consequence 
of  the  number  of  boxes  in  his  office;  but  it  appeared  to 
him  that  it  would  be  highly  inexpedient  to  derange  the 
whole  system  to  correct  an  evil  in  one  or  two  post  of- 
fices. The  best  way  woidd  be  to  let  every  thing  remain 
as  it  was  until  the  Postmaster  General  reported  to  them 
at  the  next  session  of  Congress.  He  would,  however, 
offer  an  amendment,  which  accorded  with  his  views,  and 
he  thought  would  be  acceptable  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  B.  then  submitted  an  amendment,  providing  that 
*'  each  postmaster  shall  make  quarterly  returns  to  the 
General  Post  Office  of  the  amounts  received  for  rents  of 
boxes  in  his  office,  and  that  when  the  sum  amounts  to 
more  than  $2,000  he  shall  account  for  the  same  to  the 
General  Post  Office." 

By  this  amendment,  Mr.  B.  said,  no  postmaster  would 
receive  more  than  $4,000  per  annum;  and  in  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  and  New  Orleans,  this  sum  would  not  be 
too  much. 

Mr.  PORTER  said  that  he  had  had  occasion  to  re- 
mark before,  that  nothing  could  be  more  unequal  and 
unjust  than  to  attempt  to  regulate  the  Silaries  in  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  Union  by  one  standard.  Thirty-five 
hundred  dollars  might  be  a  very  good  salary  in  sume 
places,  but  in  New  Orleans  it  was  a  very  small  sum, 
where  house  rent  alone  would  take  up  $1,200  of  it. 
With  regard  to  these  boxes,  the  number  of  them  would 
be  greatly  increased  if  the  rent  was  reduced;  and  in 
New  Orleans,  instead  of  there  being  four  or  five  hun- 
dred, as  at  present,  their  number  would  probably  be  as 
many  thousand,  and  the  great  object  of  having  them,  the 
speedy  and  convenient  delivery  of  letters,  would  be  de- 
stroyed. He  thought,  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylva- 
nia, that  it  would  be  best  to  leave  this  matter  where  it 
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was,  between  the  individuals  and  the  postrnasters,  and 
then  fix  the  maximum  of  salary  at  those  places  where  it 
was  supposed  to  be  too  larg^e.  The  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  contemplated  that  object; 
but  with  regard  to  the  salary  of  the  postmaster  of  New 
Orleans,  it  would  be  too  small.  He  should  think  that 
$5,000  would  not  be  too  much  for  the  salary  of  this 
officer. 

Mr  WRIGHT  said  that  he  had  been  assured  that  the 
postmaster  of  New  York,  residing  where  he  was  com- 
pelled to  reside,  could  not  get  house  rent  for  less  than 
^1,500  per  annum.  Now,  it  was  out  of  the  question  to  sup- 
pose that  any  competent  person  would  take  so  arduous  an 
office  for  a  salary  of  $2,000,  when  he  was  compelled  to 
pay  three  fourths  of  it  for  house  rent.  Mr.  W.,  after  speak- 
mf^  of  the  arduous  and  responsible  duties  of  the  New 
York  postmaster,  and  the  high  expenses  of  living  in  that 
city,  contended  that  there  would  be  great  injustice  in 
reducing  his  income  so  considerably,  by  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  of  the  committee.  There  was  another 
way  in  which  it  would  be  productive  of  injury:  in  most 
of  the  small  towns  there  waa  a  limited  number  of  boxes 
put  up  in  the  post  offices,  aome'of  which  were  rented 
at  a  low  price,  and  some  let  out  without  rent.  Now,  he 
thought  that  they  should  make  no  provision  which 
might  have  the  effect  to  break  up  these  boxes,  and  to 
compel  individuals  to  dispense  with  the  convenience 
they  had  derived  from  them.  Mr.  W.  said  he  approved 
of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
but  would  vote  for  $5,000,  insteld  of  $4,000,  as  the 
maximum  of  a  postmaster's  salary. 

Mr.  DAVIS  said,  if  he  had  supposed  the  debate 
would  have  been  extended  as  it  had  before  his  amend- 
ment came  fairly  before  the  Senate,  he  would  have  ex- 
plained it  when  he  first  sent  it  to  the  Chair,  as  he  feared 
gentlemen  did  not  fully  understand  it.  if  he  could  gain 
the  attention  of  the  Senate,  he  would  do  it  now.  It  had 
been  called  a  small  matter.  In  principle  it  was  quite 
otherwise,  as  he  would  prove;  for  it  was  no  le.ss  than  an 
attempt  to  maintain  extravagant  emoluments  to  deputy 
postmasters,  under  the  guise  of  perquisites,  without  any 
tuthority,  while  the  law  really  intended  that  the  maxi- 
mum of  income  should  be  only  1^2,000.  It  was  a  levy 
without  aiiti)ority  of  law,  and  without  limits,  upon  those 
who  could  not  well  do  without  the  accommodation.  It 
was  now  a  Imitted  that  some  of  these  deputies  had  been 
in  the  annual  receipt  of  from  three  to  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars a  year,  which,  he  thought,  if  true,  demanded  the 
attention  of  Congress.  The  House  of  Representatives 
thought  so,  and  had,  in  the  bill  sent  to  the  Senate,  re- 
quired that  all  the  box  money,  as  it  is  termed,  from 
which  this  exorbitant  income  is  derived,  should  be  ac- 
counted for  as  other  revenue,  and  the  postmasters,  of 
course,  be  left  to  the  provision  made  by  law  for  their 
compensation.  Their  compensation,  therefore,  if  this 
provision  should  be  retained  in  the  bill,  will  be  more  or 
less,  according  to  the  business  of  each  office,  but  will 
never  exceed  $2,000.  This  they  have  considered 
enough.  The  House  also  limited  the  price  of  boxes  to 
a  dollar  %  year.  The  committee  of  the  Senate,  to  whom 
the  bill  was  referred,  thought  that  some  further  provi- 
sion ought  to  be  made  fur  the  po->tmasters,  and  have 
reported  that  one  half  of  the  box  money  should  be  re- 
tained by  them  until  their  entire  emoluments  should 
amount  to  $3,500  a  year,  if  the  income  should  arise  to 
thit  Mim,  the  balance  to  be  accounted  for  to  the  Post- 
master General.  U  has  been  urgently  represented  that 
this,  even  lhi«,  is  inadequate;  and  fearing,  from  all  that 
is  sHid,  it  might  be  so,  he  had,  with  the  approbation  of 
a  majority  of  the  committee,  offered  the  amendment 
which  he  had  sent  to  the  Chair,  and  which  he  hoped 
would  prevail,  tliougli  he  was  sorry  to  say  he  saw  aymp- 
t  »ms  of  determined  opposition,  because  it  did  not  pro- 


vide enough.  He  had  endeavored  to  adjust  the  boxes 
upon  equitable  principles,  which  would  save  the  rigiits 
of  the  small  offices  as  well  as  the  large,  and  he  would 
state  in  what  way : 

1st.  In  all  places  containing  under  ten  thousand  in- 
habitants, the  postmasters  might  charge  not  exceeding  a 
dollar  for  each  box. 

2d.  In  all  places  containing  over  ten  and  not  exceed- 
ing twenty  thousand  inhabitants,  they  might  charge  not 
over  a  dollar  and  fifty  cents  for  each  box. 

3d.  In  all  places  containing  over  twenty  thousand  in- 
habitants, they  might  not  charge  over  two  dollars  a  box. 

4th.  The  postmasters,  in  all  cases,  are  allowed  to  re- 
tain the  revenue  from  the  boxes  until  from  that  and 
their  fees  they  receive  $3,500,  and  in  New  York  and 
New  Orleans  until  they  receive  $4,000. 

These  were  the  provisions  of  his  amendment;  and  the 
chairman,  [Mr.  Gaundt,]  and  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Pennsylvaitia,  [Mr.  Uuchavan,]  had  declared  the 
provision  inadequate. 

Sir,  (said  Mr.  D,)  I  protest  against  this  extravagance, 
this  lavish  expenditure  of  the  public  money.  Its  .in-< 
fluences  arc  in  all  respects  pernicious.  It  tends  in  the 
first  place  to  create  uneasiness  and  discontent  among  all 
our  public  officers,  for  they  all  claim  a  right  to  be  thus 
favored.  It  is  alwaj-s  an  argument  for  increased  com- 
pensation, that  others  who  do  no  harder  service  receive 
higher  pay. 

What  is  a  deputy  postmaster,  that  he  should  repel  thir- 
ty-five hundred  dollars  as  inadequate  for  his  services? 
You  pay  his  rent,  his  clerks — in  a  word,  defray  the  ex- 
penses of  his  office — and  he  g^vely  tells  you  that  $3,500 
is  insufficient  for  him.  Sir,  it  is  more  than  the  mem- 
bers of  this  body  would  receive,  if  they  were  to  sit  here 
the  year  round.  It  is  more  than  the  Governors  of  the 
States,  the  judges  of  the  State  courts,  or  any  other  pub- 
lic officers,  except  a  few  in  the  United  States  service, 
receive.  It  is  said  that  great  pay  should  be  allowed, 
because  they  live  in  cities.  So  do  other  officers.  The 
chancellor  of  New  York  receives  but  $2,000;  and  the 
judges,  who  have  most  arduous  services  to  perform,  but 
$2,500.  In  Massachusetts,  the  chief  justice  receives 
but  $3,500;  the  associates,  $3,000.  In  Pennsylvania,  the 
fudges  receive  $2,000.  And  these  are  among  the  most 
liberal  salaries  paid  by  the  States.  In  most  of  them,  the 
Governors  receive  from  ten  to  fifteen  hundred  dollars, 
and  the  judges  about  the  same  sum.  He  said  he  held 
in  his  hand  a  document  in  which  all  these  salaries  \iere 
accurately  stated,  and  gentlemen  would  be  surprised  if 
they  would  compare  them  with  the  salaries  now  estab- 
lished, and  every  day  declared  to  be  inadequate  by  the 
officers  of  the  Federal  Government.  Sir,  you  give  to 
an  auditor,  a  comptroller,  ay,  a  chief  clerk,  not  only 
more,  but  nearly  double  what  is  paid  to  the  highest  offi- 
cers in  most  of  the  States;  yes,  even  more  than  is  allow- 
ed to  members  of  Congress,  if  they  were  to  sit  the  whole 
year. 

The  consequence  is,  that  the  attention  of  citizens  is 
drawn  from  the  States  to  the  Federal  Government. 
They  are  literally  bought  out  of  State  service,  for  very 
subordinate  stations,  by  the  salaries  given.  A  more 
pernicious  policy  could  not  be  adopted.  Here  you  find 
Governors  and  judges  holding  clerkbhips,  or,  what  is  no 
better,  offices  of  that  character  under  some  other  name. 
There  is,  sir,  a  gentleman,  on^  whom  1  have  heard  much 
commendation  pronounced  on  tliis  floor,  as  a  faithful 
public  officer,  now  serving  in  a  subordinate  station  in 
the  custom-house  at  New  York,  for  $3,000  a  year.  This 
office  he  sought  as  a  politicul  favor,  and  contrives  to  live 
upon  it,  even  in  that  city,  where  it  is  said  forty  hundred 
dollars  is  wholly  insufficient  for  a  postmaster.  That 
gentleman  lately  filhd  the  executive  chair  in  your  Slate; 
and   wc  find   it  almost  customary  for  Governors  and 
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judges  ta  descend  rrom  their  stations,  and  abandon  the 
service  of  the  States,  from  such  pecuniary  reasons. 

The  offices  of  the  United  States  never  go  begging. 
Instead  of  their  being  left  vacant,  as  has  been  suggested, 
there  is  always  a  rush  to  fill  them  when  an  opening 
occurs;  and  such  is  the  strife,  that  men  of  but  one  polit- 
ical complexion  can  attain  to  any  of  them.  More,  sir; 
men  are  thrust  out  of  petty  places  to  make  room  for 
partisans.  When  he  saw  men  refusing  to  take  office, 
when  he  saw  the  Government  embarrassed  half  as  much 
for  the  want  of  applicants  as  it  is  with  them,  he  would 
begin  to  listen  to  the  argument  that  the  salaries  are  in- 
adequate. The  influence  of  high  salaries  upon  the 
Viiole  public  was  pernicious.  It  tended  to  increase  the 
expenses  of  the  States, /or  their  men  were  bought  up. 
It  created  a  scramble  fur  the  offices,  and  rendered  the 
patronage  of  the  Federal  Government  irresistibly  in- 
fluential. It  was  a  lavish,  unnecessary  waste  of  money, 
and  could  not  be  justified  because  the  Treasury  is  full. 

The  committee  are  for  adhering  to  the  old  republican 
doctrine  of  economy  in  the  expenditure  of  the  public 
money.  They  are  for  preserving  something  like  an 
equality  between  the  State  and  Federal  Governments, 
and  the  doubt  is  whether  they  have  not  been  too  liberal 
in  their  propositions. 

He  would  now  notice  some  of  the  objections  which 
had  been  urged  against  the  amendment.    ^ 

It  was  said  that  the  Postmaster  General  was  collecting 
information,  and  would  eventually  propose  a  plan  for  a 
tariff  on  boxes. 

It  was  also  said  that  we  had  no  information,  that  we 
did  not  understand  the  subject,  and  that  there  was  no 
complaint,  and,  therefore,  things  had  better  remain  as 
they  are. 

If  the  Postmaster  General  is  collecting  information, 
and  maturing  a  tariff,  what  is  that  but  proof,  to  those  who 
value  his  judgment,  that  something  ought  to  be  done-^ 
that  regulation  is  necessary?  And  how  does  this  consort 
with  the  argument  urged  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania,  [Mr.  Buchah av,]  that  there  is  no  complaint,  and 
it  is  better  to  keep  matters  as  they  are?  But  the  subject 
is  complex,  and  we  are  not  prepared  to  act!  And  what 
is  there  about  boxes  that  is  not  comprehended  at  a 
glance?  What  that  the  feeblest  mind  cannot  at  once 
comprehend?  Is  there  any  mystery  in  charging  five  or 
ten  dollars  for  the  use  of  a  pigeon-hole  a  year?  Is  this 
a  matter  that  requires  explanation?  If  a  postmaster  re- 
ceives annually  three  or  four  thousand  dollars  in  this 
way,  what  is  there  mysterious  about  it^  Cannot  this 
Senate  comprehend  and  understand  that  it  is  more  than 
he  deserves?  That  it  is  raising  a  large  revenue  out  of 
the  public  for  his  benefit,  when  it  is  the  bounden  duty 
of  Congress  to  make  the  access  to  the  mail  easy — to  fur- 
nisli  every  facility  in  the  reception  and  delivery  of  it, 
without  constraining  people  to  pay  exorbitant  prices  for 
them?  The  Senate  can  understand,  if  such  a  revenue  is 
to  be  raised,  It  ought  to  be  regulated  by  law,  and  the 
Government  to  have  the  benefit  of  it.  lie  could  not  feel 
any  difficulty  in  understanding  the  matter,  or  in  applying 
the  remedy.  It  required  no  extraordinary  skill  to  com- 
prehend either. 

Again:  it  was  said  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
in  one  sentence,  that  the  office  of  the  postmaster  at 
Philadelphia  would  be  deranged  by  the  great  increase 
of  boxes  if  the  price  was  lowered  from  $4  to  $2;  and 
in  the  next,  that  it  would  so  reduce  his  annual  emolu- 
ments, that  the  public  would  lose  his  valuable  services^ 
The  boxes  in  Boston  are  said  by  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Grundt]  to  be  rented  at  $2,  and 
that  the  whole  number  is  about  1,200.  Suppose,  then, 
Philadelphia  should  demand  twice  or  thrice  as  many, 
who  does  not  see  that  they  can  be  easily  furnished?  Let 
the  postmiister  see  a  profit  in  doing  it,  and  tl)e  inconve- 


nience will  vanish.  Bttt^if  the  boxes  are  to  be  thus  in- 
creased, what  becomes  of  the  other  position  of  the  hon- 
orable Senator,  that  the  emoluments  will  be  reduced? 
If  this  vast  number  of  boxes  Is  demanded,  the  officer 
will  be  certain  of  his  $3,500,  for  it  will  take  but  750 
boxes  to  secure  that,  and  he  now  rents  450. 

Again:  the  honorable  member  says  it  will  interfere 
with  the  credit  system  now  in  operation,  and  make  cash 
payments  necessary,  which  will  be  vexatious  to  the  mer- 
chant. And  how  does  this  follow?  It  is  now  optional 
with  the  postmaster  to  give  credit  or  not.  He  will  be  left 
still  to  his  own  free  will  on  the  point;  and  how  the  erec- 
tion of  additional  boxes,  or  the  reduction  of  the  price, 
will  make  cash  payment  indispensable,  is  not  apparent. 

Again:  the  honorable  Senator  says  the  present  system 
is  a  good  one,  acceptable  to  the  merchants,  and,  there- 
fore, ought  not  to  be  disturbed,  for  no  one  complains 
of  it. 

He  would  tell  the  honorable  gentleman  that  he  was 
mistaken,  when  he  declared  so  emphatically  that  no 
complaints  were  made.  Proof  could  be  adduced,  if  ne- 
cessary, to  show  that,  in  some  of  the  city  offices,  there 
was  so  much  delay  and  uncertainty  in  procuring  letters 
for  those  who  had  no  boxes,  that  even  transient  persons, 
though  resident  in  other  places,  were  obliged  to  hire 
boxes,  to  secure  the  delivery  of  letters  with  prompt- 
ness, when  their  business  led  them  to  such  places. 

No  doubt  that  many  merchants  are  content  to  pay  a 
larg^  rent  for  boxes,  for  the  less  the  number  the  more 

f>rompt  the  attention.  It  is  the  monopoly  of  the  privi- 
ege  which  secures  the  good  will.  Four  hundred  and 
fifty  persons  are  let  into  the  privilege  in  Philadelphia,  at 
four  dollars  each,  while  in  Boston  more  than  twelve  hun- 
dred enjoy  it  at  two  dollars.  Is  this  right?  Was  not 
the  Post  Office  instituted  for  general  accommodation? 
Ought  not  its  privileges  to  be  laid  open  as  wide  as  pos- 
sible to  the  public?  And  will  any  one  dare  to  justify  a 
high  charge,  on  the  ground  that  it  narrows  the  accom- 
modation to  only  a  few  persons?  Have  not  the  great 
public — the  people — an  interest  in  this  public  institu- 
tion? Sir,  the  reason  why  the  number  of  boxes  in 
Pliiladelphia  is  so  small  is  plain  enough.  The  public 
are  taxed  beyond  what  they  are  willing  to  bear,  and  thus 
the  privilege  is  wrested  from  them,  and  limited  to  a 
few.  In  my  judgment,  this  state  of  things  demands  cor- 
rection. The  privilege  may  be  enlarged;  the  public 
have  a  right  to  demand  it;  and,  for  one,  he  would  ac- 
knowledge that  right,  and  extend  the  convenience^ 
Men,  sir,  are  selfish,  and  those  who  are  anxious  to  con- 
tinue the  present  (Aate  of  things  must  be  anxious  to  per- 
petuate the  monopoly  in  their  own  hands.  But  he  would 
not  encourage  the  idea  that  the  Post  Office  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  few,  or  that  its  important  accommodations 
were  to  be  placed  out  of  the  reach  of  most  people  by 
high  charges.  His  object  in  offering  the  amendment 
was  to  bring  what  now  was  in  the  discretion  of  men,  who 
were  anxious  to  benefit  themselves,  under  the  control 
of  law;  to  fix  a  limit  beyond  which  they  cannot  ^o\ 
to  fix  it,  too,  where  the  real  public  may  have  the 
benefit  of  the  privilege.  If  there  is,  as  has  been  sup- 
posed by  some,  such  a  desire  for  boxes  as  to  "multiply 
them  to  an  extravagant  number,  it  only  proves  that  the 
people  are  now  restrained  by  the  burdens  imposed  on 
them,  or,  rather,  "by  the  obstacles  placed  in  their  way, 
and  that  a  remedy  ought  to  be  applied.  Indeed,  every 
argument  which  has  been  put  forward  against  the  meas- 
ure seems  only  to  show  the  propriety  of  adopting  it.  We 
have  heard  much  of  the  inconvenience  to  the  postmas- 
ters; and  what  have  we  to  do  with  their  convenience? 
Who  ought  to  be  incommoded,  the  public  or  the  post- 
masters? And  what  right  has  a  public  officer  to  com- 
plain that  his  office  is  disfigured  with  boxes,  or  that  he 
is   obliged   to   distribute .  his    papers   into    five    huiu 
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dred  instead  of  two  htindred  places^  This  Govern- 
ment pays  fiis  clerks  and  other  expenses.  One  would 
really  think  that  the  public  was  to  stand  back  in  this 
matter,  and  beg  accommodation  as  a  fsTor — av  if  the 
establishment  belonp^ed  to  the  postmasters.  He  did  not 
believe  the  mass  of  the  postmasters  had  any  such  feel- 
ings or  objections.  They  were  willing  to  accommodate 
the  public  at  the  expense  of  their  own  convenience;  and 
he  believed  the  proposed  arrangement  would  be  very 
acceptable  to  them,  as  it  placed  them  on  a  much  more 
favorable  basis  than  the  bill  of  the  House,  and  toolt  care 
of  the  small  ofRces  as  well  as  the  large.  Nor  could  he 
doubt  that,  upon  this  reasonable  scale  of  allowance  for 
boxes,  most  postmasters  would  realize  more  revenue 
than  they  now  received,  while  the  public  would  be 
much  better  accommodated. 

Mr.  CALHOUM  here  moved,  as  the  hour  of  one  had 
arrived,  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  and  proceed  to  the 
special  order;  which  was  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  bill  to  regulate  the  de. 
posites  of  the  public  moneys. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  thir- 
teenth section,  by  providing  that  the  outstanding  ap- 
propriations shall  be  deducted  prior  to  making  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  surplus  to  the  States. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  opposed  this  amendment  as  unneces- 
sary, and  as  contrary  to  the  objects  of  the  bill.  Con- 
sidering the  very  heavy  and  unusual  appropriations  of 
this  year,  he  estimated  the  amount  of  the  outstanding 
balances  at  eight  or  nine  millions;  and  he  submitted  to 
Senators  whether  it  was  wise  and  consistent  with  ihe 
objects  of  the  bill  to  leave  so  large  a  sum  where  it  now 
was.  Was  it  for  the  convenience  of  the  deposite  banks? 
He  could  not  suppose  that  gentlemen  had  that  object  in 
view.  He  thought  that  the  appropriations  of  this  year 
were  so  large  that  the  balances  to  be  carried  over  would 
be  sufficient  for  the  whole  of  the  appropriations  for  the 
next  year. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said  that  he  had  himself  anticipated, 
with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  that  the  balances 
of  the  outstanding  appropriations  for  this  year  would  be 
unusually  heavy,  and  his  object  was  that  the  Treasury 
might  be  able  to  meet  the  appropriations  that  they 
now  made,  and  the  appropriations  for  the  next  year. 
He  would  assuredly  vote  for  no  appropriation  of  the 
surplus  that  would  leave  the  Treasury  destitute  .of 
the  means  of  meeting  the  appropriations  they  had  made. 
Though  only  one  fourth  of  the  contemplated  distribu- 
tion was  to  be  paid  on  the  1st  of  January,  yet  the  amount 
was  fixed  and  certain,  and  the  other  three  payments 
would  be  made  in  April,  July,  and  October.  The  sum 
to  be  disposed  of  was  settled  on  the  1st  of  January;  and 
it  was  no  matter  how  much  of  it  remained  in  bank  after 
that  day,  because  the  fiscal  officer  could  not  touch  it. 
If  they  intended  that  the  appropriations  should  be  used, 
could  they  pass  this  bill  without  the  amendment  he  pro- 
posed? What  was  the  object  they  had  in  view?  If  he 
understood  the  measure  before  them,  it  was  to  adopt 
some  method  for  relieving  the  Treasury  from  its  sur- 
plus, and  for  disposing  of  the  amount  of  money  not 
needed  for  the  purposes  of  the  Government.  He  un- 
derstood this  to  be  the  sole  and  exclusive  object  of  the 
bill.  This  being  the  case,  were  they  ready  to  say  that 
they  had  appropriated  money  which  they  did  not  de- 
sign should  be  expended.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
gentlemen  meant  this.  He  therefore  desired  to  ar- 
range this  bill  so  that,  while  they  were  acting  as  if  the 
Treasury  was  in  danger  from  a  surplus,  they  were  not 
to  bring  it  to  want.  How  could  he  better  do  this  than 
by  the  amendment  he  proposed?  In  confirmation  of 
his  own  views  on  this  subject,  he  called  the  attention  of 


the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  this  amendment  w«8  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  uniform  practice  of  the  Government. 
Such  was  the  practice  of  the  sinking  fund  act  of  1817, 
declaring  that  the  sum  of  two  millions  should  be  re- 
tained in  the  Treasury  before  applying  the  balance  to 
the  reduction  of  the  public  debt.  That  was  a  salutary 
practice,  preventing  the  Treasury  from  being  reduced 
to  want,  and  should  be  rigidly  adhered  to  on  this  as 
well  as  on  all  other  occasions.  It  was  not  his  purpose^ 
Mr.  W.  said,  to  amend  this  bill  further  than  to  make  it 
what  it  was  intended  to  be. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  observed  that  this  amendment  was 
very  material.  It  went  to  diminish  the  sum  which  should 
be  distributed,  and,  so  far,  to  defeat  the  object  of  iHe 
bill.  The  amount  of  unexpend^  appropriations  might 
be  twelve  or  fourteen  millions.  We  all  know  (said  Mr. 
W.)  that  a  balance  remains  every  year,  and  is  provided 
for  by  the  income  of  the  following  year;  and  this  always 
happened,  because  the  Government  never  expended 
within  the  year  all  the  moneys  appropriated.  I'he  only 
question  was,  whether,  as  the  bill  then  stood,  it  endan- 
gered the  means  of  the  Treasury  for  the  demands  of  the 
next  year.  This  was  the  question.  He  thought  there 
was  no  danger.  Although  he  could  not  ssy  what  might 
be* the  income  of  the  next  year,  still  he  did  not 
see  any  probability  of  so  great  a  falling  off  as  would 
bring  down  the  income  of  the  next  year  so  low  as  had 
been  supposed.  Of  the  unappropriated  balances  of 
this  year,  not  more  than  nine  or  ten  millions  could  prob- 
ably be  called  for  next  year;  and  he  thought  that  not 
more  than  ten  or  twelve  millions  of  the  appropriations 
of  the  next  year  could  be  called  fur  within  that  year. 
In  this  view,  the  actual  wants  of  the  next  year  would 
amount  to  twenty-two  millions  or  thereabouts,  and  he 
thought  there  was  no  doubt  of  there  being  sufficient 
means  in  the  1  reasury  to  meet  this  amount.  Jt  was  to 
be  remarked  that  of  the  eight  millions  which  would  be 
coming  from  the  stocks  in  the  late  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  it  was  not  known  that  all  would  be  received 
within  this  year.  He  hoped  much  of  it  would;  but  it 
was  not  certain  that  all  of  it  would;  and,  if  not,  the  res- 
idue remained  to  swell  the  general  amount  in  the  Treas- 
ury the  next  year. 

He  saw  no  plausible  estimates  either  of  the  probable 
income  or  the  probable  expenditure  of  next  year,  which 
rendered  it  necessary  for  them  to  adopt  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  that,  if  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York  did  not  prevail,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Senate  would  be  making  a  triple  appro- 
priation. First,  an  appropriation  under  the  bill  to  dis- 
tribute the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  Lnds;  sec- 
ondly, the  appropriation  under  this  bill,  by  way  of  loans 
to  the  States,  without  interest,  of  the  surplus  in  the 
Treasury;  and  lastly,  for  the  purpose  of  swelling  out  that 
surplus,  an  appropriation  under  the  same  bill  of  the  un- 
expended balances.  He  was  opposed  to  these  triple 
appropriations  of  the  same  money.  He  was  opposed  to 
the  progression  of  these  three  experiments  at  the  same 
time,  and  he  thought  that  it  would  be  better  to  ascertain 
the  result  of  the  first  experiment  before  they  tried  an- 
other.  Gentlemen  defended  this  bill  on  the  ground  of  s 
new  conjuncture  in  our  affairs,  having  an  immense  sur- 
pliw  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  dispose  of.  Now, 
he  should  think  that  if  there  was  this  immense  surplus  in 
the  Treasury,  of  thirty  millions,  as  it  was  said,  it  was  suf- 
ficiently large  to  distribute  to  the  States,  without  breaking 
in  upon  the  appropriations  for  the  necessary  purposes 
of  the  Government.  The  refusal  to  adopt  this  amend- 
ment would,  in  his  opinion,  sweep  away  with  it  every 
apology  for  the  passage  of  this  bill,  for  the  bill  had  been 
mainly  advocated  on  the  ground  tliat  there  was  an  im- 
mense surplus  that  it  .was  absolutely  necessary  for  them 
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to  dispose  of.     Mr.  W.  continued  his  remarks  to  some 
considerHble  length  in  support  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  EWfNG,  of  Ohio,  supported  the  amendment  in  an 
argument  of  great  length,  taking  a  view  of  what  would 
probably  be  the  amount  of  the  unexpended  balances  at 
the  end  of  the  year,  with  an  estimate  of  the  probable 
amount  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  for  the  three 
or  four  coming  years.  The  ancient  practice,  he  said, 
had  never  been  to  consider  the  unexpended  balances  in 
the  Treasury  as  pledged  money;  but,  in  paying  off  the 
national  debt,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  always 
brought  the  balance  down  to  two  millions,  which  was  as 
large  a  sum  as  he  ever  permitted  to  remain  in  the  Treas- 
ury, without  having  any  reference  at  all  to  unexpended 
balances.  To  talk  of  appropriating  the  same  money 
twice  was  a  thing  that  he  did  not  expect  to  hear  from 
the  Senator  from  New' York,  though  he  was  not  surprised 
.  at  hearing  it  from  other  quarters.  They  never  appro- 
priated any  particular  money  in  the  Treasury.  It  was 
sufficient  that  the  money  was  in  the  Treasury  at  the  mo- 
ment that  the  draft  called  for  it;  and,  in  appropriating 
money,  they  always  appropriated  what  would  be  in  the 
Treasury  when  the  drah  should  be  made.  He  did  not 
concur  with  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  in  the  belief 
that  there  would  be  but  little  value  in  the  bill  if  the 
amendment  prevailed;  for  he  thought  that  there  would 
still  be  a  considerable  surplus  of  the  receipts  from  the 
customs,  and  the  land  sales  did  not  disappoint  his  ex- 
pectations. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  observed  that,  so  fir  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  should  continue  this  debate  in  the  same  tem- 
per in  which  it  had  commenced;  and  should  not  stop  to 
inquire  whether  there  had  been  any  true  or  false  pro- 
phets there.  No  subject  had  ever  presented  itself  to  his 
mind  more  involved  in  difficulty  than  this  proposition. 
How  far  he  should  vote  for  it  would  be  known  when 
they  came  to  take  the  question.  The  amendment,  how- 
ever, of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  had  obviated 
many  of  his  objections.  It  was  now  a  single  division, 
and  they  would  not  be  continuing  the  system  until  the 
year  1842,  as  was  at  first  proposed.  He  did  hold  that 
the  idea  of  distributing  the  surplus  revenue  from  the 
Treasury,  derived  from  taxes,  must,  if  persisted  in,  lead 
to  the  destruction  of  this  Government,  because  the  time 
might  come  when  members  of  Congress  opposed  to  the 
Government  might  argue  that,  by  so  much  as  they  em- 
barrassed it,  so  much  would  they  benefit  the  States  they 
represented.  This  would  place  the  country  in  a  most 
embarrassing  situation. 

Now,  as  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York.  Whatever  sum  was  to  be  distributed  under  this 
bill,  he  looked  upon  the  amendment  as  a  wise  proviso. 
It  was  in  conformity  with  the  act  of  1817,  introduced  by 
as  pure  and  upright  a  man  as  ever  existed  in  this  coun- 
try, and  who  was  acknowledged  bv  all,  even  his  political 
opponents,  to  have  no  other  object  in  view  than  his 
country's  food.  Mr.  B.  then  described  the  sinking 
fund  act  of  1817,  and  compared  it  with  the  amendment. 
Was  not  this,  he  said,  a  wise  and  just  provision?  Could 
human  foresight  pretend  to^ penetrate  the  future;  and 
was  it  not  wise  and  just  for  them  to  avoid  the  being  lef\ 
to  the  mercy  of  contingencies?  He  confessed  that  when 
this  amendment  was  first  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York,  it  struck  him  that  no  reasonable  objection 
could  be  made  to  it.  Let  the  distribution  be  what  it 
might,  they  must,  to  be  consistent,  except  from  it  what 
had  already  been  appropriated  for  the  wants  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. He  confessed  that  he  looked  at  the  opposition 
to  this  amendment  with  some  degree  of  alarm.  We 
have  appropriated,  said  he,  so  much  money,  and  that 
we  ought  in  policy  to  retain,  to  prevent  embarrassment 
to  the  Treasury.'  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
estimated  that  on  the  first  d>iy  of  January  ensuing,  there 
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would  be  a  balance  in  the  Treasury  of  fourteen  millions 
of  outstanding  appropriations,  and  thQ  Senator  from 
Ohio  estimated  them  at  from  seventeen  to  eighteen 
millions.  We  deprive  ourselves  then  of  all  this  money 
which  is  to  be  in  the  Treasury  on  the  first  of  January; 
and  what  was  to  be  in  the  Treasury  next  year?  Why, 
eighteen  millions.  Now,  was  there  any  Senator  there 
who  would  say  that  it  was  safe  for  them  to  rely  on  the 
income  of  the  next  year  for  the  payment  of  this  unex- 
pended balance  of  appropriations,  and  also  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  current  expenses  of  the  year?  Was  this 
acting  with  suitable  caution^  As  to  the  income  from  the 
public  lands,  nothing  could  be  more  unsafe  than  to  rely 
on  it.  From  causes  which  Mr.  B.  assigned,  there 
was,  he  said,  every  probability  that  there  would  be  a 
considerable  falling  off  in  the  sales,  and,  indeed,  that  a 
great  reflux  would  take  place;  and  whether  this  reflux 
would  take  place  this  year  or  the  next  was  impossible 
for  them  to  decide.  But  let  that  reflux  take  place,  and 
what  was  their  condition?  They  would  be  in  debt 
seventeen  or  eighteen  millions  of  dollars,  and  have  to 
provide  for  the  expenses  of  the  Government,  contingent 
or  certain.  That  would  be  their  situation.  Now,  let  the 
sum  to  be  distributed  under  this  bill  be  much  or  little, 
for  one,  he  thought  they  ought  to  follow  out  the  salutary 
policy  of  the  Congress  of  1817,  and  he  should  therefore 
vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  rose  to  correct  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania.  He  did  not  say  that  the  unappro- 
priated balance  would  be  seventeen  or  eighteen  millions, 
but  that  be  would  take  the  largest  sum  stated. 

The  debate  was  further  continued  by  Messrs.  CAL- 
HOUN, MORRIS,  WEBSTER,  and  WRIGHT;  after 
which, 

Mr.  TALLMADGE  offered  an  amendment,  the  effect 
of  which  is  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  be 
authorized  to  sell  the  certificates  to  be  given  by  the 
States,  in  the  event  of  there  not  being  money  in  the 
Treasury  to  meet  the  appropriations  made  by  Congress. 
This  amendment  being  agreed  to, 

Mr.  CALHOUN  then  moved  to  fill  the  blank  in  the 
third  section,  for  the  sum  to  be  retained  in  the  Treasury, 
with  five  millions. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  proposed  three  millions;  which,  he 
said,  was  sufficiently  large,  after  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Tallmavox.] 

The  question  was  first  taken  on  five  millions,  being 
the  first  in  order,  as  the  largest  sum,  and  carried:  Yeas 
32,  nays  18. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  then  moved  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  with  instructions  to  bring  in  two 
separate  bills:  one  to  regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public 
moneys -in  the  banks,  and  the  other  for  the  distribution 
of  the  surplus  to  the  States. 

This  motion  was  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas  23, 
nays  20,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hubbard,  King  of 
Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page, 
Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Tipton, 
Walker,  White,  Wright— 23. 

Nats — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent,  Knight, 
McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naudain,  Porter,  Prentiss, 
Preston,  Robbins,  Swif>,  Tomlinson,  Webster— 20. 

ADJOURNMENT  OF  CONGRESS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, by  Mr.  Fraitklist,  their  Clerk,  stating  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  joint  Resolution  4>f  the  Senate  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  with 
an  amendment,  in  which  they  asked  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 
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[The  amendment  assigns  the  4lh  day  of  July  next  for 
the  day  uf  adjournment.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  me&sage  was  laid 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  WHITE,  who  voted  with  the  majority,  moved  to 
reconsider  the  vote  taken  on  committine  the  depoaite 
bill  to  the  Committee  on  Finance;  but  before  taking  this 
question. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WRIGHT, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WSDNXSnAT,  JUHX  15. 

NORTHEASTERN   BOUNDARY. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  communicating  a  correspondence  with  the 
British  Government  on  the  subject  of  the  Northeastern 
boundary.  The  message  referred  it  to  the  Senate  to  de- 
cide as  to  the  propriety  of  publishing  the  correspond- 
ence. 

The  message  having  been  read, 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  he  had  not  been  able  to  look 
into  the  correspondence,  and  was  not  at  present  able  to 
say  whether  it  ought  to  be  published  or  not.  The  Pres- 
ident had  left  it  to  the  judgment  of  the  Senate.  This 
was  not  according  to  his  usual  course,  as  he  had  in  this 
instance  refused  to  take  responsibility  upon  himself.  It 
would  be  improper  to  order  the  printing  without  some 
examination,  as  it  might  afterwards  turn  out  that,  by  the 
publication  of  something  which  it  might  be  improper  to 
lay  before  the  world,  the  Senate  might  have  committed 
themselves.  I'he  Senators  from  Maine  and  Massachu- 
setts ought  to  be  consulted  on  this  matter.  The  proper 
course,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  would  be  to  refer  the 
message  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  where 
the  documents  would  be  accessible  to  those  Senators, 
and  he  for  one  would  be  happy  to  avail  himself  of  their 
advice.  He  moved  to  refer  the  message  and  documents 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  SHEPLET  said  that  if  there  was  any  thing  un- 
usual in  the  message,  there  was  something  also  unusual 
in  the  resolution  calling  for  this  information.  He  did 
nut  object  to  the  motion  of  reference. 

Mr.  CLAY  explained  that  he  had  only  said  that  the 
President  had  departed  from  his  usual  course  of  taking 
responsibility,  when  he  transferred  to  the  Senate  the 
responsibility  of  deciding  on  the  publication  of  these 
documents. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  was  quite  satisfied  with  the 
direction  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  documents.  The 
resolution  calling  for  this  information  was  offered  by 
him,  and  the  terms  suggested  the  alternative  of  a  con- 
fidential reply,  if  deemed  necessary.  The  information 
had  not  been  communicated  conAdentially,  but  it  was 
ltd  to  the  Senate  to  determine  whether  the  correspond- 
ence shall  be  published  or  not.  This  was  all  right  and 
proper,  he  was  bound  to  presume,  and  that  there  are 

?;ood  reasons  for  it.  He  Was  perfectly  willmg  to  re« 
er  the  message  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, in  order  that  if  there  be  any  doubtful  matter  in 
reference  to  its  publication,  the  doubt  may  be  settled  on 
the  safe  side. 

The  message  was  then  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

MARINE   HOSPITALS. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  offered  a  resolution  calling  on  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  early  next  session,  to  inform 
the  Senate  as  to  the  most  suitable  places  and  plans  where 
and  how  hospitals  for  sick  and  disabled  stamen  may  be 
erected . 

Mr.  W.,  on  moving  the  consideration  of  this  resolu- 
tion, stated  that  this  subject  had  recently  been  before 


Congress,  when  there  appeared  to  be  a  want  of  informa- 
tion. He  was  disposed  that,  as  regarded  the  West, 
these  hospitals  should  start  from  the  I'reasury,  in  order 
to  set  them  going.  They  were  usually  erected  out  of 
the  hospital  fund,  but  the  commerce  of  the  West  had 
increased  to  such  an  extent  as  to  render  it  desirable 
that  It  should  have  the  aid  of  the  Treasury.  He  did  not 
know  that  any  hospitals,  in  addition  to  those  in  existence, 
are  required  in  the  Atlantic  States.  He  had  received 
some  suggestions  as  to  points  where  hospitals  might 
beerect^wiih  advantage;  but  he  would  not  go  further, 
at  this  time,  than  to  ask  of  the  Senate  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution. 

The  resolution  was  then  agreed  to. 

MICHIGAN  SENATORS. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  BccHAVAsr, 
instructing  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  paying  the  Senators  and  Represent- 
ative from  Michigan,  was  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  stated  that  this  resolution  waa 
adopted  in  conformity  with  the  practice  established  on 
the  admission  of  Missouri. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  joint  resolution 
fixing  the  day  for  the  adjournment  of  the  two  Houses  for 
the  4th  of  July  next,  was  taken  up,  considered,  and  con- 
curred in. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to 
regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public  money. 

The  pending  question,  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
WuiTx  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  hsd  been 
recommited  with  instructions  to  report  separate  bills,  a 
discussion  ensued  between  Mr.  WHITE,  Mr.  WRIGHT* 
(who  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered,) 
Mr.  WEBSTER,  Mr.  BENTON,  Mr.  CALHOUN^  Mr. 
BLACK,  and  Mr.  MORRIS  (  when  the  question  was  ta- 
ken on  the  motion  to  reconsider,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YBAS^Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  CUy,  Crittenden,  Da- 
vis, Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent, 
Knight,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  TIaudain,  Porter,  Pre n* 
tiss,  Preston,  Robbins,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Webster, 
White— 22. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama, 
King  of  Georgia,  I/mn,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page* 
Rives,  Robinson,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walk- 
er, Wright— 21. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  to  amend  the  instructions!  when. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  was  postponed,  and  it  was  made  the  spe- 
cial order  for  to-morrow. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  the  Senate  took 
up  for  consideration  the  bill  to  change  the  mode  of  con- 
ducting the  sales  of  the  public  land. 

After  discussion,  in  which  Mr.  BLACK,  Mr.  EWING, 
of  Ohio,  and  Mr.  PORTER,  participated,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  FORI  ER,  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HUBBARD,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business)  and,  after  re« 
maining  a  short  time  with  closed  doors, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thuhsoat,  Juke  16. 
HUMPHREY  MARSHALL. 
On   motion   of  Mr.  LINN,  the  Senate  took  up  for 
consideration  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Pensioni^ 
adverse  to  the  claim  of  Humphrey  Marshall. 
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Mr.  CRITTENDEN  moved  to  reverse  the  decision  of 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  ably,  and  at  length,  defended  the 
decision  of  the  committee,  and  illustrated  the  principles 
on  which  it  was  founded. 

The  discussion  was  further  continued  by  Mr.  CLAY, 
Mr.  CRITTENDEN,  and  Mr.  WHITE,  against  the 
decision  of  the  committee?  and  by  Mr.  LINN,  Mr. 
NILES,  and  Mr.  TOMLINSON,  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.   WHITE  moved  a  modification  of  the  report. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  the  subject  was 
then  laid  on  the  table. 

MICHIGAN. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, by  Mr.  Fraxklix,  their  Clerk,  stating  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  bills  from  the  Senate  **  supple- 
mentary to  the  act  to  establish  the  northern  bonnd.iry 
line  of  Ohio,  and  for  the  admission  of  Michigan  into  lire 
Union?"  «*  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  for  the  ad- 
mission of  Arkansas  into  the  Union,  and  to  provide  for 
the  execution  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  the 
same;"  and  «*  the  act  to  provide  for  the  execution  of  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  in  the  State  of  Michigan," 
with  amendments,  in  which  they  asked  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BUCHANAN,  the  Senate  concur- 
red in  the  amendments  to  the  two  first-mentioned  bills; 
when 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  moved  tliat  the  Senate  disagree  to 
the  amendment  to  the  last.  This  amendment  reduces 
the  salary  of  the  district  judge  of  Michigan,  from  f-2,000, 
as  established  by  the  Senate,  to  $1,500. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  the  amendment  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  took  up  the 
bill  to  regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public  moneys;  the 
question  being  on  Mr.  Wright's  motion  to  recommit  the 
original  bill,  with  the  substitutes  reported  by  the  select 
f^ommittee,  and  the  amendments  adopted  by  the  Senate, 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  with  instructions  to  divide 
them  into  two  separate  bills,  so  that  one  shall  contain  all 
that  relates  to  the  regulation  of  the  deposite  banks,  and 
the  other  shall  contain  all  that  relates  to  the  disposition 
of  the  surplus. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  had  no  desire  to  embarrass  this  mo- 
tion by  any  indirection  or  technicality;  but  he  was  cx- 
ccedmgly  desirous  that  the  parliamentary  tule  should  be 
observed  within  a  reasonable  degree.  The  first  qiies- 
tion  was  on  striking  out  the  original  bill,  introduced  by 
himself,  and  insevting  the  substitute;  and  in  that  state  of 
the  question  the  gentleman  from  New  York  moved  to 
refer  it,  with  the  substitute  and  amendments,  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  with  instructions.  He  held  that 
they  could  not  refer  amendments  under  any  parliament- 
ary rule;  and  that,  in  recommitting  the  bill,  all  the 
amendments  not  concurred  in  in  the  House  fell  to  the 
ground.  Now,  these  instructions  referred  to  the  amend- 
ments made  to  the  bill  in  Committee  of  the  Whole;  and 
therefore  they  referred  to  a  matter  which,  under  the 
parliamentary  rule,  could  not  go  before  the  Committee 
on  Finance.  He  contended  that  when  a  bill  was  refer- 
red to  a  committee,  all  that  it  could  do  was  to  recom- 
mend amendments  to  it. 

[Mr.  C.  here  read  the  rule  relating  to  the  subject.] 

The  only  parliamentary  way  in  which  the*gentleman 
could  get  at  his  object  would  be  to  move  to  strike  out 
the  thirteenth  section,  and  bring  it  in  as  another  bill. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said  that  he  was  perfectly  unable  to 
debate  points  of  order,  and  w»is  quite  unwilling  to  engage 
in  such  discuss'ons.  His  object  was  to  avoid  all  techni- 
calities, and  to  get  at  the  sense  of  the  Senate  in  the 


shortest  possible  way;  and  he  therefore  begged  the  pre- 
siding officer  to  decide  the  point  of  order.  He  would, 
however,  observe  that  he  was  unable  to  discriminate 
between  the  committing  a  bill  to  a  committee,  with  in- 
structions to  separate  it  into  two  parts,  and  the  motion 
to  strike  out  one  part  of  a  bill,  and  bring  it  in  as  a  whole 
bill. 

The  CHAIR  (Mr.  Kixo,  of  Alabama)  stated  that  he 
had  no  doubts  on  the  subject,  as  to  the  power  of  the 
Senate.  It  could  not  only  recommit  the  whole  bill,  but 
any  portion  of  a  bill,  leaving  the  residue  of  it  precisely 
as  it  !itood  either  in  committee  or  in  the  House.  The 
parliamentary  rule  was  precise.  They  could  commit 
any  portion  of  a  bill  to  one  committee,  and  the  other 
portion  to  another  committee,  with  instructions;  and  if 
they  could  thus  commit  two  parts  of  the  same  bill  to  two 
different  committees,  it  followed,  of  course,  that  they 
could  instruct  one  committee  to  separate  a  bill  into  two 
parts.  When  it  came,  thus  separated,  before  the  Sen- 
ate, it  was  in  their  power  to  take  either  proposition^  or 
both,  as  the  majority  might  decide. 
[The  Chair  here  read  the  rule,  as  follows: 
<*A  particular  clause  of  a  bill  may  be  committed 
without  the  whole  bill,  or  so  much  of  a  paper  to  one 
and  so  much  to  another  committee. "-^<?^cr«)/i'*  Man* 
ual,  page  148.] 

With  respect  to  any  amendments  that  had  been  made, 
it  WHS  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  that  they  would  fall 
when  such  commitment  was  ordered,  unless  they  had 
been  agreed  to  in  the  Senate;  but  this  result  can  always 
be  prevented  by  giving  instructions. 

Mr.  MORRIS  observed  that  it  would  be  recollected 
that  he  stated  to  the  Senate  yesterday,  that,  in  his  opin- 
ion, it  would  be  better  to  keep  the  two  principles  con- 
tained in  this  bill  together.  He  yesterday  voted  to  di- 
vide them,  and  he  did  so  fur  the  accommodation  of  those 
gentlemen  with  whom  he  usually  acted.  Since  that  time 
he  had  conversed  with  several  of  his  friends  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
be  best,  under  all  circumstances,  to  keep  all  the  parts 
of  the  bill  together.  He  should  now,  therefore,  reverse 
his  vote,  in  order  that  the  whole  subject  might  be  con- 
sidered in  all  its  parts  at  the  same  time. 

The  question  was  here  taken  on  Mr.  Wrioht's  mo- 
tion to  recommit  the  bill,  and  it  was  rejected:  Yeas  21, 
nays  25,  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Benton,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert,  Ewing 
of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of 
Georgia,  Linn,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page,  Rives,  Robinson. 
Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  VYalker,  Wall, 
Wright— 21. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  I)i- 
vis,  Fiwing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks»  Kent, 
Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Morris,  Nau- 
dain.  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robbins,  Southard, 
Swift,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White— -25. 

Mr.  WALKER  offered  an  amendment,  the  effect  of 
which  was  to  strike  out  the  ratio  of  the  distribution  of 
the  surplus  as  provided  for  in  the  bill,  and  make  it  in 
proportion  to  the  respective  representation  of  the  States 
in  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives. 

On  tills  subject,  Mr.  W.  said  he  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  table,  made  out  by  a  very 
accurate  young  gentleman,  demonstrating  what  would 
be  made  in  the  portions  of  eighteen  of  the  States,  if  his 
amendment  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  W.  then  read  a  table,  showing  that  eighteen  of 
the  States  will  be  the  losers  to'a  considerable  amount  by 
the  distribution  under  the  census  of  18o0.  Now,  it  was 
admitted  on  all  han<ls  that  there  could  be  no  constitu- 
tional objections  to  the  proposition  embraced  in  this 
amendment.  When  the  land  bill  was  under  discussion, 
he  offered  an  amendment  on  this  principle,  and  it  was 
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resitted  on  the  ground  that  it  was  in  violation  of  the 
ordinance  of  the  State  of  Virginia.  If  there  was  to  be 
any  apportionment  among  the  States,  he  appealed  to 
every  Senator  if  it  ought  not  to  be  in  accordance  with 
equality  and  justice — that  is,  on  the  principle  of  popula- 
tion— not  at  the  time  the  census  of  1830  was  taken,  but 
at  tlie  time  the  distribution  is  to  take  place.  This  he 
considered  the  only  just  principle  of  distribution. 

Mr.  W.  then  read  another  table,  showing  what  would 
be  the  ratio  of  distribution  according  to  the  representa- 
tion in  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  and 
went  on  to  show  that  this  would  be  more  equal  and  more 
just.  If  the  distribution  was  made  according  to  the 
census  of  1830,  twenty-two  States  would  be  losers;  but 
if  they  distributed  according  to  the  electoral  college 
ratio,  as  he  proposed,  only  two  States  would  be  the 
losers,  and  these  two  of  the  larger  States,  who  would 
lose  to  a  very  small  amount.  The  distribution,  as  at 
present  proposed,  he  looked  upon  as  doing  the  greatest 
injustice  to  those  new  States  whose  population  had  in- 
creased since  the  last  census. 

Mr.  WEBSTEU  was  very  willing  to  make  any  pro- 
vision in  this  bill  for  the  inequalities  produced  by  the 
increase  of  population  in  the  new  States,  but  he  was  of 
opinion  that  there  were  insuperable  difficulties  in  the 
way,  and  that  the  only  plan  of  distribution  that  could  be 
adopted  was  the  one  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  had  been  in  favor  of  the  plan  of  dis- 
tribution proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  but 
had  yielded  his  wishes  in  the  committee,  on  the  ground 
that  it  could  not  be  carried  through.  It  was  in  vain  to 
contend  against  the  opposition  of  six  of  the  large  States; 
and  under  these  impressions  he  was  conbtrained,  though 
reluctantly,  to  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BENTON  was  glad  that  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
ftippi  had  taken  the  trouble  to  make  out  a  table  which 
showed  the  unequal  working  of  this  bill.  He  was  glad 
thai  the  Senator  had  made  his  motion,  if  no  other  good 
should  result  fr«m  it  than  to  demonstrate  the  progress 
of  this  desire  for  dividing  money.  Up  to  the  present  time 
there  had  been  a  disposition  to  lean  towards  the  weaker 
States,  and  to  allow  something  for  the  rapid  increase  of 
their  population.  But  as  the  disposition  to  get  hold  of 
the  public  money  became  stronger,  this  disposition  to 
do  justice  to  the  new  States  decreased  in  proportion. 
And  here  he  would  remark  that  there  was  another  con- 
sequence of  this  disposition  to  get  hold  of  the  public 
money,  which  was,  that  finding  the  surplus  not  enough, 
they  must  take  the  unexpended  balances.  If  he  could 
be  willing  to  derive  any  good  out  of  a  great  evil, 
he  would  let  this  bill  pass — it  would  soon  work  ita 
own  cure.  It  had  betn  predicted  in  the  beginning  of 
the  session  that  the  country  would  be  utterly  ruined, 
that  the  Government  must  stop,  if  the  land  bill  was  not 
passed;  and  now  that  the  bill  had  passed  the  Senate,  every 
man  of  common  sense  must  be  convinced  that  an  end 
would  be  put  to  the  Government  if  it  ever  went  into  ope- 
ration, and  it  now  seemed  to  be  given  up  by  all  its  friends. 

He  would  repeat  it  on  every  occasion,  that  it  was  now 
nearly  the  close  of  the  session,  and  that  in  the  progress 
of  dividing  the  public  money  they  had  wholly  neglected 
the  defences  of  the  country.  Not  a  dollar  had,  as  yet, 
been  expended  for  fortifications;  for  those  fortifications 
about  which  there  was  so  much  crimination  and  recrimi- 
nation at  the  commencement  of  the  session;  and  the  bill 
to  fill  up  the  ranks  of  the  army  was  not  yet  acted  on, 
though  one  portion  of  the  country  was  suffering  under 
the  horrors  of  an  Indian  war.  He  staled  these  things 
for  the  purpose  of  marking  the  progress  of  this  desire 
to  get  hold  of  the  public  money.  The  next  thing  would 
be  the  imposition  of  a  high  tariff,  supported  by  the 
strong  States,  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  a  new  ftind 
for  distribution. 


Mr.  Walkka's  amendment  was  then  adopted:  Teas 
33,  nays  22,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King 
of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  Moore,  Nicholas, 
Page,  Porter,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tip- 
ton, Walker,  Wall,  Whitc—23. 

Nays — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh, 
McKean,  Mangum,  Morris,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Preston, 
Robbins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tumlinson,  Web- 
ster, Wright— 22. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  this  bill  before  it  was  reported  to  the 
Senate,  which  he  had  occasion  to  refer  to  before.  It  was 
in  reference  to  the  interest  provided  for  in  the  eleventh 
section.  Some  of  the  banks  could  not,  under  this  sec- 
tion, become  depositories  of  the  public  money  and  pay 
interest  on  it,  because  they  were  expressly  prohibited 
by  their  charters  from  loaning  it  or  deriving  any  advan- 
tage from  it.  Mr.  H.  then  moved  to  add  the  following, 
as  an  amendment  to  the  clause  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  interest: 

**  Except  in  cases  where  the  charters  of  said  banks 
prohibit  them  from  doing  business  on  such  deposites." 

Now  he  would  state  (Mr.  H.  said)  that  the  Bank  of 
Indiana  was  prohibited  by  her  charter  from  discounting 
on  her  deposites;  and,  therefore,  not  being  able  to  de- 
rive any  profit  from  these  deposites,  they  would  not  be 
willing  to  receive  them  on  the  condition  of  paying  inter- 
est for  them.  If  this  amendment  of  his  should  not  pre- 
vail, the  interest  clause  ought  to  be  entirely  stricken 
out,  for  it  could  not  be  expected  that  banks  would  pay 
interest  on  deposites  that  they  could  not  make  any  profit 
from. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said  that  he  understood  the  restriction 
on  the  Indiana  banks  was,  that  they  were  prohibited 
from  having  more  than  twice  the  amount  of  their  capi- 
tal due  to  theiq  at  any  one  time;  and  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  was  not  sure,  therefore,  that  his  amendment 
would  reach  the  object.  The  same  restriction  (Mr.  W. 
said)  applied  to  all  the  banks  in  New  York. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  read  the  provision  in  the  charter 
of  the  Bank  of  Indiana,  and  explained  that,  under  it,  the 
banks  never  made  any  use  of  these  deposites  at  all. 

Af\cr  some  remarks  from  Mr.  EWING  and  Mr.  POR- 
TER, 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  HEMsnicxa  was  rejected, 
without  a  division. 

Mr.  CLAY,  after  some  remarks,  moved  to  strike  out, 
in  the  Hlh  section,  the  word  "two,"  and  insert  "  four,** 
so  as  to  make  the  banks  pay  an  interest  of  four  per  cent, 
on  the  deposites,  instead  of  two. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  WRIGHT, 
KNIGHT,  and  EWING  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  HUBBARD,  afYer  some  remarks,  requested  Mr. 
CiAT  to  withdraw  his  amendment,  stating  that,  as  the 
bill  now  stood,  he  could  vote  for  it;  but  if  the  amendment 
prevailed,  he  should  be  compelled  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  CLAY  then,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  yeas  and 
nays  having  been  ordered,  withdrew  his  motion. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WALL,  the  bill  was  further  amend- 
ed, by  providing  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shall,  as  far  as  the  public  interest  will  permit,  employ  at 
least  one  deposite  bank  in  each  of  the  States  mnd  Terri- . 
tories. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  13th  and 
14lh  sections  of  the  bill  providing  for  the  deposite  of 
the  surplus,  aAer  the  1st  of  January,  with  the  States, 
and  to  insert  a  provision  authorizing,  the  commissioners 
of  the  sinking  fund  to  invest  it  in  stocks  of  such  of  the 
States  as  have  stocks,  bearing  an  annual  interest  of -~— 
per  cent. 
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After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  WRIGHT,  this  motion 
was  rejected:  Yeas  4,  nays  39,  as  follows: 

Yeas-— Me8srs.Cuthbert,  Rives,  Tallmadge,  Wright — i. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard, 
Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh, 
JLinn,  McKean,  Mangum,  Hoore,  Naudain,  Nicholas, 
Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Buggies, 
Shepley,  Southard,  Swift,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Walker, 
Wall,  Webster  ,White— 39. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  <*  depo- 
sited with,"  in  the  13th  section,  and  to  insert  <*  loaned 
to,"  BO  as  to  read  that  the  [surpiua]  shall  be  loaned  to  the 
respective  Slates,  &c. 

Mr.  BENTON  accompanied  this  motion  with  some  re- 
marks in  its  favor. 

Mr.  MORRIS  opposed  the  amendment.  The  consti- 
tution, he  said,  prohibited  Congress  from  loaning  money. 
Now,  he  should-  be  glad  to  know  from  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  in  what  provision  of  the  constitution  he  found 
the  authority  for  making  a  loan  to  the  States,  or  to  any 
body  else. 

He  ^oted  fur  this  bill  expressly  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  a  deposite  of  the  public  money  with  the  States  for 
safe-keeping,  and  not  a  loan,  to  which  he  was  consti- 
tutionally opposed.  The  change  that  this  bill  hsd  un- 
dergone since  it  was  first  introduced,  making  it  a  de- 
posite bill  instead  of  a  loan  bill,  had  enabled  him  to  give 
his  support  to  it. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  it  was  not  for  him  to  settle  the 
gentleman's  constitutional  scruples.  All  he  wanted  was 
to  call  things  by  their  right  names;  and  this  being  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes  a  loan  to  the  States,  he  wished  to 
call  it  so  in  the  bill. 

On  taking  the  question,  Mr.  Bektom's  motion  was  re- 
jected: Yeas  5,  nays  37,  as  follows: 

Yeas — ^Messrs.  Benton,  Grundy,Niles,Tipton,Wrlght-5. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio, 
Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  uf  Ala- 
bama, Knight,  Leigh,  McKean,  Mangum,  Morris,  Nau- 
dain,  Nicholas,  Page,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives, 
Kobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Southard,  Swift, 
Tallmadge,  Tomlinson,  Walker,  Wall,  Webster,  White-37. 

Mr.  WALKER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  providing 
that  the  portion  intended  to  be  deposited  with  the  Stale 
of  .Mississippi  shall  be  deposited  for  three  years,  with- 
out interest,  in  the  Planters'  Bank  of  Mississippi,  and  to 
allow  the  Legislature  of  said  State  an  opportunity  of 
passing  a  law  to  authorize  its  receipt. 

This  motion  was  rejected:  Yeas  15,  nays  26. 

Mr.  WALL  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  first 
section  by  inserting,  after  the  words  **confurm  thereto," 
the  words  '^always  liaving  a  regard  as  to  the  amount  de- 
posited, as  far,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  as  is  consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  fiscal  operations  of  the  Government,  and  the  relative 
representation  of  each  State  and  Territory  in  both  Houses 
of  Congress." 

This  motion  was  lost  without  a  division. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended; 
when 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  to  strike  out  the  amendment 
made  on  motion  of  Mr.  Walkbb,  as  to  the  ratio  of  dis- 
tribution, and  to  insert  again  the  part  stricken  out;  and 
supported  his  motion  in  an  argument  of  some  length; 
but. 

On  taking  the  question,  Mr.  Wsbstsr's  motion  was 
lost:  Yeas  22,  nays  23,  as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh, 
McKean,  Mangum,   Morris^.  Naadain,  Prentiss,  Preston, 


Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tom- 
linson, Webster,  Wright-«22. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King 
of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  Moore,  Nicholas, 
Niles,  Page,  Porter,  Rives,  Robinson,  Shepley,  Tipton, 
Walker,  Wall,  White— 23. 

Mr.  TIPTON  moved  to  strike  out  the  eleventh  sec. 
tion,  which  charges  interest  on  the  deposites  in  the 
banks. 

Mr.  T.  said  that  he  desired  very  much  to  vote  for  that 
part  of  the  bill,  now  before  the  Senate,  that  provided 
for  the  distribution  of  the  surplus  revenue  of  the  United 
States  among  the  several  States;  and  he  regretted  to 
find  that  part  of  the  bill  in  such  bad  company  as  the 
eleventh  section,  compelling  the  deposite  banks,  in 
which  the  public  moneys  were  deposited,  to  pay  inter- 
est of  two  per  cent,  on  them.  It  might  be  fair  to  charge 
interest  on  deposites  in  banks  that  discounj^d  on  them; 
but  this  was  not  the  case  with  the  State  Bank  of  Indiana. 
The  charter  of  that  bank  prohibited  issues  on  their  de- 
posites; and,  as  the  business  was  now  transacted,  the 
deposites  were  of  mutual  benefit  to  the  United  States 
and  the  bank,  as  the  money  of  the  bank  was  receivuble 
in  the  United  States  land  offices.  That  bank  would  re- 
ject the  public  deposites,  if  interest  was  charged  on 
them;  as  ihey  would  not  be  willing  to  pay  even  one  per 
cent,  to  retain  them,  and  the  United  States  would  have 
to  transport  their  money  beyond  the  limits  of  Indiana, 
and  deposite  it  in  a  bank  perhaps  not  so  safe  as  he 
knew  the  Bank  of  Indiana  to  be. 

On  taking  the  question,  Mr.  Tiftow's  motion  was  re- 
jected: Yeas  7,  nays  39,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Ewin^^  of  Illinois,  Hendricks,  Morris, 
Nicholas,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Wright— 7. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Clay,  Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Golds- 
borough, Grundy,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama, 
King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  McKean,  Man- 
gum, Moore,  Naudain,  Niles,  Page,  Porter,  Prentisp, 
Preston,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  South- 
ard, Swift,  Tomlinson,  Walker,  Wall,  Webster,  White 
—39. 

Mr.  WALKER  moved  to  amend  the  reported  amend- 
ment, by  inserting,  at  the  end  of'tlie  fourteenth  section, 
these  words:  **Provided,  also,  that  the  amount  directed 
by  this  act  to  be  deposited  with  the  State  of  Mississippi 
be  and  remain  deposited,  without  interest,  in  the  Plant- 
ers' Bank  of  the  State  of  Mississippi,  until  time  be  af- 
forded for  passing  an  act  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Mississippi,  authorizing  the  receipt  of  the  por- 
tion of  that  State  under  the  provisions  of  this  act." 

The  question  on  this  amendment  was  decided  in  the 
negative:  Yeas  21,  nays  24,  as  follows: 

Ykas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illiiiois,  Grundy,  Hubbard,  King  of 
Alabama,  JKing  of  Georgia,  Linn,  Moore,  Nicholas, 
Niles,  Page,  Preston,  Rives,  Robinson,  Shepley,  Walk- 
er, White— 21. 

Nats— Messrs.  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh, 
McKean,  Mangum,  Morris,  Naudain,  Porter,  Prcntis9, 
Robbins,  Ruggles,  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster— 24. 

Mr.  BLACK  moved  to  strike  out  the  thirteenth  and 
fourteenth  sections  of  the  bill,  which  provide  for  ilie 
deposite  of  the  surplus  with  the  States.  Rejected:  Yeas 
7,  nays  39,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Cuthbert,  Grundy, 
Niles,  Walker,  Wright— 7. 

Nats— Messrs.  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Goldsborough, 
Hendricks,  Ilubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of 
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Georgfia,  Knight,  Leig^h,  Linn,  McKean,  Mang'um, 
Moore,  Morris,  Naudain,  Nicholas,  Page,  Porter,  Pren- 
tiss, Preston,  Hives,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Rugfrles,  Shep- 
ley.  Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Wall,  Webster,  White~39. 

The  anoendnients  were  then  concurred  in,  and  the 
bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  by 
the  following  vote: 

Ykas — Messrs.  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia, 
Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore,  Mor- 
ris, Naudain,  Nicholas,  Nilcs,  Page,  Porter,  Prentiss, 
Preston,  Rives,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley, 
Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wall, 
Webster,  White— 40. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Cuthbcrt,  Grundy, 
Walker,  Wright— 6. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Fhidat,  Juwk  17. 
The  CHAIR  communicated  the  following  letter: 

Senate  CRAMRRa,  June  16,  1836. 
Sib:  I  beg  leave  to  inform  the  Senate,  through  you, 
that  i  have  resigned  my  seat,  as  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Delaware,  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
from  and  after  this  day. 

In  thus  taking  leave  of  the  Senate,  permit  me,  sir,  to 
tender  to  yoti,  and,   through  you,   to  the  body  over 
which  you  preside,  the  assurance  of  my  high  regard. 
I  am,  sir,  most  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 
ARNOLD  NAUDAIN. 
To  the  Hon.  Martin  Vak  Bcren, 
President  flf  the  Senate, 

DEFENCE  OF  NARUAGANSETT  BAY. 

Mr.  ROBBINS,  of  Rho<1e  Island,  presented  the  TolloW' 
ing  resolutions,  which  were  read: 
State  or  Rhode  Island  and  Providence  Plantations, 
In  General  Assembly,  May  Session,  A.  D.  1856. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  General  Assem- 
bly, it  is  highly  expedient  that  all  such  fortifications  as 
may  be  adequate  to  the  best  defence  and  protection  of 
the  waters  of  tlfe  Narra^ansett  bay  and  its  adjoining 
coasts  and  country  be  completed  by  the  United  States, 
in  such  manner  and  at  as  early  a  period  as  is  consi>ttent 
with  the  convenience  of  the  Government,  and  a  proper 
regard  to  the  effcdive  construction  and  durability  of  6aid 
works,  as  well  as  to  the  importance  of  its  waters  for  pur- 
poses of  navigation. 

Reiolcedf  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  General  Assem- 
bly, supported  by  the  united  opinions  of  the  most  emi- 
nent engineers,  the  Narragansett  bay  is  susceptible  of  a 
complete  defence;  that,  being  accessible  at  all  seasons  of 
the  year,  and  with  nearly  every  wind,  to  the  largest 
fleets  which  this  country  can  et'er  maintain,  it  offers  them 
within  its  bosom  the  only  safe  station,  coitiprising  such 
advantages,  north  of  the  Chesapeake  bay;  that  it  is  in- 
valuable as  a  port  of  expedition  and  naval  rendezvous^ 
and  that  thus  not  only  the  State,  but  the  whole  Union, 
is  interested  in  its  effective  defence. 

Resolved^  That  our  Senators  and  Representatives  in 
Congress  be  requested  to  lay  these  resolutions  before 
the  respective  "bodies  of  which  they  are  members  and 
to  use  their  best  exertions  to  obtain  the  necessary  ap. 
propriations  to  carry  into  effect  the  views  of  this  Gene- 
ral Assembly,  as  before  expressed. 
True  copy.     Witness: 

HENRY  BOVVEN,  Secretary. 

After  these  resolutions  were  read,  Mr.  ROBBINS  ad- 
dressed the  Senate  as  follows: 


I  am  glad  of  the  opportunity  afforded  by  these  resolu- 
tions to  speak  upon  a  subject  on  which  very  erroneous 
ideas,  or  rather  very  imperfect  conceptions,  have  ob- 
tained; I  mean  the  importance  of  those  waters,  the  sub- 
ject of  these  resolutions,  as  connected  with  the  naval  de- 
fences of  the  country,  and  of  the  unwise,  not  to  say  cul- 
pable, neglect  they  have  met  with  from  the  Government. 
For  securing  maritime  power  and  defence  to  this 
country,  the  waters  of  Narragansett  bay  present  the  most 
important  point  for  a  naval  station  and  depot;  by  far  the 
most  important  of  any  on  the  whole  line  of  our  seacoast, 
from  the  northeastern  extremity  of  Maine,  on  the  bay  of 
Passamaquoddy,  to  the  mouth  of  the  Sabine,  on  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico.  1  say  this  on  the  authority  of  the  ablest  naval 
engineers  of  the  world,  especially  of  those  of  France 
and  England,  as  well  as  of  our  own  country?  not  only  of 
the  present  time,  but  of  all  time  back  to  our  revolution- 
ary struggle;  alt  concurring  in  this  opinion,  an  opinion 
founded  upon  a  detail  of  the  comparative  advantages  of 
these  waters,  with  the  waters  of  all  other  ports  on  our 
coast;  a  detail  bottomed  on  actual  and  accurate  and  sci- 
entific inspection  and  examination  and  survey,  and  tested 
too  by  experience.   France  and  England  have  possessed 
themselves,  and  long  since,  of  the  most  accurate  and 
minute  surveys  of  those  Rhode  Island  water*,  with  all 
their  soundings  and  bearings,  and  with  all  their  naval 
facilities  of  every  description.    Their  knowledge  on  this 
subject  has  been,  till  recently,  much  more  complete  than 
our  own;  and  it  is  a  fact  that  our  surveys  have  been  per- 
fected by  means  of  theira.     Their  appreciation  of  the 
decisive  and  pre-eminent  importance  of  those  waters,  in 
case  of  a  war,  has  gone  far  before  our  own.     As  one 
proof  of  this,  let  me  remind  the  Senate  of  one  historical 
fact.   At  the  treaty  of  peace  in  1783,  France  had  an  idea 
of  effecting  a  transfer  of  our  dependance  on  Great  Brit- 
ain to  a  dependance  on  herself;  and  discountenanced  our 
insisting  on  the  acknowle<lgment  of  our  independence 
by  Great  Britain  as  a  preliminary  to  the  treaty,  and  would 
have  made  the  treaty  the  sole  basis  and  guarantee  of  our 
independence,  and  herself  its  guardian;  and,  to  strength- 
en her  in  this  character  of  guardian,  manifested  a  desire 
to  have  ceded  to  her  a  footliold  in  this  country— suggest- 
ing  that  the  island  of  Rhode  Island  should  be  that  fool- 
hold,  where  and  whence  she  could  most  effectively  wield 
her  power  for  our  protection.     But  our  ministers  con- 
vinced the  British  minister  that  it  was  their  interest  as 
well  as  our  own  that  their  acknowledgment  of  our  in- 
dependence should  be  a  preliminary  to  any  treaty;  and 
France  was  thus  baffled  in  her  sinister  scheme. 

I  recollect  in  a  conversation  1  once  had  with  General 
Hamilton,  many  years  ago,  he  spoke  to  me  of  the  para- 
mount importance  of  the  waters  of  Rhode  Island,  in  a 
view  to  our  maritime  power  and  defence;  and  then  re- 
marked to  me  that  he  had  had  occasion  to  know  that 
they  were  viewed  in  the  same  light  by  the  Governments 
both  of  France  and  England.  Indeed,  when  the  case  is 
understood  in  all  its  merits,  it  decides  itself;  for  then 
every  one  must  see  that,  as  to  maritime  power  and  de- 
fence, these  waters  present  a  point,  formed  by  nature 
herself,  to  be,  as  those  nations  consider  it,  the  Gibraltar 
of  this  country.  And  as  it  would  be  in  our  hands  for 
power  and  defence,  so  it  would  b«  in  the  hands  uf  the 
enemy  for  power  and  offence.  With  a  firm  foothold 
there,  the  enemy  would  hold  the  reins  in  his  own  hands, 
to  control  the  war,  and  direct  its  storm  at  will  both  by 
sea  and  land. 

f  have  said  that  those  waters  po.(;8ess  advantages  in  the 
aggregate  beyond  comparison  before  those  of  any  other 
port  on  our  whole  maritime  frontier;  and,  I  now  add, 
beyond  those  of  any  other  port  in  tho'hole  world.  I 
say  this,  too,  on  the  authority  of  those  who  have  seen  all 
our  ports;  who  have  \'isited  the  most  celebrated  ports  in 
other  parts  of  the  world  j  who  have  made  the  subject  a 
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study,  a  prorcssional,  a  scientific  study;  and  who  have 
compared  and  contrasted  their>  respective  and  peculiar 
advantages.  Other  ports  have  some  of  the  advantages 
in  equal  degree;  but,  in  the  aggregate  of  advantages, 
none  can  stand  in  competition  with  that  port.  This  is 
not  the  time  nor  place  for  the  particular  detail,  compar- 
ison, and  contrast,  proper  for  a  full  illustration  of  this 
fact;  but  a  few  of  its  prominent  and  more  peculiar  and 
pre-eminent  advantages  may  now  be  indicated. 

None,  then,  can  compare  with  it  for  depth  and  safety  of 
its  waters;  safely  ensured  by  the  boldness  of  /its  shores, 
its  freedom  from  shoals  and  sunken  rocks,  its  excellence 
of  anchorage  ground,  all  combined  with  facility  of  in- 
gress and  egress  to  and  from  the  ocean,  and  that,  too,  to 
the  largest  ships  of  the  line;  a  facility  always  existing, 
at  all  times  existing,  never  to  be  impeded  by  the  ob- 
structions of  ice;  and  never  to  be  denied  to  that,  as  it  is 
to  all  other  ports  on  our  coast  during  the  prevalence  of 
certain  winds,  and  those  the  most  tempestuous  and  dis- 
astrous  of  all  others  to  navigation  on  our  coast,  and 
most  imperiously  demanding  the  protection  of  some 
harbor. 

Look  at  New  York,  for  instance,  and  in  comparison; 
her  waters  only  admit  the  ingress  and  egress  of  frigates, 
and  not  frigates  of  the  largest  class  at  all  times  of  tide; 
these  must  wait  its  high  flood.  Her  bars  interpose  de- 
lays to  their  egress  and  ingress;  delays  always  injurious, 
and,  under  given  circumstances,  would  be  disastrous — 
might  be  fiiTal.  It  is  a  port,  then,  incommodit)Us  as  a 
station  for  frigates;  for  our  ships  of  the  line  it  cannot  be 
a  station,  nor  a  harbor  to  fly  to  for  refuge.  .  In  the  last 
war  one  of  our  frigates  got  a  wound  in  passing  those 
bars  that  crippled  her  for  the  cruise,  and  disappointed 
all  her  expectations.  Yet,  what  immense  sums  have 
been  expended  for  our  naval  establishment  at  New 
York,  while  nothing  has  been  expended  for  one  at 
Khode  Island — a  place,  nationally  considered,  so  much 
more  important;  as  if  we  had  forgotten  to  remember 
that  New  York,  though  important,  is  not  the  country. 

Those  Narragansett  waters  are  at  a  point,  too,  in  re- 
lation to  the  whole  Atlantic  frontier,  which  gives  it  a 
decided  advantage  over  every  other  for  sending  expe- 
ditions to  sea  for  the  protection  or  relief  of  any  part  of 
the  coast,  or  for  naval  war  on  the  ocean.  It  is  the  van- 
tage ground  for  commanding  and  ruling  all  the  opera- 
tions of  naval  warfare.  Then  it  is  susceptible  of  de- 
fences that  will  render  It  impregnable;  giving  safety  to 
all  within  its  waters  against  any  assailing  force.  The 
plan  of  defences  projected  under  the  administration  of  a 
gentjemnn  now  an  honorable  member  of  this  body,  if 
completed,  would  give  it  this  security.  This  safety  to 
our  fleets  while  within  those  waters  is  combined  with 
this  singular  advantage,  that  they  could  not  be  shut  in 
and  confined  there  by  blockade;  for  it  is  incapable  of 
being  blockaded  by  any  fleet,  however  superior. 

Add  to  all  this,  that  these  waters  abound  with  sites  for 
every  species  of  naval  establishment,  and  of  naval  pre- 
paration; placed  in  that  happy  medium  between  the  ex- 
tremes of  heat  and  cold,  as  to  be,  of  all  others  in  the 
world,  the  most  favorable  throughout  the  year  to  health 
and  to  labor.  On  a  smaller  scale,  it  is  another  iEgean  sea, 
with  ialands  aa  beautiful,  though  not  as  celebrated;  and 
here  let  my  partiality  add,  with  daughters  vying  in 
beauty  with  Ionian  maids.  In  saying  all  I  have  said  in 
favor  of  that  station,  and  in  giving  it  a  preference  to  all 
others  for  a  naval  establishment,  I  but  say  after  our  moat 
skilful  naval  engineers;  I  but  repeat  what  I  have  learn- 
ed from  their  reports,  and  from  our  most  eminent  naval 
men,  with  whom  t  have  frequently  conversed  on  this 
subject.  I  but  express  their  opinion;  their  settled, 
tJieir  undivided,  their  unanimous  opinion;  an  opinion 
enlightened  by  professional  science,  and  matured  by  ex- 
perience, by  observation,  by  frequent  comparison,  and 


by  long  reflection;  an  opinion  in  which  truth  herself 
must  be  presumed  to  speak. 

It  is  true  the  Secretary  of  War,  a  mere  military  man; 
eminent,  if  you  please,  as  a  military  man;  eminent,  I 
know,  for  other  merits,  but  still  a  mere  military  man, 
stepping  out  of  his  o>¥n  appropriate  province  into  the 
province'  of  the  navy,  dissents  from  this  opinion;  and 
for  reasons  that  show  how  little  entitled  he  is  to  revise 
their  opinion,  to  rejudge  their  judgment,  and  to  over- 
rule it.  The  Secretary  represents  that  the  enemy  might 
find  at  Gardner's  Island,  in  Long  Island  Sound,  or  at 
Buzzard's  Bay,  in  the  Vineyard  Sound,  an  equivalent 
substitute,  as  a  station,  for  the  waters  of  Rhode  Island; 
an  idea  that  never  in  all  time  has  once  entered  into  the 
head  of  any  one  naval  man  of  our  country,  or  of  any 
other.  1  venture  to  say  that,  to  every  naval  man  of  our 
country,  or  of  any  other,  acquainted  with  these  waters, 
the  idea  would  appear  preposterous.  I  must  doubt 
whether  the  Secretary  has  ever  seen  the  waters  of  his 
substitutes;  or,  if  so,  whether  he  is  at  all  advised  of  the 
requisites  of  a  secure  station  for  fleets  with  their  line-of- 
battle  ships.  The  waters  of  Rhode  Island  would  be  a 
station  permanently  secure,  year  in  and  year  out,  for  the 
largest  fleets  with  their  line-of-battle  ships.  Can  this 
be  predicated  of  Gardner's  Island  or  Buzzard's  Day^ 
Those  places  may,  and  do,  afford  a  temporary  summer 
station  fur  single  frigates  or  small  squadrons;  but  did 
either  ship  or  squadron  ever  attempt,  or  dare  attempt, 
to  winter  at  either?  Never.  As  a  permanent  station  for 
fleets,  with  their  Une-of-battle  ships,  such  an  idea  never 
has,  and  never  would,  enter  into  the  head  of  any  naval 
commander. 

Again,  the  Secretary  represents  that  if  the  enemy 
took  possession  of  Rhode  Island  with  a  superior  fleet, 
he  might  easily  be  driven  off  by  the  land  forces  that 
might  be  concentrated  and  rapidly  brought  to  bear  upon 
that  point.  But  what  do  our  naval  engineers  and  naval 
men  say  on  this  point?     They  say: 

*<  If  Narragansett  bay  was  left  in  its  existing  state  as 
to  defence,  an  enemy  would  seize  it  without  difficulty, 
and,  by  the  aid  of  his  naval  supremacy,  form  an  estab- 
lishment in  Rhode  Island  for  the  war.  For  this  purpose, 
it  would  be  sufficient  for  him  to  occupy  the  position  or 
Tiverton  Heights,  opposite  Hawland's  ferry,  which  ia 
of  narrow  front,  easy  to  secure,  impossible  to  turn. 
He  might  then  defy  all  the  powers  of  the  eastern 
States." 

Never  was  more  strikingly  displayed  the  difference 
betweeiV  writing  de  arte,  which  any  body  can  do,  but 
which  is  of  very  Httle  value  when  done,  and  writing  ex 
arte,  which  only  the  tfrtist  can  do;  but  who  only  can  give 
the  true  lesson,  the  lesson  to  be  trusted  to,  the  lesson  to 
be  guided  by;  than  is  displayed  by  the  communication 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  the  reports  of  our  naval 
engineers.  1  can  write  concerning  statuary;  so  can  you, 
so  can  any  one  else;  but  it  is  only  the  artist  who  can 
give  the  true  lecture  upon  the  art.  What  should  we 
think  of  his  sense  who  should  adopt  my  crude  ideas  for 
his  g^ideand  his  government,  and  reject  those  of  a 
master  statuary?  Our  folly  would  be  scarcely  less  to 
take  the  ideas  of  a  mere  military  man  for  our  guide  and 
our  government,  as  to  naval  engineering  and  tactics,  aa 
to  naval  desiderata,  and  naval  capabilities  to  sup  ply  them; 
in  a  word,  as  to  all  resources  fur  a  naval  warfare,  who 
has  never  made  a  study  of  either,  and  to  reject  the  in- 
structions of  men  who  have  made  these  things  the  study 
and  business  of  their  lives,  whose  profession  they  are, 
and  who  are  pre-eminent  in  their  profession.  The  true 
way  of  testing  the  value  of  the  Secretary's  ideas  wtfUld 
be  to  suppose  them  addressed  to  one  of  our  eminent 
naval  engineers,  versed  in  naval  tactics,  and  intimately 
acquainted  with  all  our  waters,  and  all  our  naval  capa« 
cities,  and  to  see  how  they  would  strike  h'lS  mind.    I 
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fancy  he  would  feel  very  much  as  Hannibal  did  when 
he  heard  the  eloquent  Grecian  sophist  harangue  before 
him  on  the  art  of  war;  displaying,  no  doubt,  all  those 
common  sense  plausibilities  on  Ihe  subject,  of  which  my 
honorable  friend  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Rites]  seems  to  think 
so  highjy,  while  he  undervalues  and  speaks  so  dispar- 
agingly of  the  lessons  of  professional  and  practical  wis- 
dom. All  the  audience  were  in  raptures  with  the  elo- 
quent oration,  and  loud  in  its  praises — all  except  Hanni- 
bal; he  was  mute;  but,  being  pressed  for  his  opinion, 
he  at  length  said:  *'  Why,  gentlemen,  I  have  seen  fools 
before,  and  beard  them  speak,  but  I  never  before  listen- 
ed to  any  thing  quite  so  foolish."  Our  naval  engineers 
might  be  too  courteous  to  speak  out  as  Hannibal  did; 
but  secretly,  I  have  no  doubt,  he  would  feel  exactly  as 
Hannibal  did,  especially  as  to  this  part  of  the  Secreta- 
ry's report.  Here  I  cannot  forbear  saying  that  his  gen- 
eral ideas  as  to  a  system  of  naval  preparations  proper  for 
this  country  to  adopt,  appear  to  me  to  have  been  hastily 
taken  up — to  want  comprehension;  in  a  word,  that  hit 
^ketches,  meant  for  an  outline  of  a  system,  appear  to  me 
not  to  be  the  sketches  of  a  master  mind;  at  least  not  of 
a  master  mind  exerted  on  this  subject.  His  system  looks 
only  to  the  operations  of  defensive  war;  not  to  the  opera- 
tions of  offensive  war  as  well  as  the  defensive.  And  as  to 
defensive  war,  his  system  looks  primarily  to  that  of  par- 
ticular cities,  and  not  primarily,  as  it  ought,  to  that  of 
the  whole  country;  in  which  case  that  of  the  particular 
cities  would  of  course  be  included.  Such  a  8}'stem  as 
this  for  this  country  must  be  essentially  defective;  far 
from  what  it  ought  to  be,  far  from  what  a  perfect  sys- 
tem would  be.  Surely  this  country  ought  to  possess 
herself  of  the  means  of  concentrating  at  will  the  whole 
force  of  her  naval  marine  at  some  commanding  point, 
and  of  thence  directing  at  will  that  force  in  all  its  ope- 
rations; and,  further,  she  ought  to  make  it  impoosible 
fur  the  enemy  to  deprive  her  of  these  means.  'I'hough 
this  object  is  attainable,  demonstrably  so,  yet  the  Secre- 
tary's scheme  aspires  to  nothing  of  the  kind;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  would  leave  the  country  in  such  a  state  as 
would  give  to  the  enemy  an  opportunity  to  possess  her- 
self of  such  means,  and  to  turn  them  against  the  coun- 
try. Giving  credit  to  the  Secretary  for  talents,  as  I  do, 
1  repeat  that  I  think  he  must  have  taken  up  his  ideas  on 
this  subject  hastily,  from  a  superficial  acquaintance  with 
naval  subjects,  contenting  himself  with  the  common 
sense  views  which  present  themselves  to  a  mind  not  en- 
lightened by  naval  science,  nor  improved,  nor  seeking 
to  be  improved,  by  the  lessons  of  professional  and  practi- 
cal wisdom — ideas  which,  I  am  persuaded,  he  himself, 
on  better  information  and  further  reflection,  will  re* 
nounce  as  unworthy  of  his  high  reputation. 

If  that  day  is  to  arrive  when  we  are  to  have  a  great  na- 
val war,  to  assert  rights  or  redress  wrongs,  as  so  many 
Sredict,  and  which  is  but  too  probable,  from  the  con- 
icting  claims  and  unsettled  rights  of  nations  on  the 
ocean;  and  frum  the  selfishness  of  arrogant  power,  ma- 
king itself  its  own  arbiter  of  contested  rights,  and  deci- 
ding, almost  invariably,  in  its  own  favor— it  is,  I  say,  but 
too  probable  that  we  are  to  have  such  a  war.  How 
soon,  we  must  leave  to  the  revelations  of  the  unknown 
future.  But,  admonished  by  recent  events,  when  an- 
other brand  added  to  the  fuel  might  have  kindled  into 
such  a  war,  it  would  be  fatuity  to  blind  ourselves  to  the 
danger  involved  in  the  future,  or  to  be  unprepared  for 
it  when  it  does  come.  In  the  event  of  such  a  war, 
when  the  question  is  probably  to  be  settled,  whether  we 
are  to  have  our  equal  share  of  the  equal  dominion  of  the 
ocean,  or  to  yield  its  supremacy  to  another  Power — who 
can  imagine  that  in  this  great  contest  the  enemy  will  con- 
tent himsrlf  with  hovering  on  our  coasts  with  his  fleets,  and 
thence  making  his  predatory  incursions  on  our  shores? 
No;  he  would,  if  he  could,  plant  himself  on  our  coasts, 


in  some  position  where  he  could  have  a  secure  rendez- 
vous for  his  fleet;  and  whence  he  could  command  our 
whole  commerce — strike  where  he  pleased  and  when  he 
he  pleased;  and  keep  our  whole  immense  extent  of 
seaboard  in  one  continual  turmoil  of  alarm.  Now  Rhode 
Island,  beyond  all  other  places,  would  be  exactly  this 
position,  and  he  would  bend  all  his  efforts  to  possess 
himself  of  it,  and  to  intrench  himself  there.  From 
that  moment  we  should  carry  on  the  war  under  every 
disadvantage.  He  would  compel  us  to  multiply  our 
land  forces  so  enormously  as  to  make  the  burden  intoler- 
able; or  to  leave  our  seaboard  a  prey  to  his  predatory  in- 
cursions. In  one  campaign  he  would  make  the  differ- 
ence of  the  expense  of  the  war  to  us  more  than  ten- 
fold the  cost  of  securing  that  Gibraltar  to  ourselves. 
Wiih  its  possession,  and  secured  to  us  as  it  may  be,  we 
should  carry  on  the  war  with  every  advantage.  With 
that  Gibraltar  in  our  hands,  otir  fleets  would  do  more 
towards  the  protection  of  our  coast  and  our  commerce 
than  an  army  of  a  hundred  thousand  men,  however  ju- 
diciously placed  on  our  seaboard.  All  the  European 
commerce  to  the  American  seas,  which,  on  its  return, 
must  pass  along  our  coast,  with  that  Gibraltar  in  our 
hands,  would  be  peculiarly  exposed  to  the  enterprises  of 
our  naval  marine.  There  and  thence  we  should  let  slip 
the  dogs  of  war,  almost  in  sight  of  the  congregated  and 
passing  game,  to  course  it  down  and  make  it  their  prey. 
With  that  Gibraltar  in  our  bands,  no  fleet  of  the  enemy 
could  live  long  upon  our  coast.  For,  at  times,  all 
fleets  must  find  a  refuge  somewhere  from  the  perils  of 
the  ocean;  and  those  waters,  too,  as  before  remarked,  af- 
ford the  only  port  that  can  be  made  during  the  preva- 
lence of  certain  winds,  and  these  the  most  tempestuous 
and  the  most  disastrous  of  all  others  to  vessels  on  our 
coast;  and,  to  crown  all,  those  waters  are  incapable  of 
being  blockaded.  All  the  fleets  in  the  world  could  not 
blockade  them.  Now,  what  would  it  cost  to  make  and 
secure  to  ourselves  the  possession  of  that  Gibraltar? 
About  a  million  and  a  half  of  dollars.  The  honorable 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  BsvToir]  says  the  expense 
of  the  works  begun  there  has  already  exceeded  the  esti- 
mate, viz :  $750,000.  But  the  estimate  he  refers  to  was  the 
conjectural  estimate  made  without  data,  but  the  estimate 
made  upon  data,was$  1,600, 000;  and  there  is  every  prob- 
ability that  to  complete  these  works  will  not  exceed  that 
amount  of  expense,  $1,600,000!  Why,  it  Is  but  a  drop 
to  the  ocean,  compared  to  the  power  it  would  give  us 
fur  the  war  upon  the  enemy^or  the  power  it  would 
give  the  enemy,  if  in  his  hands,  for  the  war  against 
ourselves. 

If  all  these  States  were  but  one  country,  with  but  one 
head,  looking  to  the  whole,  and  only  to  the  whole,  and 
that  head  intelligent  and  thoroughly  instructed  in  all  his 
faculties  and  means  of  maritime  power  and  defence,  1 
hesitate  not  to  say  he  would  not  lose  one  moment  in  ma- 
king the  waters  of  Narragansett  bay  the  headquarters  of 
all  his  naval  preparations  and  operations.  Why,  then, 
has  this  great  national  concern  been  neglected  by  the 
nation  so  far  as  it  has  been  neglected?  From  the  com- 
bined influence  of  two  causes:  First,  because  the  great 
and  peculiar  natural  advantages  of  this  point  have  not 
been  fully  appreciated,  from  not  having  been  generally 
understood;  and,  secondly,  because  sectional  interest  has 
prevailed  over  the  general  interest.  Points  of  minor  im- 
portance to  the  whole  country  have  carried  it  by  the 
force  of  this  sectional  interest  against  the  whole 
country.  This  sliould  not  be  so.  Why  should  the 
great  West,  for  instance,  and  especially  (hose  who 
have  a  common  interest  in  the  maritime  power  and  de- 
fences of  the  whole  country,  and  only  that  commori  in- 
terest, throw  their  weight  into  the  scale  of  any  sectional 
interest  on  the  Atlantic  border,  in  opposition  to  the  gen- 
eral interest?     Why  should  they  injure  themselves  by 
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injuring  the  common  country,  to  benefit,  in  particular, 
uny  one  of  the  Atlantic  States?  The  squabbles  of  the 
Atlantic  States  for  preference  in  naval  establishments  and 
appropriations  are  nothing^  to  them;  and,  instead  of  be- 
\t\fr  parties  to  them,  you  oug^ht,  ye  men  of  the  West,  to 
act  as  umpires,  to  decide  between  the  contending^  States, 
and  to  decide  always  and  onty  in  reference  to  the  com- 
mon good. 

If  our  country  herself  would  speak  to  her  family  of 
States,  I  believe  she  would  say: 

**  Hushed  be  the  voice  of  every  State  pleadin^if  for  her- 
self and  her  separate  interest,  and  listen  to  mine.  My 
interest  is  your  interest,  collectively  t  and,  whatever  you 
jn^y  think  to  the  contrary,  your  interest  individually. 
My  great  danger  lies  in  the  East,  and  is  to  come  when 
it  does  come,  from  that  quarter  and  on  my  seaboard. 
The  ocean  is  to  be  my  battle-field;  the  navy  to  be  my 
strong  arm  to  fight  with  and  to  strike  down  the  enemy. 
Would  you  have  that  arm  crippled,  and  its  blows  enfee- 
bled? Then  give  to  the  enemy  the  superiority,  by  giv- 
ing to  him  the  means  to  acquire  it.  Give  htm,  by  your 
neglect,  an  opportunity  to  acquire  a  secure  station  for 
his  fleets  in  the  Narragansett  waters,  and  thus  a  bridle- 
hold  upon  the  country.  But  if  you  would  give  to  that 
arm  irresistible  strength;  if  you  would  clothe  it  with  the 
energy  of  the  thunders  whose  bolt  nothing  can  resist, 
and  whose  voice  quails  the  world,  you  will  make  those 
waters  the  headquarters  of  your  naval  preparations, 
you  will  make  that  a  Gibraltar,  and  will  make  it  your 
own  forever." 

Mr.  R.  concluded  by  submitting  to  the  Senate  the 
following  resolution: 

RtBolved  by  the  Senate  and  Ilou&e  of  Repreeentaiivea  of 
the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled^  That 
the  commissioners  of  the  navy  boara  be,  and  are  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  report  to  the  next  session  of 
Congress  a  plan  fur  a  navy  establishment  in  the  wa- 
ters of  Narragansett  bay,  Rhode  Island,  with  all  such 
works,  and  at  such  points,  as  are  proper  therefor,  to 
make  it  one  of  the  principal  naval  establishments  of  the 
United  States;  and  also  to  report  an  estimate  of  the  ex- 
pense thereof. 

[The  resolution  came  up  for  consideration  on  the  fol- 
lowing day,  and  was  agreed  to.] 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

The  engrossed  bill  to  regulate  the  depoaites  of  the 
public  money,  8cc.,  was  read  a  third  time;  and  the  question 
being  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  WRIGHT  said  his  connexion  with  the  subject 
generally,  and  with  the  bill  under  consideration  more 
especially,  had  compelled  him  to  take  %  more  active 
part  in  the  discussion  than  had  been  pleasant  to  him,  or 
agreeable  to  the  Senate;  that  he  had  refrained  from  any 
interference  with  this  important  matter  until  any  further 
movement  upon  it  had  been  expressly  abandoned  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhouit,] 
who  had  first,  and  upon  one  of  the  first  days  of  the  ses- 
sion, introduced  a  bill  to  regulate  the  deposites  in  the 
banks;  that,  aAer  that  abandonment,  he  had  called  up 
the  bill,  and  proposed  a  substitute;  that  he  had  connected 
with  that  substitute  propositions  for  the  temporary  in- 
vestment of  any  surplus,  beyond  the  probable  wants  of 
the  Treasury,  which  should  be  found  in  the  banks  at 
the  commencement  of  each  quarter  of  each  year;  that, 
subsequently  to  the  ofier  of  these  propositions,  he  had 
concluded  that  the  terms  of  investment  were  not  suffi- 
ciently restricted,  and  he  had  modified  his  provisions  so 
as  to  allow  investments  in  the  stocks  issued  by  the  States 
only,  and  not  in  any  other  description  of  stocks  whatso- 
ever; that,  subsequently  to  this  time,  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calbour]  had  seemed  to  resume 
his  interest  in  his  original  bill,  and  had  offered  modifica- 
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tions  of  a  character  calculated  and  intended  to  distribute 
among  the  several  States,  in  a  proportion  regulated  by 
their  respective  representations,  not  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, but  in  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  tlie  Congress  of  the  United  States,  all  the  mo- 
neys which  might  remain  in  the  Treasury  upon  a  given 
day  beyond  a  sum  to  be  fixed  as  the  amount  in  the 
Treasury  for  that  day. 

Subsequently  to  that  time,  various  propositions  were 
laid  before  the  Senate,  by  different  members  of  the 
body,  some  of  them  containing  new  provisions,  and  oth- 
ers amendments  of  those  which  had  been  previously  sub- 
mitted. The  question  was  one  of  the  firsft  importance 
to  the  public  and  to  the  Treasury,  as  well  as  to  the  gen- 
eral interests  of  the  whole  community.  The  currency 
of  the  country,  the  accommodations  from  the  local  banks, 
and  consequently  the  prosperity  of  the  commercial  inter- 
ests, were  directly  involved  in  our  action. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  discussion  upon  the 
great  question  of  a  regulation  of  the  deposites  of  the 
public  money  by  law  commenced.  At  the  opening  of 
that  discussion  (Mr.  W.  said)  he  had  given  his  general 
views  upon  the  whole  subject  His  aubsecjuent  duties 
in  the  Senate,  and  as  a  member  of  one  of  its  important 
committees,  together  with  the  accumulated  duties  de- 
volved upon  him,  connected  with  this  bill,  had  prevent- 
ed him  from  being  yet  able  to  present  those  views  to  the 
public;  but  he  was  now  conscious  that  relief  was  at  hand, 
and  he  should  soon  find  it  in  his  power  to  discharge  that 
labor.  Upon  the  views  then  expressed  by  him,  he  should 
rest  himself  for  bis  general  justification  in  the  course  he 
had  taken. 

It  had  been  found,  however,  that  a  great  diversity  of 
opinion  prevailed  in  the  Senate  as  to  the  details  of  any 
bill,  and  that  a  recommittal  would  be  indispensable,  to  so 
far  incorporate  the  various  propositions  that  the  whole 
"body  could  act  upon  them  with  any  facility.  AAer  two 
days'  xliscussion,  that  course  had  been  suggested  by  him- 
self, and  concurred  in  upon  all  sides  of  the  Senate.  A 
select  committee  was  therefore  appointed,  and  the  bill 
and  all  the  amendments  were  referred  to  it,  and  the  Sen- 
ate had  done  him  the  distinguished  honor,  upon  an  elec- 
tion by  ballot,  to  place  his  name  at  the  head  of  the  com- 
mittee as  its  chairman.  The  standing  and  character  and 
talents  of  the  members  of  tliat  committee  had  caused 
him  to  doubt,  at  every  step,  the  soundness  of  his  views 
and  the  propriety  of  his  course,  and  the  more  especially 
so,  as,  upon  ^wtry  question  of  difference  of  opinion  in 
the  committee,  he  bad  found  himself  in  the  minority, 
and,  upon  some  of  the  most  important  questions  of  difi*er- 
ence,  in  a  small  minority. 

He  was  most  happy,  however,  to  be  able  to  say,  that 
every  question  had  been  decided  without  passion  or  per- 
sonal feeling,  and  that,  so  far  as  hecould  judge,  all 
were  disposed  to  frame  a  bill  which  would  meet  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Senate. 

A  single  question  had  excited  peculiar  interest  with 
him.  He  had  been  most  anxious  to  agree  upon  a  bill  to 
regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public  money  in  the  banks; 
and  when  he  found  that  no  proposition  for  the  disposition 
of  any  surplus,  if  surplus  there  should  be,  to  which  he 
could  give  hisassenf,  could  command  the  support  of  the 
majority  ofjthe  committee,  he  had  urged  the  separation  of 
the  two  subjects,  and  the  report  of  two  separate  bills; 
the  one  to  regulate  the  deposites  in  the  banks,  and  the 
other  to  provide  for  a  more  permanent  disposition  of  the 
surplus.  In  this  he  was  unsuccessful,  as  the  majority  of 
the  committee  preferred  that  the  two  subjects  should 
be  connected  in  the  same  bill. 

Since  the  report  of  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  he 
had  made  every  proper  effort  in  his  power  to  produce 
that  separation,  and  he  could  not  but  congratulate  him. 
self  upon  the  fact  that  his  first  effort  was  successful;  that 
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(be  first  vote  of  the  Senate  sustained  the  propriety  of  his 
viewH,  and  directed  the  separation  of  the  two  subjects, 
(which  he  roust  say  be  considered  in  their  nature  and 
character  entirely  separate,)  and  the  report  of  independ- 
ent bills  for  each . 

A  reconsideration,  however,  had  been  proposed,  and, 
after  a  night's  deliberation,  it  was  carried.  The  motion  to 
recoRimit  was  then  lost;  and  the  determination  of  the 
Senate  thus  expressed  that  the  two  subjects  should  be 
coupled  in  the  same  bill,  and  should  stand  or  fall  togeth- 
er. From  that  time  (Mr.  W.  said)  he  had  felt  himself 
relieved  from  all  responsibility  as  to  a  deposite  bill  prop- 
er. He  had  found  that  no  such  bill  could  be  passed  in 
the  Senate,  without  incorporating  with  it  a  perfectly 
separate  and  most  important  provision  for  giving  the 
moneys  in  the  Treasury  to  the  States,  under  the  name 
of  a  deposite.  Such  a  provision  contained  principles 
to  which  he  could  not,  for  any  consideration,  give  his 
assent;  and  after  that  vote,  therefore,  the  bill  to  him  had 
lost  its  value. 

He  had  been  still  disposed,  however,  to  adhere  to  it, 
and  to  make  further  trial  to  su  modify  iu  provisions  as 
to  enable  him  to  give  it  his  support.  With  this  view  he 
had  again  offered  bis  propositions,  which  directed  an  rn- 
'  vestment  of  the  surplus  in  the  Treasury  in  State  stocks, 
bearing  an  interest,  and  transferable  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  holder,  with  authority  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  transfer  them,  when  the  wants  of  the  Treasury 
should  require  money  for  the  stocks.  As  against  a  propo- 
sition to  loan  the  money  to  the  States  without  interest, 
this  proposition  had  met  with  little  favor.  He  believed 
it  had  received  but  four  votes  in  a  full  Senate.  The 
reasons  for  a  different  disposition  had  appeared  to  him 
to  be,  thut  the  money  was  the  property  of  the  people 
of  the  States,  and,  if  not  wanted  for  the  uses  of  this 
Government,  ought  to  be  given  to  them  without  inter- 
est, instead  of  being  invested  upon  interest.  He  was 
willing  to  admit  that  some  force  attached  to  this  argu- 
ment; but  bis  mind  bad  embraced  the  argument  as  re- 
lating to,  and  growing  out  of,  the  representative  rights 
of  the  people  of  the  States,  and  as  referrible  to  their  tax- 
able liabilities.  If  the  money  belonged  to  the  people 
of  the  States,  and  they  had  the  right  to  use  it  without 
interest,  it  was  because  it  had  been  accumulated  by  tax- 
ations upon  them,  as  drawn  from  a  comjnon  fund,  in 
which  they  possessed  a  common  interest.  This  he  believ- 
ed was  the  position  assumed  by  the  friends  of  the  bill. 

Would  any  member  of  the  body,  then,  blame  him  for 
the  surprise  be  had  experienced  when  he  found  a  prin- 
ciple of  distribution  incorporated  in  the  bill  entirely  at 
variance  with  the  rights  of  the  people  of  the  States,  as 
resulting  from  the  rate  of  representation  or  taxation 
established  by  our  common  constitution  of  government, 
when  he  found  this  body  made  an  element  in  the  rule  of 
distribution  of  that  money  which  bad  been  drawn  from 
the  people  of  the  States,  to  be  returned  to  them,  as  the 
pretence  was,  because  it  was  not  wanted  for\he  purpo- 
ses of  this  Government?  What  was  the  rule  of  repre- 
sentation of  the  States  here?  A  perfect  equality.  What 
was  the  representation  of  the  people  of  the  States,  and 
the  liabilities  for  taxation,  in  the  other  branch  of  this 
Legislature?  There  were  sixteen  States  which  would 
gain  by  the  rule  of  distribution  in  the  bill,  which  six- 
teen States  were  represented  in  the  popular  branch  of 
Congress  by  eighty-one  members;  while  there  were 
eight  States  which  would  lose  by  the  incorporation  of 
the  Senate  as  an  element  in  the  rule  of  disiribution; 
which  eight  States  were  represented  in  the  same  branch 
of  Congress  by  one  hundred  and  fifiy-nine  members. 
The  constitutional  rules  of  taxation  and  representation 
were  the  same;  were  both  based  upon  the  federal  mem- 
bers; and  in  neither  was  the  representation  in  the  Sen- 
ate an  clement. 


Would  it  be  said  that  this  was  not  a  proposed  distri- 
bution of  this  money  to  the  people  of  the  States,  but  a 
mere  investment  of  it?  Why  then  any  reference  to  the 
represeiktation  of  the  States  in  either  branch  of  Con- 
gress? And  much  more  emphatically,  why  this  refer- 
ence to  both,  while  a  simple  investment  in  securities  of 
the  same  character,  without  reference  to  the  principle 
of  distribution,  receives  but  four  votes  in  the  whole  body  ? 
Surely  no  one  will  have  the  hardihood  to  say,  in  answer  to 
these  inquiries,  that  the  disposition  intended  is  not  a  dis- 
tribution to  the  States  according  to  a  rule  which  is  intend- 
ed to  be  defended  as  just  and  equal.  In  this  sense, 
could  the  rule  of  distribution  be  defended  as  just,  as 
equal,  as  constitutional?  He  would  leave  the  answers  to 
these  questions  to  those  who  supported  the  bill  with 
this  provision  contained  in  it.  Fur  himself,  he  was  ready 
and  willing  to  say  that,  in  his  judgment,  if  a  power  exist- 
ed to  return  the  money  to  the  people  at  all,  the  exercise 
of  that  power  must  follow  the  rule  which  raised  the  mo- 
ney from  the  people  by  taxation,  or  from  that  fund  which 
they  held  in  common,  and  in  the  same  proportions  which 
govern  their  liability  to  taxation. 

Having  thus  explained  himself  as  to  the  provisions  and 
progress  of  the  bill,  he  was  content  to  rest  upon  the 
record  of  the  proceedings  upon  the  bill,  which  the  jour- 
nal of  the  Senate  would  show.  If,  in  resisting  ihis  divi- 
sion of  the  moneys  of  the  nation,  he  had  misrepresented 
his  immediate  constituents,  he  desired  that  they  should 
know  the  fact,  and  especiallyat  this  time,  when  it  would 
so  soon  be  in  their  power,  without  his  consent,  to  fill 
the  place  he  occupied  with  a  better  man.  If,  in  refu- 
sing to  yield  to  a  rule  of  distribution  which  does  them 
^great  injustice,  he  had  been  less  liberal  of  their  strict 
'^rights  than  they  would  wish  him  to  be,  he  was  equally 
anxious  that  they  should  be  advised  of  his  action,  and 
thus  have  it  in  their  power  to  redress  themselves  if  they 
have'  been  aggrieved. 

Mr.  W.  said  there  was  yet  a  question  which  he  had 
not  considered,  but  which  must  claim  his  principal  at- 
tention. He  had  hitherto  spoken  of  the  progress  of  this 
bill,  and  of  the  rule  of  disiribution  adopted  by  it.  He 
had  not  -spoken,  nor  did  he  intend  even  yet  to  speak,  of 
the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to  use  its  taxing 
power  to  collect  money  from  the  people  of  the  States, 
not  to  give  back  to  the  people  who  pay  the  taxes  but 
to  place  in  the  treasuries  of  the  States  without  interest. 
This  was  a  greafquestion,  which  he  hoped  the  people 
of  the  States  would  decide  without  argument  from  him, 
and  to  their  decision  he  would  most  cheerfully  submit. 
He  was  aware  he  might  be  answered  that  C(>ngress 
could  not  use  its  taxing  power  under  the  constitution  to 
raise  moneys  for  distribution  to  the  States,  and  that  the 
fact  that  the  money  was  in  the  Treasury  had  raised  a 
necessity  from  which  this  power  of  distribution  was  as- 
sumed. When  those  who  should  use  the  argument 
would  show  him  how  it  was  to  be  ascertained  that  the 
money  now  in  the  Treasury  was  not  raised  fur  distribu- 
tion, and  how  it  was  hereafter  to  be  shown  that  any  mo- 
ney in  the  Treasury  was  not  raised  for  distribution,  he 
would  enter  upon  a  further  argument  of  the  points;  until 
then  hewouldcontenthimsdf  with  saying  that  Congress 
could  possess  no  greater  and  no  less  powers  for  raising 
revenue  than  it  had  possessed  from  the  adoption  of  the 
constitution  to  the  present  time,  unless  the  provisions  of 
that  instrument,  upon  that  subject,  should  be  contracted 
or  enlarged.  The  question  to  which  he  referred,  and 
to  the  examination  of  which  he  asked  the  candid  and 
unprejudiced  attention  of  the  Senate,  was,  how  much 
money  would  remain  inthe  Treasury  on  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary next,  which  could  properly  be  termed  «*  surplus," 
not  required  to  answer  the  wants  of  this  Government, 
and,  therefore,  to  be  given  away  to  the  States?  lie  had 
taken  some  pains  to  inform  hiniself  upon  this  point,  and 
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the  best  information  he  could  obtain  shoald  be  given  to 
the  Senate. 

By  a  report  from  (he  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  made 
to  the  Senate  on  the  6th  day  of  June  instant,  the  amount 
of  money  in  the  Treasury  on  that  day,  subject  to  draft, 
was  $33,563,654;  and  in  consequence  of  the  late  passage 
oflhe  appropriation  bills,  and  the  rapid  payments  from  the 
Treasury  under  them,  that  amount,  over  and  above  the 
current  receipts,  is  now  reduced  to  less  than  $33,000,000. 

For  the  present  (Mr.  W.  said)  he  would  examine  the 
charges  now  existing,  and  likely  to  be  made,  upon  this 
sum;  and  what  were  they? 

1.  Balance  of  outstanding  appropriations  of 

the  last  year,    -     -  --  -  -$5,170,000 

2.  Permanent  appropriations  chargeable  up- 
on 1836,  viz: 

Pensions  under  the  act  of  7th  June, 

1832,  about    -  -  -  1,300,000 

Pensions  to  revolutionary  officers, 

per  act  of  15ch  May,  1828,  about   160,000 

Virginia  claims,  per'act  of  5th  July, 

1832,  about    -  -  .        52,000 

Gradual  improvement  of  the  navy,     500,000 

Arming  and  equipping  the  militia,     200,000 

Civiliration  of  the  Indians*  •      10,000 

Unclaimed  dividends  and  interest 
of  debt,  .  .  -      50,000 

Library  of  Congress,        -  -        1,000 

Three  per  cent,  to  new  States  from 

sales  of  lands,     -  -  500,000 

Proportion  of  French  indemnity 
payable  by  the  United  States,  be- 
ing part  of  the  amount  to  be  paid 
by  us  by  the  treaty,         .  -    225,000 


2,998,000 


3.  Appropriations  already  made  at 
the  present  session  of  Congress, 
vi«: 

Navy  bill,  about  - 

Civil  list,  - 

Supplement  to  civil  list,  about 

Army  bill, 

Seminole  war,     - 

District  of  Columbia  debt. 

Pensions,  -  -  . 

Payment  of  members  of  Con- 
gress, &c.         -  •  • 

Volunteer  army  bill. 

Creek  war,  ... 

Concurrent  resolutions  as  to  claims 
of  States  against  the   General 
'Government,  say 

Private  bills  and  miscellaneous  ap- 
propriations already  made,  not 
less  than  ... 

-19,215,882 
We,  then,  (Mr.  W.  said,)  had  certainty  so  far;  and  how 

did  the  account  stand?    The  money  in  the  Treasury  at 

our  last  accounts,  on  the  6th  day  of  June  instant,  was — 

$33,563,654 
There  were  then  appropriations  charged 

upon  it  as  follows: 

Outstanding      appropriations    of 

1835,  -  -  -  $5,170,000 
Permanent  appropriations  for  the 

service  of  1836,  -  -    2,998,000 

Appropriations  already  made  du- 
ring the  present  session  of  Con- 
gress,  towards    the  service  of 

1836,  .  -  -   19,215,882 

27,383,882 

Thus  leaving  a  balance  in  the  Treasury,  unap- 


$6,276,312 

-  2,767,981 

-  ,    71,770 
.  4.010,485 

-  2,120,000 
.    1,570,000 

455,454 

843,880 
300,000 
500,000 


200,000 


100,000 


propriated  on  the  6th  day  of  the  present 
month,  amounting  to  -  -  -6,179,772 

Since  that  time  the  Indian  annuity  bill  has 
passed,  and  become  a  law,  and,  including 
the  sums  for  the  removal  of  Indians,  ap- 
propriates about      -  -  -  -  1,800,000 

Which,  taken  from  the  above  balance  in  the 
Treasury,  will  leave  -  -  $4,379.772 

Mr.  W.  said  he  would  now  inquire,  as  briefly  as  was 
possible,  what  further  appropriations  remained  to  be 
made  for  the  present  year,  and  which  he  thought  all 
would  admit  must  be  made.  And  here  the  first  subject 
which  had  demanded  his  notice  was  the  Indian  treaties 
which  have  been  ratified  by  the  Senate  during  its  pres- 
ent session.  He  would  enumerate  but  two,  the  trea- 
ty with  the  Cherokeesand  with  the  Chippewas  and  Otta- 
was.  These  treaties  required  appropriations,  at  the 
least,  to  the  following  extents: 

The  Cherokee  treaty  to  the  amount  of        -  $5,600,000 
The   Chippewa  and   Ottawa  treaty  to  the 

amount  of  ....    1,500,000 

The  fortifications  bad  occupied  much  of  the 
attention  of  the  present  Congress,  but,  as 
yet,  nothing  had  been  appropriated  towards 
them.     The  Senate  had  sent  a  bill  to  the 
House,    providing    for  the    purchase  of 
sites,   and    the    commencement    of  new 
works,  and  appropriating  for  that  object 
about         .....    1,100,000 
A  bill  was  pending  before  the  House  to  pro- 
vide for  continuing  tlie  work  upon  the  ex- 
isting fortifications,  and  proposing  to  ap- 
propriate for  that  object  about    -  -    2,250,000 
A  bill  for  the  continuation  of  the  Cumberland 
road  had  been  sent  from  the  Senate  to  the 
House,  proposing  appropriations  for  that 
object  to  the  amount  of    •            ...       600,000 
Bills  were  before  the  two  Houses,  and  most  of 
them  had  passed  the  one  House  or  the 
other,  for  the  improvement  of  roads  in  the 
I'erritories,  amounting  to  about    -  -       150,000 
A  bill  had  come  from  the  House  to  the  Sen- 
ate to  provide  for  constructing  a  frontier 
road  along  the   western   frontier  of   the 
United  States,  and  appropriating  for  that 
object        .....       100,000 
Two  bills  which  usually  met  the  favorable 
action  of  Congress  at  every  session,  and 
more  especially  at  the  long  session,  the  one 
for  the  improvement  of  harbors  and  rivers, 
and  the   other  for  the  erection  of  light- 
houses, lightboats,  beacons,  buoys,  &c.,  are 
before  the  House,  proposing  to  appropri- 
ate for  tfiese  objects         ...    1,500,  000 
Provision  has  been  made  annually,  and  it  is 
presumed  will  be  made  this  year,  for  the 
compensation    of  custom-house   officers, 
which  calls  for  an  expenditure  of  about  -       200,000 
A  bill  is  now  before  the  House  to  provide  for 
the  increased  expenditures  at  the  mints, 
and  proposes  to  appropriate          -            -         50,000 
Further  appropriations  must  be  made  for  the 
Seminole  and  Creek  wars,  and  the  least 
sum  estimated  to  be  necessary  is    -            -   3,000,000 
The  estimated  amount  of  appropriations  by 
private   and  local    bills  not    enumerated 
above,  and  beyond  the  $100,000  included 
in  the  first  statement,  is    -            -            -    1,450,000 

This  presents  an  a, 
to   be  made,  a 


aggregate  of  appropriations 
i\\  of  which  are  supposed 
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to  be  to  some  extent  necessary,  and  even 
indispensable  to  the  public  interests,  equal 
to  .....  17,500,000 

Take  from  this  amount  tlie  above  balance  in 
the  Treasury,  after  deducting'  the  out- 
standing appropriations,  to  wit,   •  .   4,379,772 


And  there  will  remain,  to  be  charged  upon 
the  moneys  to  be  received  into  the  Treas- 
ury after  the  6th  day  of  June  instant,  the 
sum  of        ....  $13,120,228 


There  was  another  class  of  appropriations  of  a  public 
character,  which  he  thought  ought  to  pass,  and  he  hoped 
might  pass  before  the  adjournment  of  Congress.  One  of 
these  measures  was  the  filling  up  of  the  ranks  of  the  ar- 
my, and  which,  if  successful,  he  supposed  would  incur  an 
annual  expenditure  of  at  least  -  -  $1,000,000 

Several  bills  were  before  Congress  for  the 
erection  of  new  custom-houses,  some  of 
which,  and  especially  one  at  New  Or- 
leans, and  at  one  or  two  other  points,  he 
hoped  would  pass,  and  they  would  appro- 
priate about  ....  300,000 
Bills  were  before  Congress,  and  surely  ought 
to  pass,  for  rebuilding  the  Treasury  build- 
ings, and  there  was  asked  for  that  object, 
for  the  present  year,  -  .  -  250,000 
A  bill  was  also  now  before  the  Senate  recom- 
mending the  erection  of  a  fire-proof  build* 
ingfor  the  Patent  Office,  and  proposing  to 
appropriate  for  that  object  something  more 

than 100,000 

Several  bills  were  before  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  to  provide  for  the  erection  of 
new  marine  hospitals,  and  he  supposed 
some  of  them  would  meet  our  favorable  ac- 
tion. He  had  estimated  that  the  appro- 
priations for  these  objects  would  be  50,000 
Bills  were  before  Congress  to  remit  the  du- 
ties upon  goods  destroyed  by  fire  in  the 
original  packages,  many  of  which  he 
thought  ought  to  pass,  and  would  appro- 
priate, if  they  did  pass,  at  the  least,  -  1,100,000 
A  bill  is  now  before  Congress  proposing  to 
advance  the  unpaid  indemnities  under  the 
treaties  with  France  and  Naples.  This 
bill  would  be  eminently  calculated,  to  its 
extent,  to  relieve  the  present  mercantile 
pressure,  and  ought  to  pass.  It  would  ap- 
propriate about  ....  4,000,000 
A  bill  has  passed  the  Senate,  and  been  sent 
to  the  House,  to  purchase  the  remaining 
stock  held  by  private  stockholders  in  the 
Louisville  and  Portland  Canal  Company, 
and  appropriating  for  that  object             -      750,000 

Here,  then,  is  a  further  amount,  unprovided 
for,  except  by  future  receipts    into  the 


Treasury,  of 

Add  to  this  the  balance  unprovided  for  ex- 

cept  by  future  receipts  into  the  Treasury, 

as  shown  by  the  result  of  the  last  prece- 


7,550,000 


ding  calculation,     - 


-13,120,228 


And  we  have  an  amount  of   existing  and 
probable  appropriations,  beyond  any  means 


now  in  the  Treasury,  equal  to 


-$20,670,228 


Mr.  W«  said  he  did  not  say  that  these  appropriations 
would  all  be  made.  He  did  not  believe  they  would  all 
be  made;  but  he  had  intended  to  select,  with  care  and 
caution,  such    only    as    were  presented  to  Congress 


with  strong  claims;  of  many  of  them  he  could  say  with 
claims  which  seemed  to  him  almost,  if  not  altogeth- 
er, irresistible.  He  would  then  ask  gentlemen  who 
disputed  his  conclusifms  to  point  out  the  important  bills 
he  iiad  enumerated,  which  would  not  and  ought  not  to 
pass.  Fie  had  given  particular  reference  to  the  meas- 
ures, and  he  hoped  they  would  put  their  finger  upon 
those  which  they  would  oppose. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  the  Senator  had  made  use  of  the 
best  of  all  possible  arguments  for  preserving  the  surplus. 
No  Senator  had  estimated  the  whole  surplus  at  the  end 
of  the  year,  including  the  $7,000,000  in  the  United 
States  Bank,  and  exclusive  of  the  year's  expendttures, 
at  less  than  $66,000,000.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
had  earnestly  endeavored  to  prove  that  the  expenditures 
of  this  year  of  this  administration  would  amount  to  this 
$66,000,000.  Mr.  C.  made  a  solemn  appeal  to  Sena- 
tors, whether  they  were  prepared  to  rise  so  soon  from 
an  annual  Government  expenditure  of  $12,000,000, 
then  deemed  prodigal,  to  the  enormous  sum  of  $66,000,- 
000,  and  that  in  a  time  of  profound  peace.  There 
could  possibly  be  no  stronger  arguntent  in  favor  of 
taking  care  of  the  surplus.  Mr.  C.  made  a  comparison 
between  the  State  stock  and  State  d^posite  projects^ 
and  drew  the  obvious-  deductions  tn  favor  of  tlie  latter, 
expressing  his  satisfaction  at  the  great  unanimity  of  the 
Senate  on  the  subject,  and  his  belief  that  but  for 
the  opposition  from  the  Senator  from  New  York  the  vote 
would  have  been  unanimous. 

Mr.  WALKER  followed  Mr.  Calhouit. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  he  had  risen  for  the  purpose 
of  slating,  as  briefly  as  he  could,  some  of  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  him  to  vote  for  the  engrossment  of 
this  bill,  and  which  should  govern  his  vote  upon  its 
final  passage.  He  wished  to  place  them  distinctly  be- 
fore his  constituents,  so  that  they  might  decide  upon  the 
propriety  of  his  conduct.  He  should  have  given  a  silent 
vote  upon  the  question;  but  the  unexpected  debate  which 
had  arisen  to-day  upon  the  final  passage  of  the  bill 
rendered  some  explanation,  upon  his  part,  necessary. 

What,  sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  is  the  true  nature  of  this  ques- 
tion, in  the  form  in  which  it  now  presents  itself  to  tlie 
Senate?  To  state  it  correctly  is  at  once  to  answer  aH 
the  arguments  which  have  been  urg^d  against  the  bill. 
If  we  were  to  infer  what  the  question  was  from  the 
remarks  of  my  friend  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Walkxr,] 
we  might  be  induced  to  believe  that  this  bill  proposes  a 
donation,  not  only  of  the  present,  but  of  every  future 
surplus  in  the  Treasury,  to  the  several  States:  to  use  his 
own  language,  that  we  are  now  about  dividing  the  spoils 
among  the  people.  Can  any  thing  be  more  remote 
from  a  correct  statement  of  the  case  I  This  bill  pro- 
vides merely  for  a  deposite  of  the  public  money  with 
the  States;  not  for  a  donation  of  it  to  them.  In  its  terms 
and  in  its  spirit,  it  proposes  nothing  more  than  to  make 
the  State  treasuries  the  depositories  of  a  portion  of  the 
public  money,  instead  of  the  deposite  banks.  If  the 
States  should  derive  incidental  advantages  from  the  use 
of  this  money,  without  interest,  the  deposite  banks  have 
heretofore  used  it,  and,  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill, 
will  continue  to  use  it,  upon  the  very  same  terms,  to  the 
extent  of  one  fourth  of  their  capitals.  Surely  no  Senator 
upon  this  floor  can  complain  of  the  benefits  which  may 
be  conferred  upon  the  Slates  by  the  adoption  of  this 
measure. 

In  discussing  this  subject  I  shall  imitate  the  example 
of  my  friend  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Wrisbt,]  and  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate  a  concise  history  of  the  progress  of 
that  portion  of  the  bill  which  relates  to  the  deposite  of 
the  public  money  with  the  States.  Its  features  have 
been  very  much  changed,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  has 
been  greatly  improved,  since  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Calhouh]  presented  his  original  proposi- 
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tion.  That  gentleman  had  proposed  to  deposite  the 
annual  accruing  surplus  in  the  Treasury,  until  the  year 
1B42,  with  the  several  States,  without  making  any  pro- 
vision that  they  should  issue  certificates  for  these  de- 
posttes,  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury.  Before  this  money  or  any  portion  of  it 
could  be  recalled,  his  amendment  required  that  a  special 
act  of  Congress  should  be  passed  for  that  purpose;  and 
that  six  months  notice  must  be  given  to  the  States  prior 
to  the  payment  of  any  instalment.  This  would  have 
been,  in  effect,  a  system  to  distribute  the  surplus  revenue 
in  the  Treasury  among  the  States  for  a  period  of  six 
years.  I  need  not  again  state  my  objections  to  this  prop- 
osition, having  urged  them  at  some  length  upon  a 
former  occasion,  before  the  appointment  of  the  select 
committee.  It  is  sufficient  now  to  say,  that  to  my  own 
mind  they  were  conclusive. 

Next  came  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr.  WsBSTER.]  In  one  important  particular 
it  had  removed  the  objections  to  which  that  of  the  Sena- 
or  from  South  Carolina  was  exposed.  It  proposed  but 
a  single  operation,  and  was  confined  to  the  money  which 
might  be  in  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  the  present  year. 
Under  it,  however,  the  States  were  not  required  to 
issue  certificates  of  deposite,  nor  could  tlie  money  de- 
posited with  them  be  applied  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
IVeastiry  to  the  payment  of  our  current  appropriations, 
without  a  previous  act  of  Congress  for  that  purpose.  In 
these  particulars  it  was  essentially  the  same  with  the 
proposition  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  Those 
features  were  still  wanting  which  could  alone  fairly  give 
to  the  transaction  the  character  of  a  deposite.  The 
sums  thus  deposited  could  not  have  been  used  as  ready 
money,  always  at  hand,  whenever  they  might  be  required 
by  the  wants  of  the  Treasury.  Without  some  provision 
to  remove  this  objection,  I  could  not  have  voted  even 
for  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
although-in  one  respect  it  received  my  cordial  approba- 
tion. The  overflowing  condition  of  the  Treasury  presents 
an  extraordinary  spectacle,  not  only  in  our  own  history, 
but  in  that  of  all  other  countries.  The  present  bill  is  the 
medicine,  and  ought  not  to  be  converted  into  the  daily 
bread,  of  the  constitution.  It  ought  to  be  confined,  as 
the  Amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  had 
proposed,  to  the  existing  evil,  and  ought  not  to  extend 
to  future  years.  It  was  one  of  those  cases  in  which 
futurity  ought  to  be  left  to  provide  for  itself. 

In  this  state  of  the  question  the  whole  subject  was  re- 
ferred to  the  select  committee.  They  had  advanced 
one  step  further  towards  making  the  bill  purely  one  of 
deposite.  After  deciding  against  the  system  of  continu- 
ing to  deposite  the  surphis  with  the  States  until  the  year 
1843,  and  in  favor  of  restricting  it  to  the  money  in  the 
Treasury  at  the  conclusion  of  the  present  year,  they  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  a  provision  requiring  the  States 
which  might  receive  the  money  to  issue  certificates  of 
deposite,  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  A  previous  act  of  Congress  however,  still  re- 
mained necessary  before  these  certificates  could  be  used. 

As  a  member  of  the  select  committee,  1  endeavored  to 
obviate  this  objection.  Before  that  committee  I  made 
an  unsuccessful  motion  of  a  character  similar  to  that 
which  has  been  since  adopted  by  the  Senate,  on  the  mo- 
tion of  my  friend  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Tallmados.] 
A  necessity  no  longer  exists  for  a  special  act  of  Congress, 
before  these  certiBcates  of  deposite  can  be  used  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  purpose  of  diacliarging 
the  appropriations  made  by  Congress. 

What,  then,  (said  Mr.  B  ,)  is  the  true  nature  of  the 
meature  now  before  the  Senate^  It  is  a  deposite  with 
the  States  in  form,  and  a  deposite  in  effect.  It  is  no 
distribution-*no  gifl  of  the  public  money.  The  bill  re- 
quires the  Slates  receiving  the  money  to  deliver  to  the 


Secretary  of  the  Treasury  certificates  of  deposite  for  such 
amounts,  and  in  such  form  as  he  may  prescribe,  payable 
to  the  United  States  or  their  assigns;  and,  without  any 
direction  from  Congress,  he  is  authorized  to  sell  and 
assign  these  certificates,  ratably,  in  proportion  to  the 
sums  received,  and  thus  convert  them  into  money  when- 
ever it  shall  become  necessary  for  the  payment  of  any  of 
the  appropriations  made  by  Congress.  These  certificates, 
which,  after  their  assignment,  wilt  bear  an  interest  of 
five  per  cent,  per  annum,  are  to  all  intents  and  purposes 
so  much  money  in  the  Treasury.  They  are  as  good; 
nay,  they  are  far  better,  because  they  are  much  more 
secure,  than  the  best  bank  notes  in  the  country.  Within 
the  period  of  a  single^  day,  they  will  always  command 
gold  and  silver,  if  that  be  required,  in  any  of  our  large 
commercial  cities.  Do  not  assignable  certificates  of  de- 
posite in  solvent  banks  circulate  from  hand  to  hand  as 
money  thrwighout  the  commercial  world?  And  when 
the  faith  of  the  sovereign  States  of  this  Union  is  solemnly 
pledged  upon  their  very  face  for  the  redemption  of 
these  certificates,  are  we  still  to  be  told  that  this  is  a 
mere  donation  of  the  public  money  to  these  States?  Un- 
der this  bill  Congress  may  still  proceed  to  make  appro- 
priations precisely  as  they  would  have  done  had  it  never 
passed,  with  a  perfect  assurance  that  they  will  be  satis- 
fied as  promptly  and  as  certainly  as  though  the  whole 
surplus  should  remain  where  it  now  is,  with  the  deposite 
banks. 

How  any  constitutional  objection  can  arise  to  this  dis- 
position of  the  public  money,  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
conceive.  In  order  to  maintain  such  an  objection,  gen- 
tlemen must  establish  the  position  that  Congress  do  not 
possess  the  power  of  depositing  the  public  money  where 
they  think  proper.  This  would,  indeed,  be  a  Hercu- 
lean task. 

There  is  one  view  of  this  subject  which  ought  not  to 
escape  attention.  It  is  always  embarrassing,  and  may 
become  dangerous,  to  establish  the  relation  of  debtor 
and  creditor,  for  large  amounts,  between  the  States  and 
the  United  States.  The  present  bill  avoids  this  dIfHculty. 
The  moment  it  becomes  necessary  to  use  these  certifi- 
cates of  deposite,  that  moment  they  pass  by  assignment 
into  the  hands  of  individuals,  who  thus  become  the 
creditors  of  the  several  States,  instead  of  the  General 
Government.  Such  individuals  will  hold  these  certifi- 
cates  as  they  would  hold  any  other  certiBcates  of  a  simi- 
lar character  issued  by  the  States,  and  the  General 
Government  will  cease  any  longer  to  have  any  connexion 
with  those  States  in  the  character  of  a  creditor. 

I  admit,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  some  danger  exists  that  thii 
bill,  restricted  as  it  is  to  the  money  which  will  be  in  the 
Treasury  at  the  end  of  the  present  year,  may  be  drawn 
into  precedent  for  the  purpose  of  sanctioning  annual  de- 
positcs,  and,  afterwards,  annual  distributions  of  the 
surplus  revenue.  Such  a  system  would  be  hostile  to  the 
correct  and  efficient  administration  of  this  Government. 
It  would  naturally  create  some  bias  in  our  mind  against 
appropriations  for  the  beneBt  of  the  Union,  in  order  that 
the  dividends  of  our  own  State  might  thereby  be  in- 
creased. This  danger,  however,  is  but  future  and  con- 
tingent. It  is  an  evil  within  our  own  control.  We  may, 
I  hope,  safely  trust  ourselves;  still  I  consider  the  biil» 
amended  as  it  has  been,  but  a  choice  of  evils.  It  is  far 
from  being  the  mode  of  disposing  of  the  surplus  which 
I  should  have  selected.     But  let  that  pass. 

What  are  the  evih,  on  the  other  hand,  which  we  shall 
avoid  by  the  adoption  of  this  measure?  If  they  are 
greater  and  much  more  alarming  than  the  dangers  which 
we  should  encounter  f^om  its  passage,  it  Is  the  part  of 
wisdom  to  pass  the  bill.  It  is  perfectly  clear  either  that  we 
must  adopt  this  mea^urefOr  leave  all  the  public  money 
in  the  deposite  banks.  Tbere  is  no  other  alternative. 
The  one  thing  or  the  other  must  be  done. 
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There  are,  at  present,  thirty^iz  of  these  deposite 
banks;  and  the  agg^ref^ate  announl  of  public  money  in 
their  possession,  at  the  date  of  the  last  returns,  was  be- 
tween thirty-three  and  thirty-four  millions  of  dollars. 
This  sum  has  since  been  daily  increasing  with  the  daily 
flow  of  money  into  the  Treasury.  ]  am  free  to  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  ptiblic  money  is  safe  in  their  posses- 
sion; yet  the  fact  neither  can  be  disguised,  nor  ought  to 
•  be  disguised,  that  the  Senate  has  felt  itself  under  the 
necessity,  but  against  my  vote,  of  striking  out  every 
provision  from  the  bill  which  required  them  to  keep  any 
fixed  proportion  of  specie  in  their  vaults.  We  could 
have  established  no  reasonable  standard  upon  this  sub- 
ject  which  would  not  have  deprived  a  number  of  these 
banks  of  the  publfc  deposites.  Hence  the  amount  of 
specie  to  be  kept  in  each  of  them  is  now  left  altogether 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  How- 
ever safe  the  public  money  may  be  in  these  banks,  it 
will  be  equally  secure,  to  say  the  least,  in  the  treasuries 
of  the  several  States.  In  the  opinion  of  the  people  it 
will  be  more  secure  there;  and  this,  of  itself,  is  a  matter 
of  great  importance  in  deciding  the  present  question. 

These  deposite  banks  are  Jocatea  chiefly, upon  our 
commercial  and  upon  our  western  frontiers.  This  arises 
from  the  circumstance,  that  the  receipts  into  the  Tiea»> 
ury  are  derived  from  two  grand  sources — the  customs 
and  the  sales  of  public  lands.  Vast  sums  of  public 
money  are  thus  accumulated  in  the  banks  of  our  com- 
mercial cities.  Who  are  chiefly  benefited  by  this  accu- 
mulation? Why,  sir,  the  stockholders  in  these  banks 
and  their  customers.  It  is  a  notorious  fact  that  the  banks 
discount  largely  upon  these  deposites.  It  is  both  their 
duty  and  their  interest  to  pursue  this  course.  Xheir 
profits,  and  the  dividends  to  their  stockholders,  are  thus 
greatly  increased.  But  what  benefits  do  my  constitu- 
ents in  the  interior  of  Pennsylvania  derive  from  the  use 
thus  made  of  their  own  money?  None,  none  whatever. 
Change  these  depositories  to  the  extent  proposed  by 
this  bill,  and  what  will  then  be  the  consequences?  The 
diflTusion  of  numerous  benefits  and  blessings  among  the 
people  of  the  several  States.  This  money,  now  used  by 
the  banks  for  the  benefit  of  their  stockholders,  will  be 
applied  by  the  State  Legislatures  to  promote  education 
and  internal  improvements.  It  will  shed  a  benign  influ- 
ence over  the  face  of  society,  and  will  confer  blessings 
upon  the  whole  people.  Its  benefits  will  no  longer  be 
confined  to  the  corporators  in  these  selected  institutions, 
but  will  be  as  extended  as  the  limits  of  the  republic. 
Besides,  this  money  will  always  be  ready  for  the  use  of 
the  Government,  whenever  the  necessities  of  the  country 
may  require  it.  The  mass  of  the  people  are  now  deeply 
impressed  with  a  conviction  of  these  truths.  They  are 
jealous  of  the  deposite  banks.  They  believe  that  undue 
advantages  are  conferred  upon  these  institutions  by  the 
action  of  the  Government.  I'he  public  mind  is  excited 
upon  the  subject;  and  the  only  practicable,  I  shall  not 
say  the  best,  mode  of  calming  and  tranquillizing  it,  will 
be  the  passage  of  the  present  bill. 

On  this  branch  of  the  question  I  shall  make  another 
remark.  If  I  were  capable  of  acting  merely  as  a  party 
man  upon  such  a  subject,  which  1  trust  1  am  not,  I  should 
say  to  my  political  friends,  adopt  this  measure.  It  has  been 
repeated  over  and  over  again,  that  the  present  administra- 
tion desire  to  retain  this  money  in  the  deposite  banks  in 
order  to  use  it  for  political  efl^ect.  This  charge,  it  is 
true,  is  perfectly  ridiculous.  It  is  well  known  that  all 
or  nearly  all  these  banks  are  governed  and  controlled  by 
our  political  enemies.  So  far  as  I  have  ever  been  in- 
formed, a  large  majority  of  their  stockholders  and  di- 
rectors are  opposed  to  the  present  administration.  I 
have  heard  of  but  one  of  these  banks  which  is  an  excep- 
tion, though  there  may  be  more.  Still  the  clamor  con- 
tinues, and  still  the  charge  is  made  that  we  desire  to 


keep  all  the  public  money  in  these  banks  for  the  pur- 
pose of  acquiring  political  influence.  A  deposite  of  this 
money  with  the  States  will  at  once  put  an  end  to  these 
unfounded  suspicions. 

I  might  speak  of  the  wild  and  extravagant  speculations 
e8peci»lly  in  public  lands  and  in  stocks,  which  have  been 
greatly  encouraged  and  promoted  by  the  immense  sums 
of  public  money  on  deposite  in  the  banks,  and  of  the  in- 
juries which  have  thus  been  inflicted  upon  the  country. 
But  I  forbear  at  present  from  doing  more  than  barely  to 
suggest  this  argument  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  the  bill. 
It  must  strike  every  mind. 

But  it  has  been  urged,  as  a  serious  objection  to  this 
measure,  that  the  money  never  will  be  required  from 
the  States  for  the  use  of  this  Government.  Does  it  not 
occur  to  gentlemen  that  upon  the  very  same  principle, 
if  this  bill  should  not  become  a  law,  it  will  never  be  re- 
quired from  the  deposite  banks'  And  if,  from  the  re- 
dundance of  our  revenue,  we  must  have  a  perpetual 
deposite,  is  it  not  more  just  and  more  politic,  in  every 
pomt  of  view,  that  this  deposite  should  be  made  where 
it  will  benefit  the  people  of  all  the  States,  than  where  its 
advantages  will  be  confined  to  the  stockholders  of  certain 
selected  banks? 

It  is  not  certain,  however,  that  a  portion  of  these  de- 
posites may  not  be  demanded  from  the  States  before  the 
close  of  the  next  year.  I  have  been  astonished  at  the 
statement  made'  by  my  friend  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
Wright,]  of  the  sums  already  appropriated,  and  which 
will  yet  probably  be  appropriated  during  the  present 
session  of  Congress.  If  this  statement  be  correct,  it  is 
highly  probable  that  the  unexpended  balance  of  these 
appropriations,  at  the  end  of  the  present  year,  may 
equal,  if  it  does  not  exceed,  the  highest  estimate  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Ewihg,]  and  amount  to  eigh- 
teen millions  of  dollars.  In  that  event,  this  sum  will  be 
a  charge  upon  the  current  revenue  for  the  year  1837, 
in  addition  to  the  current  expenses  of  that  year.  It  is, 
therefore,  far  from  being  certain  that  a  portion  of  the 
deposites  made  with  the  States  may  not  be  required  by 
the  Treasury  before  the  first  day  of  January,  1838.  This 
will  depend  upon  the  amount  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  during  the  year  1837.  Should  any  cause  arise 
greatly  to  reduce  this  source  of  income,  the  money  then 
in  the  Treasury  will  not  be  suflRcient  to  pay  the  current 
expenses  of  the  Government  during  that  year. 

In  any  thing  I  may  have  said,  I  did  not  intend  to  cast 
the  slightest  reflection  upon  the  conduct  of  the  deposite 
banks  towards.the  Government.  Far  from  it.  The  ex- 
periment, as  it  is  called,  has  not  failed.  These  banks 
have  made  all  the  necessary  transfers  of  public  money, 
and  have  conducted  the  business  of  the  Treasury  as  well 
as  it  has  ever  been  conducted  by  the  Bank  of  the  United 
Slates.  For  this  they  deserve  the  thanks  of  the  coun- 
try. I  wish  to  make  them  a  fair  and  liberal  compensa- 
tion for  their  services.  1  strongly  advocated  the  pro- 
vision which  now  constitutes  a  part  of  the  bill,  that  the 
sum  of  five  millions  of  dollars  should  be  deducted  from 
the  amount  in  the  Treasury  on  the  Ist  day  of  January 
next,  and  that  only  what  remained  should  be  deposited 
with  the  States.  These  five  millions  will,  of  course, 
continue  in  the  deposite  banks.  Besides,  the  amount 
to  be  deposited  with  the  States  will  be  drawn  from  the 
present  depositories  in  equal  quarterly  instalments;  and 
thus  they  will  experience  no  sudden  shock  in  their  bu- 
siness. They  will  have  ample  time  to  make  all  necessa- 
ry preparations  to  meet  these  payments. 

Before  I  conclude,  I  shall  advert  to  another  argument 
yofmy  friend  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Whight.]  That 
gentleman  objects  to  this  bill,  because  the  money  to  be 
deposited  with  the  States  is  not  in  proportion  to  the  fed- 
eviX  population  of  each,  according  to  the  last  census, 
but  in  proportion  to  the  compound  ratio  of  the  number 
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of  their  Senators  and  Representat'iTCS  in  Congress.  He 
asks,  why  should  we  adopt  a  different  rule  from  that  of 
direct  taxation,  in  our  distribution  of  these  deposites.^ 
The  answer  is  very  easy.  This  money  was  not 
raised  by  direct  taxation.  If  it  had  been,  it  should, 
undoubtedly,  be  returned  to  the  States  in  the  same  pro- 
portions it  had  been  received  from  them.  The  two 
grand  sources  from  which  we  have  derived  this  money, 
are  the  duties  upon  hnports,  and  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands. 

If  we  could  accurately  ascertain  the  federal  popula- 
tion of  the  different  Sutes  at  this  moment,  it  would 
present  the  just  standard  of  apportionment.     But  that 
is  impossible.    The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,] 
upon  the  discussion  of  the  land  bill,  had  proved,  con- 
clusively, that  the  new  States  in  the  West  have  increas- 
ed in  population  with  such  rapidity,  since  the  census  of 
1830,  when  compared  with  the  other  States,   that   it 
would   be  manifestly  unjust  to  apply  that  standard  to 
them.     Hence  his  bill  provided  that   they  should  each 
receive  ten  per  cent,  of  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales 
of  the  public  lands  within  their  limits,  before  any  dis- 
tribution should  be  made  of  the  remainder.     It  ought 
not  to  be  forgotten  in  this  argument  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  surplus  in  the  Treasury  has  proceed- 
ed from  the  sales  of  public  lands  within  these  very 
States.     The  truth  is  that,  whether  you  adopt  the  cen- 
sus of  1830,  or  the  number  of  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives in  Congress,  as  a  standard  of  apportionment,  you 
cannot  do  exact  justice.     You  must  either  be  unjubt  to 
the  new  States  in  the  West,  or  you  must  dcposite  a  lit- 
tle more  with  Delaware,  Rhode  Island,  and  some  of  the 
smaller  old  States,  than  they  are  entitled  to  receive.     It 
is  a  choice   of  difficulties  arising  from  the  necessity  of 
adopting  a  general  rule  on  the  subject.     I  do  not  be- 
lieve, therefore,  that  the  mode  of  apportionment  pro- 
posed by  the  bill  presents  a  sufficient  objection  against 
its  passage.     This  view  of  the  case  is  rendered  more  im- 
pressive by  the  consideration  that  the  bill  proposes  a 
mere  deposite  with  the  Slates,  and  not  a  donation  to 
them;    and   it  cannot   make    any   material    difference 
whether  one  State  shall  receive  a  few  thousand  dollars 
too  much  or  too  little  upon  deposite. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  his  regret  at  the  provi- 
sion introduced  into  the  bill  for  apportioning  the  State 
deposites  to  the  presidential  electors,  as  likely  to  pro- 
duce opposition  to  the  bill.  He  renounced  entirely  the 
principle  of  taxing  for  distribution,  and  represented  the 
case  of  the  present  surplus  as  a  now  unavoidable  emer- 
gency. He  said  the  bill  would  be  inoperative  if  there 
should  be  no  surplus,  and  could,  in  that  case,  do  neither 
harm  nor  good;  though,  if  there  could  be  occasion  fur 
Mr.  Wbight's  State  stock  project,  there  was  the  same 
occasion  for  this  bill.  He  made  an  estimate,  in  detail, 
of  the  expenditures  of  the  year,  which  went  to  show 
that  Mr.  Wrioht's  estimate  had  been  at  least  doubly 
too  large.  He  expressed  his  congratulations  to  the 
country  at  the  success  which  had  attended  this  measure 
in  the  Senate,  and  his  belief  that  it  woidd  substantially 
relieve  the  pressure  upon  the  community. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  and  said  (hat,  abput  this  time  two 
years  ago,  the  Senate  was  engaged  in  proclaiming  the 
danger  of  a  bankrupt  Treasury,  and  in  proving  to  the  peo- 
ple that  utter  ruin  must  ensue  from  the  removal  of  the  de- 
posites from  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  same 
Senate,  'nothing  abated  in  confidence  from  the  failure 
of  former  predictions,  is  now  engaged  in  celebrating  the 
prosperity  of  the  country,  and  proclaiming  a  surplus  of 
forty,  and  fiRv,  and  sixty  millions  of  dollars  in  that  same 
Treasury,  which  so  short  a  time  since  they  thought  was 
l^ing  to  be  bankrupt.  Both  occupations  are  equally 
unfortunate.  Our  Treasury  is  in  no  more  danger  of 
bursting  from  distensioD  no«',  than  it  was  of  collapsing 


from  depletion  then.  The  ghost  of  the  panic  was  dri- 
ven from  this  chamber  in  May,  1834,  by  the  report  of 
Mr.  Taney,  showing  that  all  the  sources  of  the  national 
revenue  were  in  their  usual  rich  and  bountiful  condition, 
and  that  there  was  no  danger  of  bankruptcy.  The 
speech  and  statement,  so  brief  and  perspicuous,  just 
delivered  by  the  Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Wbioht,] 
will  perform  th^  same  office  upon  the  distribution  spirit, 
by  showing  that  the  appropriations  of  the  session  will 
require  nearly  as  much  money  as  the  public  Treasury 
will  be  found  to  contain.  The  present  exaggerations 
about  the  surplus  will  have  their  day,  as  the  panic 
about  an  empty  Treasury  had  its  day;  and  time,  which 
corrects  all  things,  will  show  the  enormity  of  these  er- 
rors which  excite  the  public  mind,  and  stimulate  the 
public  appetite,  for  a  division  of  forty,  fifty,  and  sixty 
millions  of  surplus  treasure. 

[  have  several  objections,  said  Mr.  H.,  to  this  measure; 
and  the  first  is,  that  two  distinct  subjects  are  conjoined 
in  the  same  bill.  One  part  of  the  bill  is  to  regulate 
the  keeping  of  the  public  money  in  the  local  banks;  the 
other  part,  under  the  disguise  of  a  deposite,  is  to  qnake 
a  distribution  of  the  public  money  among  the  several 
Stales.  The  law  of  Parliament  (and  that  law  is  founded 
in  equity  and  wisdom)  forbids  ihe  junction  of  different 
subjects  in  the  same  bill;  it  requires  tiiem  to  be  disjoin- 
ed, and  each  subject  put  into  a  bill  by  itself,  whenever 
the  diversity  and  incongruity  is  delected.  The  incon- 
gruity in  this  bill  is  easily  detected,  and  was  early  ob- 
jecled  to.  It  was  objected  to  on  the  second  reading,  a 
vote  taken,  and  a  decision  had,  according  to  what  was 
right  and  proper.  That  vote  was  in  favor  of  disjunction. 
Tiie  two  subjects  were  di.sjuined,  and  a  committee  was 
directed  to  put  them  into  separate  bills.  This  was  in 
the  afternoon,  too  late  for  the  accomplishment  of  the 
order  that  evening;  a  night  intervened;  new  lights  broke 
upon  the  minds  of  Senators;  the  vote  of  disjunction  was 
reversed;  and  the  divorced  subjects  were  solemnrly  reu- 
nited. What  was  done  by  a  majority  of  three  in  the 
evening,  was  reversed  by  a  majority  of  one  in  tke 
morning. 

That  these  subjects  are  of  different  natures,  admit  of 
different  decisions,  and  may  be  acted  upon  at  different 
times,  is  perfectly  clear  from  a  view  of  their  provisions. 
One  is  a  general  and  permanent  law— the  other  a  special 
and  temporary  arrangement.  One  requires  immediate 
action — the  other  ought  not  to  be  acted  upon  until  all 
the  appropriations  are  made.  One  is  to  take  effect  in. 
stanter — the  other  not  till  next  year.  One  is  what  it 
professes  to  be,  a  regtdation  of  the  deposites— the  other 
is  what  it  docs  not  profess  to  be,  a  distribution  of  the 
revenue.  Either  may  pass,  and  have  a  perfect  opera- 
tion, without  the  aid  of  the  other.  Either  may  be  re- 
jected, and  no  detriment  ensue  to  the  other.  One  may 
be  postponed  to  the  next  session  without  inconvenience 
to  any  interest,  and  willi  positive  advantage  to  the  action 
of  Congress  upon  it— the  other  cannot  be  postponed 
witliout  offence  to  the  public  mind,  injury  to  the  public 
service,  and  dereliction  of  our  legislative  duty.  Against 
the  conjunction  of  subjects  so  di:>similur  conscience  re- 
volts, correct  feeling  rebels,  and  parliamentary  law  has 
planted  its  cannon.  ^  It  is  in  vain  to  call  it  a  deposite 
with  the  States.  The  abuse,  perversion,  misapplication, 
and  violiilion  of  language,  in  calling  that  which  is  a  dis- 
tribution to  the  Slates  a  deposite  wit!i  the  Stales,  can 
neither  filler  the  tiling  nor  conceal  its  design;  and  the 
attempt  to  coerce  support,  deter  opposition,  or  involve 
in  odium,  by  joining  a  measure  of  qiie.<itionabIe  propriety 
with  one  of  acknowledged  expediency,  might  be  lost 
upon  some,  if  not  on  all. 
.  f  have  some  objections  to  the  deposite  bill  proper,  as 
it  now  stands;  but  they  are  objections  of  detail,  and  such 
as  would  admit  of  remedy,  and  might  have  been  easily 
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obviated,  had  it  not  been  for  the  impatience  of  the 
majority  to  pass  the  bill  as  it  is.  One  of  these  ob- 
jf>ctions  is  to  the  clause  which  confers  authority  on 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  establish  branches  of 
the  State  banks,  under  the  name  of  agencies,  in  the 
States  which  have  no  banks;  that  is  to  say,  in  the  State 
of  Missouri  I  it  being  well  known  to  every  body  that 
Missouri  is  the  only  State  in  the  Union  which  finds  it- 
self in  the  category  which  the  conferring  of  the  author- 
ity implies.  To  the  investiture  of  this  authority  in  any 
ofHcer,  or  the  exercise  of  such  authority  by  any  Con- 
gress, I  wholly  object;  and  that  for  numerous  and  cogent 
reasons.  Congress  has  no  authority  to  establish  banks 
within  the  States;  much  less  to  intrude  upon  a  State  the 
branch  of  a  bank  from  another  Slate.  It  is  an  interfe- 
rence with  the  domestic  policy  of  a  State  to  do  so,  and 
compelling  her  to  have  a  bank  against  her  will.  It  is  a 
deprivation  to  the  State  of  one  of  her  sovereign  powers; 
for,  by  virtue  of  her  right  to  regulate  her  internal  af- 
fairs, she  can  exclude  all  moneyed  and  banking  agencies 
from  her  borders,  by  her  own  legislation,  as  many  States 
have  done;  but  in  this  case  her  legislation  would  not  be 
sovereign,  like  that  of  other  States  upon  the  same  point, 
but  would  be  subordinate  to  the  decision  of  the  federal 
Judiciary;  for,  the  agency  being  established  under  a  law 
of  Congress,  it  would  bring  the  action  of  the  State  law, 
and  the  decision  of  the  Stale  courts,  under  the  control- 
ling sceptre  of  the  federal  judges.  It  is  an  apparent 
surrender  of  the  constitutional  objection  to  a  Bank  of 
the  United  States;  for  if  it  is  admitted  that  State  banks 
are  indispensably  necessary  to  the  Federal  Government, 
then  it  follows  that  the  Federal  Government  may  pro- 
vide for  its  own  necessities,  without  being  dependant  on 
the  States.  Tl»e  Secretary  is  not  limited  in  the  choice 
of  the  banks  whose  agencies  he  may  establish  in  Mis- 
souri; and  some  Secretary,  not  the  present  one,  might 
refresh  whigism  in  thei  State  by  sending  us  a  limb  from 
the  Pennsylvania  United  Slates  Bank,  or  a  scion  from 
some  one  of  the  litter,  founded  on  paper  and  property, 
now  in  the  process  of  renewed  incorporation  in  this  opu- 
lent and  bank-bearing  Dibtrict. 

The  consent  of  the  State  is  not  required  to  the  admis- 
sion of  this  agency,  although  at  the  very  last  session  of 
her  Legislature,  as  at  preceding  sessions,  she  refused  to 
charter  a  bank  for  herself.  Finally,  this  provision  goes 
to  legalize  the  establishment  of  an  agency  of  an  Ohio 
bank  in  the  town  of  St.  Louiv,  now  in  operation  there 
as  a  bank  of  discount  and  deposite  and  of  circulation; 
when  the  utmost  argument  in  favor  of  the  federal  ne- 
cessities would  not  extend  beyond  a  bank  of  deposite 
only.  That  agency  was  established  in  St.  Louis  without 
my  knowledge  or  consent,  and  without  the  consent  of 
the  State  Legislature.  The  right  of  the  Legislature  to 
expel  it  would  be  complete  if  this  law  was  not  passed: 
if  it  passes,  then  the  statute  of  the  State  will  be  liable  to 
the  same  revision  and  reversal  which  took  place  on  the 
Virginia  statute  in  the  case  of  Cohen  and  Uie  lottery  tick- 
ets. Having  mentioned  the  agency  at  St.  Louis,  I  deem  it 
right  to  add  that  the  officers  who  have  charge  of  it  have 
shown  every  disposition  to  deserve  the  good  will  of  the 
inhabitants,  and  to  promote  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  diffusion  of  gold. 

The  other  part  of  the  deposite  bill  proper  to  which 
I  object,  ts  the  want  of  a  clause  requiring  the  deposite 
banks  to  keep  on  hand  a  certain  amount  of  specie,  bear- 
ing some  reasonable,  avenge,  fixed  proportion  to  their 
immediate  liabilities.  The  bill  was  drawn  with  such  a 
clauses  but  it  was  the  will  of  the  majority  to  strike  it  out, 
and  to  substitute  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  the  time  being  for  the  proposed  legal 
enactment.  The  proportion  of  specie  on  hand,  in  the 
several  deposite  banks,  is  now  to  be  whatever  ma)  be  | 
satisfactory  to  the  officer  at  the  head  of  the  Treasury.  I 


To  this  I  object;  because,  without  reference  to  the 
opinions  of  any  Secretary,  I  hold  it  to  be  a  case  in  which 
the  inflexible  rule  of  law,  and  not  the  variable  dictate  of 
individual  discretion,  should  prevail.  It  concerns  the 
currency  of  the  country,  and  law  should  govern  the 
currency.  It  is  a  case  in  which  discretion  is  subordinate 
to  systems,  as  well  as  to  personal  temperament.  A  hard- 
money  Secretary  would  require  a  heavy  proportion  of 
specie;  a  paper-system  Secretary  would  be  content  with 
a  very  light  proportion.  Besides,  some  of  the  deposite 
banks  need  regulation  upon  this  point  at  present.  Some 
of  them  are  far  in  arrear  of  what  would  be  deemed  a 
safe  proportion  of  specie,  and  threatening  the  Treasury 
with  another  edition  of  <*  unavailable  funds."  As  a  whole, 
they  are  far  behind  the  point  of  specie  responsibility  at 
wliich  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  stood  at  the  lime 
of  the  removal  of  the  deposites,  though  some  are  up  to 
that  mark,  or  above  it;  but,  as  a  whole,  (and  it  is  in  that 
point  of  view  that  the  public  is  concerned,)  they  are  far 
behind  it.  On  the  first  day  of  October,  1833,  when  the 
deposites  were  removed,  the  immediate  liabilities  of  the 
United  States  Bank,  in  public  and  private  deposites,  and 
in  its  circulation,  were  $37,105,465,  and  the  specie  on 
hand  was  $10,663,441;  being  at  the  rate  of  more  than 
one  to  four. 

At  the  close  of  the  last  month,  which  is  the  date  of 
the  latest  returns  of  the  deposite  banks,  their  immediate 
liabilities  in  the  same  items — public  and  private  depos- 
ites, and  circulation— was  $84,401,880,  and  the  gold 
and  silver  on  hand  was  $10,202,245;  being  at  the  rate 
of  less  than  one  to  eight.  This,  certainly,  is  a  progress 
In  the  wrong  direction  for  us,  who  have  undertaken  to 
strengthen  the  gold  and  silver  foundations  of  the  cur- 
rency. It  is  travelling  on  the  wrong  end  of  the  road, 
and  that  rather  fast.  The  rejection  from  the  bill  of  the 
clause  which  was  intended  to  hold  the  deposite  banks  up 
to  the  possession  of  a  certain  fixed  proportion  of  specie, 
looks  like  an  abandonment  of  our  hard -money  profes- 
sions, and  a  relapsing  tendency  into  the  wide  and  bottom- 
less ocean  of  paper.  It  is  certainly  a  great  decline 
from  the  doctrines  of  President  Jackson's  message  of 
December  last — ^those  doctrines  which  were  then  hailed 
with  approbation  by  an  immense  majority  of  the  Ameri- 
can people,  and  received  as  landmarks  in  the  whole  demo- 
cratic camp,  and  in  which  the  President  expressly  treat- 
ed the  regulation  of  the  deposites  as  the  regulation  of 
the  currency,  and  looked  to  the  increased  circulation  of 
gold  and  silver,  and  the  suppression  of  all  bank  notes 
under  twenty  dollars,  as  two  of  the  great  results  which 
were  to  flow  from  the  connexion  of  the  federal  Treas- 
ury with  the  local  banks,  and  the  consequent  influence 
of  the  Government  over  the  currency.    Hear  his  words: 

**  Connected  with  the  condition  of  the  finances,  and 
the  flourishing  state  of  the  country  in  all  its  branches  of 
industry,  it  is  pleasing  to  witness  the  advantages  which 
have  already  been  derived  from  the  recent  laws  regula- 
ting the  value  of  the  gold  coinage.  These  advantages 
will  be  more  apparent  in  the  course  of  the  next  year 
when  the  branch  mints  authorized  to  be  established  in 
North  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Louisiana,  shall  have  gone 
into  operation.  Aided,  as  it  is  hoped  they  will  be,  by 
further  reforms  in  the  banking  systems  of  the  States,  and 
by  judicious  regulations  on  the  part  of  Congress,  in 
relation  to  the  custody  of  the  public  moneys,  it  may  be 
confidently  anticipated  that  the  use  of  gold  and  silver  as 
a  circulating  medium  will  become  general  in  the  ordi- 
nary transactions  connected  with  the  labor  of  the  country. 
The  great  desideratum  in  modern  times  is  an  efficient 
check  upbn  the  power  of  banks,  preventing  that  exces- 
sive issue  of  paper  whence  arise  those  fluctuations  in  the 
standard  of  vahie  which  render  uncertain  the  rewards  of 
labor."  •  ♦  ♦  ♦  •Mthas  been  seen  that,  without 
the  agency  of  a  great  moneyed  monoply,  the  revenue 
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can  be  collected,  iinri  conveniently  and  safely  applied  to 
all  the  purposes  of  the  public  expenditure.  It  is  also 
ascertained  that,  instead  of  being"  necessarily  made  to 
promote  the  evils  of  an  unchecked  paper  system,  the 
managferoent  of  the  revenue  can  be  made  auxiliary  to  the 
reform  which  the  Legislatures  of  several  of  the  States 
have  already  commenced  in  regard  to  the  suppression  of 
•mall  bills,  and  which  has  only  lo  be  fostered  by  proper 
regulations  on  the  part  of  Congress  to  secure  a  practical 
return,  to  the  extent  required  for  the  security  of  the 
currency,  to  the  constitutional  medium."  •  •  *  ♦ 
••The  collection  and  custody  being  a  source  of  credit  to 
them,  will  increase  the  security  which  the  States  pro- 
vide for  a  ftiithful  execution  of  their  trusts,  by  multiply- 
ing the  scrutinies  to  which  their  operations  and  accounts 
will  be  subjected.  Thus  disposed,  as  well  from  interest 
as  the  obligation  of  their  charters,  it  cannot  be  doubted 
that  such  conditions  as  Congress  may  sec  (it  to  adopt 
respecting  the  deposites  in  these  institutions,  with  a 
view  to  the  gradual  disuse  of  the  small  bills,  will  be 
cheerfully  complied  with;  and  that  we  shall  soon  gain, 
in  place  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  a  practical 
reform  of  the  whole  paper  system  of  the  country.  If, 
by  this  policy,  we  can  ultimately  witness  the  suppres- 
sion of  all  bank  bills  below  twenty  dollars,  it  is  apparent 
>hRt  gold  and  silver  will  take  their  place,  and  become 
the  principal  circulating  medium  in  the  common  busi- 
ness of  the  country.  The  attainment  of  such  a  result 
will  form  an  era  in  the  history  of  our  country,  which 
will  be  dwelt  upon  with  delight  by  every  true  friend 
of  its  liberty  and  independence.  It  will  lighten  the 
great  tax  which  our  paper  system  has  so  long  collected 
from  'the  earnings  of  labor,  and  do  more  to  revi%-e 
and  perpetuate  those  habits  of  economy  and  simplicily 
which  are  so  congenial  to  the  character  of  republicans, 
than  all  the  legislation  which  has  yet  been  attempted." 

The  rejection  of  the  clause  referred  to,  continued  Mr. 
B.,  has  lost  the  advantages  ^o  confidently  looked  to  by 
the  President  inthis  wise  and  patriotic  message.  Noth- 
ing is  done  in  this  deposite  bill  to  fulfil  his  enlightened 
»nd  noble  views;  nothing  to  enlarge  and  extend  the  spe- 
cie basis;  nothing  to  promote  the  diftusion  of  gold;  noth- 
ing to  effect  the  suppression  of  notes  under  twenty  dol- 
lars;  nothing  to  check  the  paper  system;  nothing  to  reg- 
ulate the  currency;  on  the  contrary,  we  have  a  virtual 
abandonment  of  all  control  over  the  moneyed  system, 
and  a  virttial  surrender  of  the  constitution,  and  the 
constitutional  duty  of  Congress  over  the  currency,  lo 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
private  and  interested  arrangements  of  the  deposite 
banks. 

I  now  come,  Mr.  President,  (continued  Mr.  B.,)  to 
the  second  subject  in  the  bill^the  distribution  fea- 
ture—and to  which  the  objections  are,  not  of  detail,  but 
of  principle;  but  which  objections  are  so  strong  in  the 
mind  of  myself  and  some  friends,  that,  far  from  shrinking 
from  the  contest,  and  sneaking  away  in  our  little  minor- 
ity of  six,  where  we  were  left  last  evening,  we  come  for- 
ward with  unabated  resolution  to  renew  our  opposition, 
and  to  signalize  our  dissent,  and  anxious  to  have  it  known 
that  we  contended  to  the  last  against  the  seductions  of  a 
measure,  specious  to  the  view,  and  tempting  to  the  taste, 
but  fraught  with  mischief  and  fearful  consequences  to 
the  character  of  this  Government,  and  to  the  stability 
and  harmony  of  this  confederacy.  These  objections 
lie  to  the  13th  section  of  the  bill,  which  are  in  these 
words: 

••Sic.  13.  And  be  ii  further  enacted.  That  the  mo- 
ney which  shall  be  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
on  the  Ist  d^y  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty- 
seven,  reserving  the  sum  of  five  millions  of  dollars,  shall 
be  deposited  with  the  several  States,  in  proportion  to 
their  respective  representation  in  the  Senate  and  House 
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of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States; 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  deliver  the  same 
to  such  persons  as  the  several  States  may  authorize  to  re- 
ceive it,  on  receiving  certificates  of  deposite,  signed  by 
the  competent  authorities  of  such  State,  each  for  such 
amount  and  in  such  form  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasu- 
ry may  prescribe,  which  shall  set  forth  and  express  the 
obligation  of  the  State  to  pay  the  amount  thereof  to  the 
United  States,  or  their  assigns;  and  which  said  certifi- 
cates it  shall  be  competent  for  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the  United 
States,  to  sell  and  assign  whenever  it  shall  be  ne- 
cessary for  want  of  other  money  in  the  Treasury 
to  meet  appropriations  made  by  Congress;  all  sales 
and  assignments,  however,  to  be  ratable,  and  In  just 
and  equal  proportions,  among  all  the  States,  accord- 
ing to  the  amounts  received  by  them,  respectively;  and 
all  such  certificates  of  deposite  shall  be  subject  to  and 
shall  bear  an  interest  of  five  per  cent,  per  annum,  paya- 
ble half  yearly,  from  the  time  of  such  sale  and  assignment, 
and  shall  be  redeemable  at  the  pleasure  of  the  States  is- 
suing the  same." 

Stripping  this  enactment  of  statutory  verbiage,  and 
collecting  the  provisions  of  the  section  into  a  single  view, 
and  they  seem  to  be  these:  1.  The  public  moneys,  above 
a  specified  sum,  are  to  be  deposited  with  the  SUtes  in  a 
specified  ratio;  2.  The  SUtes  are  to  give  certificates  of 
deposite,  payable  to  the  United  States;  but  no  time,  or 
contingency,  is  fixed  for  the  payment;  3.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  to  sell  and  assign  the  certificates, 
limited  to  a  ratable  proportion  of  each,  when  neces- 
sary to  meet  appropriations  made  by  Congress;  4.  The 
certificates  so  assigned  are  to  bear  an  interest  of  5  per 
cent.,  payable  balfyearly;  5.  To  bear  no  interest  before 
assignment;  6.  The  principal  to  be  payable  at  the  pleas- 
ureofthe  State. 

Thii^  Mr.  President,  is  the  enactment;  and  what  is 
such  an  enactment?  Sir,  I  will  tell  you  what  it  is.  It 
is,  in  name,  a  deposite;  in  form,  a  loan;  in  essence  and 
design,  a  distribution.  Names  cannot  alter  things;  and 
It  is  as  idle  to  call  a  gifl  a  deposite,  as  it  would  be  to  call 
a  stab  of  the  dagger  a  kiss  of  the  lips.  It  is  a  distribu- 
tion  of  the  revenues,  under  the  name  of  a  deposite,  and 
under  the  form  of  a  loan.  It  is  known  to  be  so,  and  is 
intended  to  be  so;  and  all  this  verbiage  about  a  deposite 
is  nothing  but  the  device  and  contrivance  of  those  who 
have  been  for  years  endeavoring  to  distribute  the  reve- 
nues, sometimes  by  the  land  bill,  sometimes  by  direct 
propositions,  and  sometimes  by  proposed  amendments 
to  the  constitution.  Finding  alt  these  modes  of  accom- 
plishing the  object  met  and  frustrated  by  the  constitu- 
tion, I  hey  fall  upon  this  invention  of  a  deposite,  and  ex- 
ult in  the  success  of  an  okl  scheme  under  a  new  name. 
That  it  is  no  deposite,  but  a  free  gift,  and  a  regular  distri- 
bution, is  clear  and  demonstrable,  not  only  from  the 
avowed  principles,  declared  intentions,  ancl  systematic 
purposes,  of  those  who  conduct  the  bill,  but  also  from 
the  means  devised  lo  effect  their  object.  Names  are 
nothing.  The  thing  done  gives  character  to  the  trans- 
action; and  the  imposition  of  an  erroneous  name  cannot 
change  that  character.  This  is  no  deposite.  It  has  no 
feature,  no  attribute,  no  characteristic,  no  quality,  of  a 
deposite.  A  deposite  is  a  trust,  recjuiring  the  consent 
of  two  parties,  leaving  to  one  the  rights  of  ownership, 
and  imposing  on  the  other  the  duties  of  trustee.  The 
depositor  retains  the  right  of  property,  and  reserves  the 
privilege  of  resumption;  the  depositary  is  bound  to  re- 
store. But  here  right  of  property  is  parted  with;  the 
privilege  of  resumption  is  surrendered;  the  obligation 
to  render  back  is  not  imposed.  On  the  contrary,  our 
money  is  put  where  we  cannot  reach  it.  Our  Treasury 
warrant  cannot  pursue  it.  The  States  are  to  keep  the 
money,  free  of  interest,  until  it  is  needed  to  meet  appro* 
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priations;  and  Ibcn  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is — to 
do  what?  call  upon  the  State?  No!  but  to  sell  and  as- 
sign the  certificate;  and  the  State  is  to  pay  the  assignee 
an  interest  half  yearly,  and  the  principal  when  it  pleases. 
Now,  these  appropriations  will  never  be  made.  The 
members  of  Congress  are  not  yet  born— the  race  of  rep- 
resentatives is  not  yet  known — who  will  vote  appropri- 
ations for  national  objects,  to  be  paid  out  of  their  own 
State  treasuries.  Sooner  will  the  tarifT  be  revived,  or 
the  price  of  public  land  be  raised.  Sooner  will  the  as- 
signability of  the  certificate  be  repealed  by  law.  The 
contingency  will  never  arrive  on  which  the  Secretary  is 
to  assign;  so  the  deposite  will  stand  as  a  loan  forever, 
without  interest.  At  the  end  of  some  years  the  nominal 
transaction  will  be  rescinded {  the  certificates  will  all  be 
cancelled  by  one  general,  ttnanimous,  harmonious,  vote 
in  Congress.  The  disguise  of  a  deposite,  like  the  mask 
after  a  play,  will  be  thrown  aside;  and  the  delivery  of 
the  money  will  turn  out  to  be,  what  it  is  now  intended  to 
be,  a  gift  from  the  beginning.  This  will  be  the  end  of 
the  first  chapter.  And  now,  how  -  unbecoming  in  the 
Senate  to  practise  this  indirection,  and  to  do  by  a  false 
name  what  cannot  be  done  by  its  true  one.  The  consti- 
tution, by  the  acknowledgment  of  many  who  conduct 
this  bill,  will  not  admit  of  a  distribution  of  the  revenues. 
Not  further  back  than  the  last  session,  and  again  at  the 
commencement  of  the  present  session,  a  proposition  was 
made  to  amend  the  constitution  to  permit  this  identical 
distribution  to  be  made.  That  proposition  is  now  upon 
our  calendar,  for  the  action  of  Congress.  All  at  once  it 
is  discovered  that  a  change  of  names  will  do  as  well  as  a 
change  of  the  constitution.  Strike  out  the  word  *•  dis- 
tribute," and  insert  the  word  *•  deposite;"  and,  inconti- 
nently, the  impediment  is  removed;  the  constitutional 
difficulty  is  surmounted;  the  division  of  the  money  can 
be  made.  This,  at  least,  is  quick  work,  ll  looks  magic- 
al, though  not  the  exploit  of  the  magician.  It  commits 
nobody,  though  not  the  invention  of  the  non-committal 
school.  After  all,  it  must  be  admitted  to  be  a  very  com- 
pendious mode  of  amending  the  constitution,  and  such 
a  one  as  the  framers  of  that  instrument  never  happened 
to  think  of.  Is  this  fancy,  or  is  it  fact?  Are  we  legis- 
lating, or  amusing  ourselves  with  phantasmagoria?  Can 
we  forget  that  we  now  have  upon  the  calendar  a  propo- 
sition to  amend  the  constitution,  to  effect  this  very  dis- 
tribution, and  that  the  only  difterencc  between  that  res- 
olution and  this  13th  section,  is  in  substituting  the  word 
«« deposite"  for  the  word  **  distribute?"     Here  it  is: 

RESOLUTION  proposing  an  amendment  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  providing  for  a  dis1ribu> 
tion  of  the  surplus  revenues  among  the  several  States 
and  Territories,  until  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty -three. 

Besohed  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  EepreaentaiiveB  of 
the  United  Statea  of  Anurica  in  Congress  aseembled,  two 
thirds  of  both  Houses  concurring^  That  the  following 
amendment  to  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  be 
proposed  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  States, 
which,  when  ratified  by  three  fuurths  of  said  Legisla- 
tures, shall  be  valid,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  as  part 
of  the  constitution,  that  the  money  remaining  in  the 
Treasury  at  the  end  of  each  year  till  the  first  of  Janu- 
ary* eighteen  hundred  and  forty-three,  after  deducting 
therefrom  the  sum  of  — -— —  dollars,  shall  be  annually 
distributed  among  the  several  States  and  Territories,  in- 
cluding the  District  of  Columbia;  and  that,  for  this  pur- 
pose, the  sum  to  be  annually  distributed  shall  be  divided 
into  a  number  of  shares,  eqtial  to  the  number  of  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives  in  Congress  for  the  time  being, 
with  the  addition  of  two  for  each  Territory,  and  two  for 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  there  shall  be  allotted  to 
each  State  a  number  of  shares  equal  to  the  number  of 


Senators  and  Representatives  to  which  it  is  at  the  time 
entitled  in  Congress;  and  to  the  Territories,  including 
the  District  of  Columbia,  two  shares  each.* 

Having  shown  this  pretended  deposite  to  be  a  distri- 
bution in  disguise,  and  to  be  a  mere  evasion  of  the  con- 
stitution, Mr.  B.  proceeded  to  examine  its  effects,  and 
to  trace  its  ruinous  consequences  upon  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment and  the  States.  It  is  brought  forward  as  a  tem- 
porary measure,  as  a  single  operation,  as  a  thing  to  be 
done  but  once;  but  what  career,  either  for  good  or  for 
evil,  ever  stopped  with  the  first  step?  It  is  the  first  step 
which  costs  the  difficulty;  that  taken,  the  second  becomes 
easy,  and  repetition  habitual.  Let  this  distribution,  in 
this  disguise,  take  effect,  and  future  distributions  will  be 
common  and  regular.  Every  presidential  election  will 
bring  them,  and  larger,  each  time,  as  the  consular  elec- 
lions  in  Rome,  commencing  with  distributions  of  grain 
from  the  public  granaries,  went  on  to  the  exhibitions  of 
games  and  shows,  the  remission  of  debts,  largesses  in 
money,  lands,  and  provisions,  until  the  rival  candidates 
openly  bid  against  each  other,  and  the  diadem  of  empire 
was  put  up  at  auction,  and  knocked  down  to  the  last 
and  highest  bidder.  The  purity  of  elections  may  not 
yet  be  affected  in  our  young  and  vigorous  country;  but 
how  long  will  it  be  befbre  voters  will  look  to  the  candi- 
dates for  the  magnitude  of  their  distributions,  instead  of 
looking  to  them  for  the  qualifications  which  the  presi- 
dential office  requires? 

The  bad  consequences  of  this  distribution  of  money 
to  the  States  are  palpable  and  frightful.  It  is  complica- 
ting the  federal  and  State  systems,  and  multiplying  their 
points  of  contact  and  hazards  of  collision.  Take  it  as 
ostensibly  presented,  that  of  a  deposite,  or  loan,  to  be 
repaid  at  some  future  time;  then  it  is  establishing  the  re- 
lation of  debtor  and  creditor  between  them;  a  relation 
critical  between  friends,  embarrassing  between  a  State 
and  its  citizens,  and  eminently  dangerous  between  con- 
federate States  and  their  common  head.  It  is  a  relation 
always  deprecated  in  our  federal  system.  The  land 
credit  system  was  aboliKhed  by  Congress  fifteen  years 
ago,  to  get  rid  of  the  relation  of  debtor  anl  creditor  be- 
tween the  Federal  Government  and  the  citizens  of  the 
States;  and  seven  or  eight  millions  of  debt,  principal  and 
interest,  was  then  surrendered.  The  collection  of  a 
large  debt  from  numerous  individual  debtors,  was  found 
to  be  almost  impossible.  How  much  worse  if  the  State 
itself  becomes  the  debtor!  and  more,  if  all  the  States  be- 
come indebted  together!  Any  attempt  to  collect  the 
debt  would  be  attended,  first,  with  ill  blood,  then  with 
cancellation.  It  must  be  the  representatives  of  the  States 
who  are  to  enforce  the  collection  of  the  debt.  This  they 
would  not  do.  They  would  stand  together  against  the 
creditor.  No  member  of  Congress  could  vote  to  tax  his 
State  to  raise  money  for  the  general  purposes  of  the 
confederacy.  No  one  could  vote  an  appropriation  which 
was  to  become  a  charge  on  his  own  State  treasury.  Tax- 
ation would  first  be  resorted  to,  and  the  tariff  and  the 
public  lands  would  become  the  fountain  of  supply  to  the 
Federal  Government.  Taken  as  a  real  transaction — ai 
a  deposite  with  the  States,  or  a  loan  to  the  States — as 
this  measure  professes  to  be,  and  it  is  fraught  with  con- 
sequences adverse  to  the  harmony  of  the  federal  system, 
and  fraught  with  new  burdens  upon  the  customs  and 
upon  the  lands;  taken  as  a  fiction  to  avoid  the  connlitu- 
tion,  AS  a  John  Doe  and  Richard  Roe  invention  to  convey 
a  gift  under  the  name  of  a  deposite,  and  to  effect  a  dis- 
fribution  under  the  disguise  of  a  loan,  and  it  is  an  artifice 
which  makes  derision  of  the  constitution,  lets  down  the 
Senate  from  its  lofty  station,  and  provides  a  facile  way 
for  doing  any  thing  that  any  Congress  may  choose  to  do 
in  all  time  to  come.     It  is  only  to  <lf  pose  one  word  and 

♦  Submitted  by  Mr.  CALnouw.— iVb/c  by  Mr.  B. 
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instal  another -*it  is  merely  to  chang^e  a  naroe^ — and  the 
frowning-  constitution  immediately  smiles  on  the  late  for- 
bidden attempt. 

To  the  Federal    GoTernroent  the  consequences  of 
these  distributions  must  be  dej>lorable  and  destructive. 
It  must  be  remitted  to  the  helpless  condition  of  the  old 
confederacy,  depending  for  its  supplies  upon  the  volun- 
tary contributions  of  the  States.     Worse  than  depend- 
ing upon  the  voluntary  contributions,  it  will  be  left  to 
the  gratuitous  leavings,  to  the  elemosynary  crumbs, 
which  remain  upon  the  Uble  after  the  feast  of  the  States 
is  over.     God  g^rant  they  may  not  prove  to  be  the  feasts 
of  the  Lapithae  and  Centaurs!     But  the  States  will  be 
•erved  first?  and  what  remains  may  go  to  the  objects  of 
common  defence  and  national  concern  for  which  the 
confederacy  was  framed,  and  for  which  the  power  of 
raising  money  was  confided  to  Congress.    The  distribu- 
tion bills  will  be  passed  firs%  and  the  appropriation  bills 
afterwards?  and  every  appropriation  will  be  cut  down 
to  the  lowest  point,  and  kept  off  to  the  last  moment. 
To  stave  off  as  long  as  possible,  to  reduce  as  low  as  pos- 
sible, to  defeat  whenever  possible,  will  be  the  tactics  of 
federal  legislation?  and  when  at  last  some  object  of 
national  expenditure  has  miraculously  run  the  gauntlet 
of  all  these  assaults,  and  escaped  Ibe  perils  of  these 
multiplied  dangers,  behold  the  enemy  still  ahead,  and 
the  recapture  which  awaits  the  devoted  appropriation, 
in  the  shape  of  an  unexpended  balance,  on  the  first  ^ay 
of  January  then  next  ensuing.     Thus  it  is  already:  dis- 
tribution has  occupied  us  all  the  session.     A  proposition 
to  amend  the  constitution,  to  enable  us  to  make  the 
division,  was  brought  in  in  the  first  month  of  the  session. 
The  land  bill  followed,  and  engrossed  months,  to  the 
exclusion  of  national  defence.     Then  came  the  deposite 
scheme,  which  absorbs  the  remainder  of  the  session. 
For  nearly  seven  months  we  have  been  occupied  with 
distribution,  and  the  Senate  has  actually  passed  two  bills 
to  effect  the  same  object,  and  to  divide  the  same  identical 
money.     Two  bills  to  divide  money,  while  one  bill  can- 
not be  got  through  for  the  great  objects  of  national  de- 
fence named  in  the  constitution.    We  are  now  near  the 
end  of  the  seventh  month  of  the  session.    The  day  named 
by  the  Senate  for  the  termination  of  the  session  is  long 
passed  by?  the  day  fixed  by  the  two  Houses  is  close  at 
hand.     The  year  is  half  gone,  and  the  season  for  labor 
largely  lost?  yet  what  is  the  state  of  the  general,  national, 
and  most  essential  appropriations.'    Not  a  shilling  is  yet 
voted  for  fortifications?  not  a  shilling  for  the  ordnance? 
nothing  for  filling  the  empty  ranks  of  the  skeleton  army? 
nothing  for  the  new  Indian  treaties?  nothing  for  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  Cumberland  road?  nothing  for  rebuilding 
the  burnt  down  Treasury?  nothing  for  the  custom-house 
in  New  Orleans?  nothing  for  extinguishing  the  rights  trf 
private  corporators  in  the  Louisville  canal,  and  making 
that  great  thoroughfare  free  to  the  commerce  of  the 
West?  nothing  for  the  western  armory,  and  arsenals  in  the 
SUles  which  have  none?  nothing  for  the  extension  of 
the  circuit  court  system  to  the  new  States  of  the  West 
and  Southwest?  nothing  for  improving  the  mint  machin- 
ery?^ nothing  for  keeping  the  mints  regularly  supplied 
witli  metals  for  coining?  nothing  for  the  new  marine 
hospitals?  nothing  for  the  expenses  of  the  visiters  now 
gone  to  the  Military  Academy?  nothing  for  the  chain  of 
posts  and  the  military  road  along  the  western  and  north- 
western frontier.     All  these,  and  a  long  list  of  other 
objects,  remain  without'a  cent  to  this  tlay?  and  those  who 
have  kept  them  off  now  coolly  turn  upon  us,  and  say 
the  money  cannot  be  expended  if  appropriated,  and 
that,  on  the  first  of  January,  it  must  fall  into  the  surplus 
fund  to  be  divided.     Of  the  bills  passed,  many  of  the 
roosi  essential  character  have  been  delayed  for  months, 
to  the  great  injury   of  individuals  and  of  the  public 
service.   Clerks  and  salaried  officers  have  been  borrow- 


ing money  at  usury  to  support  their  families,  while  we, 
wholly  absorbed  with  dividing  surpluses,  were  with- 
holding from  them  their  stipulated  wages.  Laborers  at 
Harper's  Ferry  armory  have  been  without  money  to  go 
to  market  for  their  families,  and  some  have  lived  three 
weeks  without  meat,  because  we  must  attend  to  the 
distribution  bills  before  we  can  attend  to  the  pay 
bills.  Disbursing  officers  have  raised  money  on  their 
own  account,  to  supply  the  want  of  appropriations. 
Even  the  annual  Indian  annuity  bill  has  but  just  got 
through?  the  Indians  even — the  poor  Indians,  as  they 
were  wont  to  be  called—even  they  have  had  to  wait,  in 
want  and  misery,  for  the  annual  stipends  solemnly 
guarantied  by  treaties.  All  this  has  already  taken  place 
under  the  deplorable  infiuence  of  the  distribution  spirit? 
but  this  is  not  all  that  has  taken  place.  Something 
more  ominous  yet  has  occurred?  something  which  an- 
nounces a  fundamental  change  in  the  policy  of  the 
Senate,  and  ti)e  approaching  abandonment  of  the  great 
objects  for  which  the  confederacy  was  framed.  We  all 
recollect,  and  the  country  also  will  recollect,  the  two 
months  in  the  fore  part  of  this  session  spent  in  crimina- 
tion and  recrimination  for  the  loss  of  the  fortification  bill 
of  the  last  year.  We  all  recollect,  and  if  we  did  not, 
the  published  speeches  would  remind  us,  how  emulous- 
ly  we  vied  with  each  other  in  patriotic  protestations,  in 
repudiating  blame  for  the  loss  of  that  bill,  and  in  favor 
of  national  defence.  We  all  remember,  and  if  we  did 
not,  the  journal  will  testify  for  us,  how  unanimously  we 
adopted  a  resolution  to  devote  the  revenue  and  the 
stock  from  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  all  that 
the  object -required,  to  the  sacred  task  of  preparing,  in 
time  of  peace,  for  a  state  of  war?  and  how  we  called 
upon  the  President  to  order  reports  to  be  made  to  ua 
from  the  War  and  Navy  Departments,  to  apprize  us  of 
all  that  was  wanting.  This  was  in  February?  the  answers 
came  in  March,  and  showed  us  that  more  would  be 
wanting  than  all  the  surpluses  would  ever  supply.  In- 
continently, upon  the  view  of  these  reports,  the  tone  of 
the  Senate  changed:  and  these  objects  of  national  de- 
fence, which  had  so  late  received  the  homage  of  their 
applause,  and  (he  pledge  of  their  support,  became  use- 
less, ridiculous,  extravagant,  visionary  projects!  They 
were  no  longer  worth  attention,  and  to  attack  and  decry 
them  has  now  become  the  fashion.  Not  a  cent  is  yet 
appropriated?  and  by  this  new-fangled  conception  of  a 
distribution  bill — this  lease,  entry,  and  ouster  concern-* 
whatever  is  appropriated  is  to  be  recaptured  on  the  first 
day  of  January  next.  Here  is  the  resolution  which  we 
adopted  in  February,  which  will  show  how  the  question 
of  national  defence  stood  then?  the  votes  and  speeches 
for  a  month  past  will  show  how  it  stands  now: 

"  Resolved^  That  so  much  of  the  revenue  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  and  the  dividends  of  stock  receivable  from 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  purpose,  ought  to  be  set  apart  and  applied  to  the 
general  defence  and  permanent  security  of  the  country. 

<*  Resolvedt  That  the  President  be  requested  to  cause 
the  Senate  to  be  informed — 

<*1.  The  probable  amount  that -would  be  necessary 
for  fortifying  the  lake,  maritime,  and  gulf  frontiers  of  the 
United  States,  and  such  points  of  the;  land  frontier  as 
may  require  permanent  fortifications. 

**2.  The  probable  amount  that  would  be  necessary  ^ 
to  construct  an  adequate  number  of  armories  and  arsenals 
in  the  United  States,  and  to  supply  the  States  with  field 
artillery  (especially  brass  field-pieces)  for  their  militia, 
and  with  side-arms  and  pistols  for  their  cavalry. 

**  3.  The  probable  amount  that  would  be  necessary  to 
supply  the  United  States  with  the  ordnance,  arms,  and 
munitions  of  war,  which  a  proper  regard  to  self-defence 
would  require  to  be  always  on  hand. 

**4.  The  probable  amount  that  would  be  necessary 
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to  place  the  naval  defences  of  the  United  States  (in> 
eluding  the  increase  of  the  navy,  navy  yards,  dock  yards, 
and  steam  or  floatiniif  balteriea)  upon  the  footing*  of 
strength  and  respectability  which  is  due  to  the  security 
and  to  the  welfare  of  the  Union." 

The  progress  which  the  distribution  spirit  has  made  in 
advancing  be>ond  its  own  pretensions,  is  a  striking  fea- 
ture in  the  history  of  the  case,  and  ominous  of  what  may 
be  expected  from  its  future  exactions.  Originally  the 
proposition  was  to  divide  the  surplus.  It  was  the  sur- 
plus, and  nothing  but  the  surplus,  which  was  to  be 
taken;  that  bonafide  and  inevitable  surplus  which  re* 
mained  after  all  the  defences  were  provided  for,  and  all 
needed  appropriations  fully  made.  Now  the  defences 
are  postponed  and  decried;  the  needful  appropriations 
arc  rejected,  stinted,  and  deferred,  till  they  cannot  be 
used;  and,  instead  of  the  surplus,  it  is  the  integral  reve- 
nue, it  is  the  money  in  the  Treasury,  it  is  the  money  .ap- 
propriated by  law,  which  is  to  be  seized  upon  and  divi- 
ded out.  It  is  the  unexpended  balances  which  are  now 
the  object  of  all  desire  and  the  prize  of  meditated  distri- 
bution. The  word  surplus  is  not  in  the  bill !  that  word, 
which  has  figured  in  so  many  speeches,  which  has  been 
the  subject  of  so  much  speculation,  which  has  been  the 
cause  of  so  much  delusion  in  the  public  mind,  and 
of  so  much  excited  hope;  that  word  is  nut  in  the>ill !  It 
is  carefully,  studiously,  systematically  excluded,  and  a 
form  of  expression  is  adopted  to  cover  alt  the  money  in 
the  Treasury,  a  small  sum  excepted,  although  appro- 
priated by  law  to  the  most  sacred  and  necessary  objects. 
A  recapture  of  the  appropriated  money  is  intended;  and 
thus  the  very  identical  money  which  we  appropriate  at 
this  session  is  to  be  seized  upon  on  the  first  day  of  Jan- 
uary, torn  away  from  the  objects  to  which  it  was 
dedicated,  and  absorbed  in  the  fund  for  general  distribu- 
tion. And  why  ^  because  the  cormorant  appetite  of  dis* 
tribution  grows  as  it  feeds,  and  becomes  more  ravenous 
as  it  gorget.  It  set  out  for  the  surplus;  now  it  takes  the 
unexpended  balances,  save  five  millions;  next  year  it 
will  take  all.  But  it  is  sufficient  to  contemplate  the 
thing  as  it  is;  it  is  sufficient  to  contemplate  this  bill  as 
seizing  upon  the  unexpended  balances  on  the  first  day 
of  January,  regardless  of  the  objects  to  which  they  are 
appropriated;  and  to  witness  its  effect  upon  the  laws,  the 
policy,  and  the  existence  of  the  Federal  Government. 

In  the  first  place,  the  appropriation  laws  are  nullified, 
to  the  extent  of  one  half  at  least;  for  we  all  know  that 
the  appropriations  of  a  session,  and  especially  the  long 
session,  and  above  all  the  present  session,  when  appro- 
priations are  systematically  staved  off  to  prevent  them 
from  being  used — we  all  know  tliat,  under  these  circum- 
stances, about  one  half  the  money  appropriated  by  law 
remains  unexpended  at  the  end  of  the  year,  and  is  in- 
tended to  be  used  during  the  ensuing  year.  We  all 
know,  that  the  fiscal  year  of  the  United  States  does  not 
end  in  December,  but  in  September;  we  know  that  the 
work  and  the  service  is  to  go  on,  and  the  money  to  be 
paid  as  it  becomes  due,  without  regard  to  the  change  of 
the  calendar  years.  Two  years  is  the  limitation  for  an 
appropriation  to  run;  and  this  principle,  reasonable  in 
itself,  is  consecrated  by  law  for  forty  years.  Sir,  we 
have  law  upon  this  subject;  law  founded  in  reason, 
adapted  to  the  usages  of  work  and  service,  made  by  our 
ancestors,  and  now  standing  in  full  force  upon  our  statute 
book.  I  allude  to  the  law  of  March  3d,  1795,  approved 
by  President  Washington;  and  by  which  the  appropria- 
tions which  were  not  exhausted  upon  their  object  within 
two  calendar  years,  after  the  year  ih  which  they  are 
made,  should  then  be  considered  as  a  surplus,  and  be  car- 
ried to  a  fund  denominated  the  surplus  fund;  and  thence 
become  applicable  to  new  and  national  objects.  Here  are 
the  provisions  of  the  actt 

•'  That  in  regard  to  any  sum  which  shall  have  remained 


unexpended,  upon  any  appropriation  other  than  for  the 
public  debt,  &c.,  or  fur  a  purpose  in  respect  to  which  a 
longer  duration  is  specially  assigned  by  law,  for  more 
than  two  years  aAer  the  expiration  of  the  calendar  year 
in  which  the  act  of  appropriation  ahall  have  been  paaied, 
such  appropriation  shall  be  deemed  to  have  ceased  and 
been  determined;  and  the  sum  so  unexpended  shall  be 
carried  to  an  account  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury,  to 
be  denominated  the  surplus  fund.  But  no  appropriation 
shall  he  deemed  to  have  so  ceased  and  determined  until 
afler  the  year  1795,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  that  the  object  thereof  hath 
been  fully  satisfied,  in  which  case  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
him  to  cause  to  be  carried  the  unexpended  residue 
thereof  to  the  said  account  of  the  surplus  fund." 

This  is  the  law,  made  by  wise  men,  founded  in  reason. 
Justice,  and  propriety.  This  is  the  law  by  virtue  of 
which  the  appropriations  made  at  this  session  would  con- 
tinue for  two  calendi«r  years  afler  the  1st  day  of  January 
next;  yet  this  wise  and  ancient  law  is  to  be  subverted, 
overthrown,  nullified.  Instead  of  two  years  from  the 
first  of  January  next,  it  is  at  midnight  on  the  31st  of  De- 
cember next  that  the  unexpended  balances,  without 
regard  to  the  objects  to  which  they  are  applicable,  are 
to  be  seized,  sequestered,  confiscated,  plundered  from 
the  Federal  Government,  and  given  to  the  States.  The 
leaving  of  five  millions  is  nothing;  the  unexpended  bal- 
ances will  be  double  or  treble  that  amount.  The  taking 
any  part  is  asserting  the  right,  and  making  the  prece- 
dent for  taking  the  whole.  Even  these  five  millions 
they  are  left  from  policy,  and  because  it  is  not  discreet 
to  go  the  whole  at  once.  Even  on  this  remnant  the 
friends  of  distribution  divide  in  opinion  on  this  floor, 
some  saying  two  millions,  [Mr.  Wkbstxb,]  some  saying 
five,  [Mr.  Calhouit;]  and  this  last  sum  is  evidently  left 
from  policy. 

Such,  then,  is  the  progress  of  the  distribution  spirit; 
a  cormorant  appetite,  growing  as  it  feeds,  ravening  as  it 
gorges;  seizing  the  appropriated  moneys,  and  leaving 
the  Federal  Government  to  starve  upon  crumbs,  and  to 
die  of  inanition.  But  this  appetite  is  not  the  sole  cause 
for  this  seizure.  There  is  another  reason  for  it,  con- 
nected with  the  movements  in  this  chamber,  and  found* 
ed  in  the  d^ep-seated  law  of  self-preservation.  For  six 
months  the  public  mind  has  been  stimulated  with  the 
story  of  sixty  millions  of  surplus  money  in  the  Treasury; 
and  two  months  ago,  we,  the  grave  Senate  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  carried  the  rash  Joke  of  that  illusory  asseve- 
ration so  far  as  to  pass  a  bill  to  commence  the  distribu- 
tion of  that  vast  sum.  It  was  the  land  bill  which  was  to 
do  it,  commencing  its  swelling  dividends  on  the  Isl  day 
of  July,  dealing  them  out  every  ninety  days,  and  com- 
pleting the  splendid  distribution  of  prizes,  in  the  sixty- 
four  million  lottery,  in  eighteen  months  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  drawing.  It  was  two  months  ago 
that  we  passed  this  bill;  and  all  attempts  then  made  to 
convince  the  people  that  they  were  deluded,  were  vain 
and  useless.  Sixty-four  millions  they  were  promised, 
sixty-four  millions  they  were  to  have,  sixty-four  millions 
they  began  to  want;  and  slates  and  pencils  were  just  as 
busy  then  in  figuring  out  the  dividends  of  the  sixty-four 
millions,  to  begin  on  the  1st  of  July,  as  they  now  are  in 
figuring  out  the  dividends  under  the  forty,  fifty,  and 
sixty  millions,  which  are  to  begin  on  the  1st  of  January 
next.  And  now  behold  the  end  of  the  first  chapter. 
The  1st  of  July  is  come,  but  the  sixty-four  millions  ;ire 
not  in  the  Treasury!  It  is  not  there;  and  any  attempt 
to  commence  the  distribution  of  that  sum,  according  to 
the  terms  of  the  land  bill,  would  bankrupt  the  Treasury, 
stop  the  Government,  and  cause  Congress  to  be  called 
together,  to  levy  taxes  or  make  loans.  So  much  for  the 
land  bill,  which  two  months  sgo  received  all  the  praises 
which  are  now  bestowed  upon  the  deposite  bill.     So 
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the  drawing^  had  to  be  postponed,  the  performance  had 
to  be  adjourned,  and  the  l»t  of  January  was  substituted 
lor  the  itt  of  July.  This  f^ives  six  months  to  go  upon, 
and  defers  the  catastrophe  of  the  mountain  in  labor  until 
the  presidential  election  is  over.  Still  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary must  comet  and  the  ridicule  would  be  too  great,  if 
there  was  nothing*  or  next  to  nothing,  to  divide.  And 
nothing,  or  next  to  nothing,  there  would  be,  if  the  ap- 
propriations were  fairly  made,  and  made  in  time,  and  if 
nothing  but  a  surplus  was  left  to  divide.  There  would 
be  no  more  in  the  deposite  banks,  in  that  event,  than 
has  usually  been  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States-^say 
ten,  or  twelve,  or  fourteen,  or  sixteen  millions;  and 
from  which,  in  the  hands  of  a  single  bank,  none  of  those 
clangers  to  the  country  were  then  seen  which  are  now 
discovered  in  like  sums  in  three  dozen  unconnected  and 
independent  banks.  Even  after  all  the  delays  and  re- 
ductions in  the  appropriations,  the  surplus  will  now  be 
but  a  trifle^such  a  trifle  a^  must  expose  to  ridicule, 
or  something  worse,  all  those  who  have  tantalized  the 
public  with  the  expectation  of  forty,  fifty,  or  sixty  mil- 
lions to  divide.  To  avoid  this  fate,  and  to  make  up 
something  for  distribution,  then,  the  unexpended  bal- 
ances have  been  fallen  upon;  the  law  of  1795  is  nullifi- 
ed? the  fiscal  year  is  changed;  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment subverted;  reason,  justice,  propriety  outraged; 
all  contracts,  labor,  service,  salaries  cut  off,  interrupted, 
or  reduced;  appropriations  recaptured,  and  the  Govern- 
ment paralyzed.  Sir,  the  people  are  deceived.  They 
are  made  to  believe  that  a  surplus  only,  an  unavoidable 
surplus,  is  to  be  divided,  when  the  fact  is  that  appropri- 
ated moneys  are  to  be  seized. 

Sir,  I  am  opposed  to  the  whole  policy  of  this  meas- 
ure. I  am  opposed  to  it  as  going  to  sap  the  foundations 
of  the  Federal  Government,  and  to  undo  the  constitu- 
tion, and  that  by  evasion,  in  the  very  point  for  which 
the  constitution  was  made.  What  is  that  point?  A  Treas- 
ur>  !  a  Treasury!  a  Treasury  of  its  own,  unconnected 
with,  and  independent  of,  the  States.  It  was  for  this 
that  wise  and  patriotic  men  wrote,  and  spoke,  and  pray- 
ed, for  the  fourteen  years  that  intervened  from  the  de- 
claration of  independence,  in  1776,  to  the  formation  of 
the  constitution  in  1789.  It  was  for  this  that  so  many 
appeals  were  made,  so  many  efforts  exerted,  so  many 
fruitless  attempts  so  long  repeated,  to  obtain  from  the 
States  the  power  of  raising  revenue  from  imports.  It 
was  for  this  that  the  convention  of  1787  met,  and  but 
for  this  they  never  would  have  met.  The  formation  of 
a  federal  Treasury,  unconnected  with  the  States,  and  in- 
dependent of  the  States,  was  the  cause  of  the  meeting 
of  that  convention;  it  was  the  great  object  of  its  labors; 
it  was  the  point  to  which  all  its  exertions  tended,  and  it 
was  the  point  at  which  failure  would  have  been  the  fail- 
ure of  the  whole  object  of  the  meeting,  of  the  whole 
frame  of  the  General  Government,  and  of  the  whole  de- 
sign of  the  constitution.  With  infinite  labor,  pains,  and 
difficulty,  they  succeeded  in  erecting  the  edifice  of  the 
federal  Treasury;  we,  not  builders,  but  destroyers,  "ar- 
chitects of  ruin,"  undo  in  a  night  what  they  accomplish- 
ed in  many  years.  We  expunge  the  federal  Treasury; 
wc  throw  the  Federal  Government  back  upon  the  States 
for  supplies;  we  unhinge  and  undo  the  constitution;  and 
we  effect  our  purpose  by  an  artifice  which  derides, 
mocks,  ridicules  that  sacred  instrument,  and  opens  the 
way  to  its  perpetual  evasion  by  every  paltry  performer 
that  is  able  to  dethrone  one  word,  and  exalt  another  in 
its  place.  With  such  objections  to  the  thing  itself,  and 
to  the  manner  of  doing  it,  it  would  seem  to  be  superer- 
ogatory to  go  into  other  objections;  but  there  are  other 
objections  to  the  measure  worthy  of  being  mentioned  in 
themselves,  and  still  more  as  showing  the'true  character 
of  this  measure,  that  of  a  distribution  under  the  name  of 
a  deposite. 


The  assignability  of  these  certificates  is  one  of  these 
objections.  They  are  to  be  assigned,  when  necessary, 
to  meet  appropriations  made  by  Congress,  and  then  to 
bear  five  per  cent,  interest,  pnyable  half  yearly.  As  a 
reality,  it  is  injurious,  and  may  be  offensive  to  the  States. 
No  one  likes  to  have  his  note  assigned,  especially  when 
the  assignment  raises  an  interest  where  there  was  none 
before,  and  which  interest  is  higher  than  others  would 
require.  The  Slates  of  this  Union  can  borrow  money 
for  less  thsn  five  per  cent.  They  can  borrow  it  for  four, 
payable  yearly,  in  England  and  Holland  certainly,  and 
probably  in  France.  They  can  borrow  the  gold,  bring 
it  home,  clear  two  per  cent,  upon  the  importation  in 
the  present  state  of  the  exchanges,  and  keep  it  as  long 
as  they  please— twenty,  thirty,  forty  years.  Surely,  if 
States  wish  to  borrow  money,  England  and  Holland  are 
the  places  to  obtain  it;  and  a  direct  movement  is  the 
way  to  get  it.  As  a  reality,  then,  this  deposite  loan  is  a 
burden  and  a  hardship;  but  it  is  no  reality;  it  is  no  real 
transaction;  but  a  fiction,  a  contrivance,  a  subterfuge, 
an  evasion  to  elude  the  constitution.  The  certificates 
are  never  to  be  assigned.  The  contingency  on  which  the 
assignment  is  to  be  made  will  never  arrive.  No  appro- 
priation requiring  it  to  be  done  will  ever  be  made. 
That  appropriation  would  have  to  be  made  by  Congress; 
the  members  of  Congress  represent  the  States,  not  the 
Federal  Government;  and  their  first  care  will  be  to  de- 
fend their  own  constituents.  They  will  not  vote  money 
to  become  a  charge  upon  their  own  State  treasuries,  to 
be  raised  by  a  tax  on  the  lands,  houses,  slaves,  horses, 
and  cattle,  of  their  own  constituents.  Either  they  will 
not  make  the  appropriation  at  all,  or  they  will  first  can- 
cel the  assignabiltiy  of  the  certificate,  and  have  recourse 
to  an  increased  tariff,  and  to  higher  prices  on  the  public 
lands. 

I  object  to  the  time  at  which  this  distribution  is  to  be 
made.  It  is  not  the  time  at  which  such  a  thing  should 
be  done,  if  done  at  all.  There  is  no  necessity  for  acting 
now,  if  ever,  and  we  are  on  the  eve  of  a  presidential 
election.  It  is  an  evil  example,  which  may  be  approved 
to  dreadful  effect  at  future  elections.  In  times  less  pure, 
less  virtuotis,  less  patriotic  than  the  present,  the  presi- 
dential chair,  like  consular  robes,  may  be  sought  through 
the  instrumentality  of  largesses  poured  from  the  public 
Treasury,  in  emulous  profusion,  by  the  rival  hands  of 
desperate  competitors.  Let  it  never  be  forgotten  that 
the  contests  for  office,  which  ended  in  auctioneering  the 
diadem  of  empire  in  Rome,  commenced  with  the  appa- 
rently innocent  custom  of  dividing  out  corn  from  the 
public  granaries. 

I  object  to  the  time  for  another  reason.  There  is  no 
necessity  to  act  at  all  upon  this  subject,  at  this  session  of 
Congress.  The  distribution  is  not  to  take  effect  untd 
af\er  we  are  in  session  again,  and  when  the  true  state  of 
the  Treasury  shall  be  known.  Its  true  state  cannot  be 
known  now;  but  enough  is  known  to  make  it  question- 
able whether  there  will  be  any  surplus,  requiring  a  spe- 
cific disposition,  over  and  beyond  the  wants  of  the  coun- 
try. Many  appropriations  are  yet  behind;  two  Indian 
wars  are  yet  to  be  finished;  when  the  wars  are  over,  the 
vanquished  Indians  are  to  be  removed  to  the  West ;  and 
when  there,  either  the  Federal  Government  or  the 
States  must  raise  a  force  to  protect  the  people  from 
them.  Twenty-five  thousand  Creeks,  seven  thousand 
Seminoles,  eighteen  thousand  Cherokees,  and  others, 
making  a  totality  of  seventy-two  thousand,  are  to  be  re- 
moved; and  the  expenses  of  removal,  and  the  year'a 
subsistence  afterwards,  is  close  upon  seventy  dollars  pef 
head.  It  is  a  problem  whether  there  will  be  any  sur- 
plus worth  disposing  of.  The  surplus  party  themselves 
admit  there  will  be  a  disappointment  unless  they  go  be- 
yond the  surplus,  and  seize  the  appropriated  moneys. 
The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wright]  has  made 
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an  exposition,  as  candid  and  perspicuous  as  it  is  patriotic 
and  unanswerable,  showing  tiiat  there  will  he  an  excess 
oF  appropriations  over  the  money  in  the  Treasury  on  the 
day  that  we  adjourn,  and  that  we  shall  have  to  depend 
upon  the  accruing^  revenue  of  the  remainder  of  the  year 
to  meet  the  demands  which  we  authorize.  This  is  the 
state  of  the  surplus  question:  problematical,  debatable { 
the  weight  of  the  evidence  and  the  strength  of  the  argu- 
ment entirely  against  it;  time  enough  to  ascertain  the 
truth,  and  yet  a  determination  to  reject  all  evidence, 
refuse  all  time,  rush  on  to  the  object,  and  divide  the 
money,  cost  what  it  may  to  the  constitution,  the  Govern- 
ment, the  good  of  the  States,  and  the  purity  of  elections. 
The  catastrophe  of  the  land  bill  project  ought  certainly 
to  be  a  warning  to  us.  Two  months  ago  it  was  pushed 
through,  as  the  only  means  of  saving  the  country,  as  the 
blessed  act  which  was  to  save  the  republic.  It  was  to 
commence  on  the  first  day  of  July  its  magnificent  opera- 
tion of  distributing  sixty-four  millions;  now  it  lies  a 
corpse  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  a  monument  of 
haste  and  folly,  its  very  authors  endeavoring  to  super- 
sede it  by  another  measure,  because  it  could  not  take 
efTect  without  ruining  the  country,  and,  what  is  equally 
important  to  them,  ruining  themselves. 

Admitting  that  the  year  produces  more  revenue  than 
is  wanting,  is  it  wise,  is  it  statesmanlike,  is  it  consonant 
with  our  experience,  to  take  fright  at  the  event,  and 
throw  the  money  away .'  Did  we  not  have  forty  millions 
of  income  in  the  year  1817'  and  did  we  not  have  an 
empty  Treasury  in  1819.'  Instead  of  taking  fright  and 
throwing  the  money  away,  the  statesman  should  look 
into  the  cause  of  things;  he  should  liike  for  his  motto 
the  prayer  of  Virgil:  Cogno'^ere  eaiua  rerum.  Let  me 
know  the  cause  of  things,  and,  learning  this  cause,  act 
acccordingly.  If  the  redundant  supply  is  accidental 
and  transient,  it  will  quickly  correct  itself;  if  founded 
in  laws,  alter  them.  This  is  the  part  not  merely  of  wis- 
dom, but  of  common  sense.  It  was  the  conduct  of 
1817,  when  the  excessive  stipply  was  seen  to  be  the 
eifect  of  transient  causes— termination  of  the  war  and 
efflorescence  of  the  paper  system — and  left  to  correct 
itself,  which  it  did  in  two  years.  It  should  be  the  con- 
duct now,  when  the  excessive  income  is  seen  to  be  the 
effect  of  the  laws  and  the  paper  sybtem  combined,  and 
when  legislation  or  regulation  is  necessary  to  correct  it. 
Reduction  of  the  tariff;  reduction  of  the  price  of  land 
to  actual  settlers;  rejection  of  bank  paper  from  univer- 
sal receivability  for  public  dues;  these  are  the  remedies. 
After  all,  the  whole  evil  may  be  found  in  a  single  cause, 
and  the  whole  remedy  may  be  seen  in  a  single  measure. 
The  public  lands  are  exchangeable  for  paper.  Seven 
hundred  and  fifty  machines  are  at  work  striking  off 
paper;  that  paper  is  perfurming  the  grand  rounds,  from 
the  banks  to  the  public  lands,  and  from  the  lands  to  the 
banks.  Every  body,  especially  a  public  man,  may  take 
a»  much  as  his  trunks  can  carry.  The  public  domain  is 
changing  into  paper;  the  public  Treasury  is  filling  up 
with  paper;  the  new  States  are  deluged  with  paper;  the 
currency  is  ruining  with  paper;  farmers,  settlers,  culti- 
vators, are  outbid,  deprived  of  their  selected  homes,  or 
made  to  pay  double  for  them,  by  public  men  loaded, 
not  like  Philip's  ass,  with  bngi  of  gold,  but  like  bank 
advocates,  with  bales  of  paper.  Sir,  the  evil  is  in  the 
unbridled  state  of  the  paper  system,  and  in  the  uncheck- 
ed receivability  of  paper  fur  federal  dues.  Here  is  the 
evti.  Banks  are  our  masters;  not  one,  but  seven  hun- 
dred and  fifty!  and  this  splendid  federal  Congress,  like 
a  chained  and  chastised  slave,  lies  helpless  and  power- 
less at  their  feet. 

Thus  far,  Mr.  President,  I  have  contemplated  this 
measure  in  its  effects  upon  the  Federal  Government;  now 
let  us  turn  our  eyes  to  the  States,  and  see  what  is  to  be  its 
effect  upon  them.     In  the  very  outset,  it  is  to  them  the 


golden  apple  which  the  Goddess  of  Discord  rolled  oyer 
the  festive  boarx);  contend  for  it,  and  fraud  and  cunning 
award  the  prize.  Elections  in  every  county,  legislation 
upon  every  subject,  fall  within  its  vortex.  Projects  of 
all  kinds  spring  up:  the  people  get  nothing.  Associated 
wealth,  joint  stock  companies,  chartered  monopolies, 
paper  barons.  South  Sea  hubbies,  and  Mississippi 
schemes,  take  it  all.  The  counties  will  in  vain  ask  for 
their  share:  jf  they  get  it,  the  townships  will  in  vain  so- 
licit their  proportion  from  the  county.  If  perchance 
the  township  obtained  its  ratable  share,  then  some 
projector  of  that  township  would  get  all  to  himself. 
••  Tlie  large  fish  eat  the  small  ones."  On  the  contrary, 
if  the  whole  sum  is  fairly  divided  among  the  whole  pop- 
ulation, and  every  head  of  a  family  gets  what  he  is  en- 
titled to,  what  is  it  then  but  the  spectacle  of  a  people 
pensioned  by  the  Federal  Government,  fed  from  the 
public  Treasury,  like  degenerate  Romans,  or  receiving 
annuities  like  mendicant  Indians?  Sir,  there  is  no  right 
way  to  do  this  thing.  It  is  a  connexion  against  nature 
between  the  States  and  the  Federal  Government;  and, 
like  all  unnatural  connexions,  must  end  in  misery  and 
mischief  to  both  parties. 

A  word  to  the  small  States.  They  have  come  into 
this  measure  upon  the  tempting  advantage  of  double 
shares,  a  share  for  their  Senators  as  well  as  for  their 
Representatives!  That  is  some  advantage  fur  them;  but 
do  they  see  they  have  no  security  for  it  in  future  divi- 
sions' It  is  the  rule  of  division  put  into  the  proposed 
amendment  of  the  constitution  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolins,  [Mr.  Calhoun;]  there  it  would  have 
been  safe.  If  the  constitution  had  been  amended,  as 
proposed,  they  would  have  had  their  security;  but  it  has 
not  been  amended,  but  evaded.  A  word  is  changed; 
the  constitution  is  dodged;  and  the  small  States  lie  at 
the  mercy  of  the  large  ones  in  all  future  distributions. 
Not  only  in  the  rule  of  distribution,  which  will  soon  be 
changed;  first,  to  bear  on  all  the  small  States  by  taking 
away  the  divisions  for  Senators;  and  next,  to  bear  on  all 
the  slave  States  by  counting  only  the  white  population. 
Not  only  in  changing  the  rule  will  the  small  States  be 
injured,  but  by  another  and  more  vexatious  process;  it 
will  be  in  the  appropriations.  The  large  States  make 
the  appropriations,  and  will  take  care  of  themselves. 
Twice  they  will  take  the  lion's  share;  once  by  appropri- 
ations, when  their  strength  will  enable  them  to  take 
what  they  please;  agiiin,  by  distribution,  when  their 
numbers  will  give  them  nearly  all  the  remainder. 

A  word  to  the  States  in  which  revenue  is  to  be  raised. 
We  have  no  revenue  but  from  land  and  imports.  The 
new  States  contain  the  land,  the  planting  States  to  the 
South  furnish  the  exports  wjiich  bring  home  the  imports 
which  furnish  the  duties.  The  West  and  South,  then, 
are  to  bear  the  burdens  of  a  revenue  which  others  are 
to  share  more  largely  than  themselves.  To  keep  up 
and  to  increase  that  revenue  will  be  the  care  of  the  ma- 
jority. Farewell  now  to  all  prospect  of  reduction  in  the 
price  of  public  lands;  farewell  to  pre-emptions — lo  oc- 
cupant rights — to  grants  to  States  and  colleges — to  all 
equitable  settlement  of  French  and  Spanish  concessions. 
Farewell  to  all  that!  Hail  to  the  new  tariff!  to  that 
tariff  which  the  elections  of  Jackson  and  Van  Buren 
laid  low  in  1832;  and  which  in  1840,  and  under  the  ma- 
ternal incubation  of  this  miscalled  deposite  bill,  will 
spring  forth  from  the  thigh  of  its  father,  like  the  fabu- 
lous offspring  of  Jupiter,  full  grown  and  armed,  helmet 
on  the  brow  and  lance  in  the  hand. 

Sir,  1  can  see  nothing  but  evil,  turn  on  which  side  I 
may,  from  this  fatal  scheme  of  dividing  money;  not  sur- 
plus money,  but  appropriated  funds;  not  by  an  amend- 
ment, but  by  a  derisory  evasion  of  the  constitution. 
Where  is  it  to  end'  History  shows  us  that  those  who 
begin  revolutions  never  end  them;  that  those  who  corn- 
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mence  innovations  never  limit  tticm.     Here  is  a  great 
innovation,   constituting    in    reality — not    in   figure  of 
speech,  but  in  reality— a  revolution  in  the  form  of  our 
Government.     We  set  out   to  divide  the  surplus;  we 
are  now  dividing  the  appropriated  funds.     To  prevent 
alt  appropriations  except  to  the  powerful  States,  will  be 
the   next  step;  and  the  small   States,  in   self-def|g/ice, 
must  oppose  all  appropriations,  and  go  for  a  division  of 
the  whole.    They  will  have  to  stand  together  in  the 
Senate,  and  oppose  all  appropriations.     It  will  not  do 
for  the  large  States  to  take  all  the  appropriations  first, 
and  the  bulk  of  the  distribution  afterwards;  and  there  will 
be  no  way  to  prevent  it  but  to  refuse  all  appropriations, 
divide  out  the  money  among  the  States,  and  let  each 
State  lay  it  out  for  itself.     A  new  surplus  party  will 
supersede  the  present  surplus  party,  as  successive  factions 
supersede  each  other  in  chaotic  revolutions.     They  will 
make  Congress   the  qusestor  of  provinces,   to  collect 
money  for  the  States  to  administer.     This  will  be  their 
argument;  the  States  know  best  what  they  need,  and 
can  lay  out  the  money  to  the  best  advantage,  and  to  suit 
themselves.     One  State  will  want  roads  and  no  canals, 
another  canals  and  no  roads;  one  will  want  forts,  an- 
other troops;  one  wants  ships,  another  steam-cars;  one 
wants  high  schools,  another  low  schools;  one  is  for  the 
useful  arts,  another  is  for  the  fine  arts,  for  lyceums, 
athenxums,   museums,  arts,  statuary,  painting,  music; 
and  the  paper  State  will  want  all  for  hanks.     Thus 
will  things  go  on,  and  Congress  will  have  no  appropria- 
tion to  make,  except  to  the  President,  and  his  head 
clerks,  and  their  under  clerks.     Kven  our  own  pay, 
like  it  was  under  the  confederation,  may  be  remitted 
to  our  own  States.     The  eight  dollars  a  day  may  be 
voted  to  them,  and  supported  by  the  argument  that 
they  can   get  better   men   for  four  dollars  a  day,  and 
so  save  half  the  money,  and  have  their  work  better 
done.     Such  is  the  progress  in  this  road  to  ruin.     Sir,  f 
say  of  this  measure,  as  I  said  of  its  progenitor,  the  land 
bill:  if  I  could  be  willing  to  let  evil  pass,  that  good  might 
come  of  it,  I  should  be  willing  to  let  this  bill  pass.     A 
recoil,  a  reaction,  a  revulsion,  must  take  place.     This 
confederacy  cannot  go  to  ruin.     This  Union  has  a  place 
in  the  hearts  of  the  people  which  will  save  it  from  nulli- 
fication  in   disguise,   as   well  as  from    nullification   in 
arms.      One   word  of   myself.      It  is  now  ten  years 
since  schemes  of  distribution  were  broached  upon  this 
floor.      They   began    with  a  Senator  from   Mew  Jer- 
sey, now  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  [VIr.  Dickekson.] 
They  were  denounced  by  many  for  their  unconstitu- 
tionality, their  corrupting  tendencies,  and   their   fatal 
effects  upon  the  Federal  and  State  Governments.     1 
took  my  position  then,  have  stood  upon  it  during  all  the 
modifications  of  the  original  scheme,  and  continue  stand- 
ing upon  it  now.     My  answer  then  was,  pay  the  public 
debt,  and  reduce  the  taxes;  my  answer  now  is,  provide 
for  the   public  defences,  reduce  the  taxes,  and  bridle 
the  paper  system.     On  this  ground  I  have  stood— on 
this  I  stand;  and  never  did  I  feel  more  satisfaction  and 
more  exultation  in  my  vote,  when  triumphant  in  num- 
bers, than  I  now  do  in  a  minority  of  six. 
When  Mr.  Bektoit  had  concluded — 
Mr.  RIVES  rose  and  spoke  with  great  energy  in  favor 
of  the  bill;  expressed  his  approbation  of  the  removal  of 
the  deposites,  as  restoring  them  to  the  power  of  Con- 
gress; and  vindicated  the  portion  of  the  bill  relating  to 
the  deposite  banks  as  almost  wholly  free  from  objection. 
He  approved  the  poition  of  the  bill  in  regard  to  the 
State  deposites,  which  he  maintained  were  neither  a  loan 
nor  a  distribution.     He  expressed  his  utter  repugnance 
at  the  large  expenditures  proposed  by  Mr.  Wright; 
and  maintained  that  economy  is  absolutely  indispensable 
to  a  free  Government.     He  also  replied  to  various  ob- 
jections which  had  been  made  to  the  bill. 


Mr.  TALLMADGE  rose  and  addressed  the  Senate  to 
the  following  effect: 

Mr.  President,  it  is  no  affectation  in  me,  when  I  say 
it  was  not  my  intention  to  trouble  the  Senate  with  a  sin- 
gle word  on  this  all-important  subject.  After  various 
propositions  had  been  submitted  by  different  gentlemen, 
and  partially  discussed,  the  whole  matter  was  commit- 
ted, by  the  order  of  the  Senate,  to  a  select  committee  of 
nine,  composed  of  some  of  tiie  ablest  and  most  distin- 
guished members  of  this  body,  with  my  honorable  col- 
league [Mr.  Wright]  as  chairman.  This  committee, 
with  much  labor  and  ability,  digested  a  bill,  which  em- 
braced the  propositions  submitted  to  them,  and  pre- 
sented it  to  the  Senate  in  a  form  which  they  supposed 
would  meet  its  approbation.  Much  interesting  debate 
took  place  upon  its  different  provisions.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  an  amendment,  which  I  offered  to  the  bill, 
and  which  I  shall  advert  to  in  the  course  of  my  remarks, 
r  contented  myself  wiih  being  a  silent  listener  to  the 
views  of  others,  rather  than  occupy  the  time  of  the  Sen- 
ate with  any  views  of  my  own.  I  was  content  to  rest 
the  correctness  of  my  course  upon  the  vote  which  I  in- 
tended to  give,  and  did  give,  in  favor  of  the  engross- 
ment of  the  bill.  That  vote  was  given  after  the  matu- 
rest  reflection  and  most  anxious  deliberation.  My  hon^ 
orable  colleague  and  other  Senators  rested  their  votes 
upon  reasons  which  were  by  them  fully  assigned,  whilst 
I  was  willing  to  rest  mine  upon  what  appeared  to  me  to 
be  the  intrinsic  merits  of  the  bill,  without  regard  to  ^he 
reasons  of  my  own  mind,  which  led  to  the  result  of'my 
action.  Such  was  the  state  of  the  case,  when  tiie  ques- 
tion was  yesterday  taken  on  ordering  the  bill  to  be  en- 
grossed, which  was  carried  in  the  affirmative  by  the  ex- 
traordinary and  almost  unanimous  vote  of  forty  to  six. 
In  this  stage  of  a  bill,  discussion  is  ordinarily  closed. 
When  we  adjourned  last  evening,  I  supposed  it  had 
closed  in  this  case;  but,  on  the  bill  being  called  up  this 
morning  fur  a  third  reading,  my  honorable  colleague,  as 
it  was  perfectly  proper  for  him  to  do,  although  out  of  the 
usual  course,  renewed  the  debate  on  its  merits,  and  en- 
tered upon  a  justification  of  his  vote  of  yesterday  again!>t 
the  engrossment  of  the  bill.  As  he  and  myself  differed  in 
our  votes  on  that  occasion,  and  as  he  has  to-day  assigned 
additional  reasons  for  his  course,  I  feel  myself  called 
upon,  not  without  great  reluctance,  to  assig^a some  for 
my  own;  a  reluctance,  in  the  first  place,  in  feeling  con- 
strained to  differ  from  him  on  any  subject,  and,  in  the 
next  place,  in  feeling  obliged  to  break  the  silence  which 
I  usually  maintain  on  this  floor,  from  a  deep  conviction 
that,  except  on  special  occasions,  it  is  better  to  be  a 
listener  than  a  talker  here. 

On  many  of  the  important  subjects  which  have  been 
before  the  Senate,  and  in  the  discussion  of  which  I  have 
not  participated,  my  views  have  been  so  fully  and  ably 
expressed  by  my  honorable  colleague,  in  giving  utter- 
ance to  his  own,  that  1  have  contented  myself  whh  a 
silent  vote.  I  have  sometimes  even  yielded  my  own  to 
his  better  judgment.  If,  in  this  silence,  I  have  done 
any  injustice  to  myself,  I  hope  I  have  done  no  injustice 
to  my  constituents.  Differing  on  this  subject,  as  we 
now  do,  t  trust  the  Senate  will  indulge  roe,  although  at 
this  late  hour,  in  making  such  remarks  as  seem  to  be 
called  for  by  the  peculiarity  of  my  position  and  the  im- 
portance of  the  occasion.  These  remarks  may  be  crude 
and  undigested,  and  I  must,  for  that  cause,  claim  its  in- 
dulgence; for,  although  1  have  bestowed  much  reflec- 
tion on  this  subject,  in  order  to  satisfy  my  own  mind  for 
the  vote  I  was  to  give,  still  I  came  here  to-day  entirely 
unprepared,  and  without  the  remotest  expectation  of 
being  called  on,  by  any  state  of  things,  to  assign  my  rea- 
sons for  that  vote. 

Mr.  President,  my  honorable  colleague  has  intimated 
that  he  shall  soon  return  to  his  constituents,  by  reason 
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of  the  expiration  of  his  present  term;  and  if,  in  the  vote 
he  has  f^iven,  they  shall  deem  themselves  aggrieved, 
they  will  have  the  opportunity  to  redress  those  griev- 
ances by  filling  his  place  with  a  better  man.  Sir,  my 
friend  is  well  advised  of  the  true  character  of  his  and  of 
my  constituents.  The  purity  of  motive  by  which  he  is 
always  governed,  the  honesty  of  purpose  by  which  he  is 
always  actuated,  is  a  sure  guarantee  of  their  approbation, 
whether,  in  their  judgment,  he  has  committed  an  error 
on  this  or  any  other  occasion.  I  do  not  say  that  he  has 
committed  one?  the  error  may  be  on  my  side;  but,  whe- 
ther it  be  on  the  one  side  or  the  other,  I  feel  that  we 
may  both  look  with  perfect  confidence  to  their  indul- 
gence, when  we  are  left  without  their  instructions  to  act 
according  to  the  best  lights  before  us. 

Sir,  this  is  a  bill  to  regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public 
money.  After  the  creation  of  the  late  Bank  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  the  public  money  was  deposited  in  its  vaults. 
In  the  fall  of  1833,  in  anticipation  of  tfie  expiration  of  its 
charter,  and  from  the  deep  conviction  that  it  would  not 
be  renewed,  it  became  necessary  to  provide  for  the  safe- 
keeping of  the  public  money,  by  finding  other  places  of 
deposite.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  views  of  the  President,  removed  the 
deposites  from  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  pla- 
ced them  in  several  of  the  State  banks.  Of  the  proprie- 
ty as  well  as  the  constitutionality  of  this  measure,  I  have 
herttofore  given  my  views  at  large.  This  is  not  the 
proper  time,  nor  the  occasion,  for  renewing  the  discus- 
sion of  that  ail-absorbing  and  agitating  question.  It  has 
become  matter  of  history,  and  any  thing  we  could  now 
say  would  not  probably  alter  the  opinions  of  any  one  in 
regard  to  that  measure,  whether  it  was  for  good,  or  whe- 
ther it  was  for  evil.  I  have  seen  nothing  since  it  took 
place  to  alter  my  thorough  conviction  of  its  expediency 
at  the  time;  neither  do  I  believe  I  shall  see  any  thing 
hereafter  to  change  the  opinions  1  then  entertained,  pro- 
vided our  measures  in  future  in  relation  to  the  public 
money  arc  characterized  by  that  prudence  and  wisdom 
which  have  so  signally  characterized  the  other  leading 
measures  of  this  administration.  The  removal  of  the 
public  deposites  from  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was 
made  the  occasion,  without  cause,  in  my  judgitient,  to 
impair  the  public  confidence,  and  to  convulse  the  whole 
monetary  system  of  the  country.  Much  of  unjust  re- 
proach was  cast  upon  the  President  for  having  seized, 
as  it  was  termed,  upon  the  whole  public  treasure  of  the 
Government,  taken  it  under  his  own  control,  and  placed 
it  in  the  vaults  of  irresponsible  State  incorporations,  and 
without  the  reach  and  custody  of  the  law.  Althotigh 
the  President,  by  using  the  State  banks  for  this  purpose, 
had  done  no  more  than  preceding  administrations  had 
done,  previous  to  the  creation  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  still  no  one  was  more  anxious  than  the  President 
himself  to  have  those  deposites  in  the  State  banks  not 
only  regulated  by,  but,  in  the  strictest  sense,  in  the  cus- 
tody of,  the  law.  He  has  evinced  his  strong  anxiety  on 
this  subject  by  repeated  and  earnest  recommendations 
to  Congress.  The  subject  has  been  before  both  Houses 
for  three  successive  sessions,  and,  thus  far,  without  be- 
ing able  to  agree  upon  any  propositions  which  were  sat- 
isfactory to  both.  The  eflort  thus  to  regulate  the  pub- 
lic deposites  by  law  has  again  been  renewed  at  the  pres- 
ent session,  and  the  bill  under  consideration  is  the  result 
of  that  effort.  This  bill  contains  the  principal  provis- 
ions of  the  bill  which  has  been  introduced  for  the  two 
last  sessions,  and  which  was  prepared  under  the  super- 
vision, and  with  the  sanction,  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  and,  as  it  is  presumed,  with  the  approbation 
of  the  President. 

At  the  present  session,  every  member  seems  to  have 
responded  in  good  faith,  by  his  desire  to  carry  out  the 
earnest  recommendation  of  the  Piesident  on  this  ail-en- 


grossing topic.  Every  one  seems  to  have  felt  the  im- 
portance of  quieting  the  public  mind  on  this  subject,  and 
of  restoring  public  confidence  in  our  monetary  syatem, 
by  such  legal  regulations  of  the  deposite  banks  as  should 
not  only  render  them  safe  depositories,  but  should  give 
to  the  whole  community  entire  confidence  in  their  safe- 
ty. That  the  deposite  banks  are  perfectly  safe,  for  the 
amount  of  the  public  money  which  they  possess,  1  have 
not  a  particle  of  doubt.  That  those  in  my  own  State 
are  so,  T  could  vouch  for,  from  my  own  personal  knowl- 
edge of  their  concerns.  But  it  is  one  thing  to  be  safe, 
and  another  thing  to  have  the  confidence  of  the  whole 
country  in  that  safety.  The  present  bill  is  intended  to 
accomplish  both  those  objects.  This  is  the  principal 
feature  of  the  bill.  I'his  is  what  the  President  has  often  • 
recommenffed  us  to  do.  This  is  what  we  have  often  ex- 
pressed our  own  desire  to  do.  This  is  what  the  whole 
commercial  community  expect  us  to  do;  and  this,  too, 
let  me  add,  is  what  the  great  and  paramount  interests  of 
the  whole  country  require  at  our  hands.  Shall  that 
recommendation  be  disregarded?  Shall  that  desire  be 
stifled?  Shall  that  expectation  be  disapppointed?  Shall 
that  requirement  be  denie<l?  I  answer,  no;  emphatically, 
no.  Shall  we,  by  rejecting  this  bill,  belie  all  our 
former  professions?  Are  we  willing  to  subject  ourselves 
to  the  imputation  of  defeating  a  measure  which  has  been 
so  loudly  demanded  by  the  public  voice,  and  which 
has  been  so  imperiously  required  by  the  public  inter- 
est; and  that,  too,  after  it  has  been  so  often  urged  upon 
us  by  the  administration  which  we  support?  Can  we 
make  the  people  of  this  country  believe  in  our  sincerity, 
when  we  fail  to  carry  througb  a  measure  recommendeil 
to  us  by  every  consideration  o^duty  and  of  policy,  as  well 
as  by  the  President  himself?  I  put  it  to  my  political  friends, 
that,  as  a  party,  we  claim  a  majority  in  each  House,  and  on 
this  subject  have  no  obstacles  thrown  in  our  way  by  our  po- 
litics! opponents.  Sir,  it  cannot,  it  must  not  be.  What  an- 
swer can  we  make  lothe  oft-repeated  charge,  that  the  Pres- 
ident and  his  supporters  wish  to  keep  the  control  of  the 
funds  of  the  nation,  in  order  to  control  the  politics  of  the 
people?  We  all  know,  we  all  feel,  that  the  charge  is  as 
unjust  as  it  is  base.  Sliall  we,  then,  by  any  act  of  ours, 
give  countenance  to  it?  Or  shall  we  repel  it  in  the  only 
way  in  which  it  can  be  repelled,  by  prompt,  decisive, 
and  manly  action  on  this  subject^  I  cannot  hesitate  as 
to  my  course.  Between  the  alternative  of  adopting  or 
reiectio,-'  this  proposition,  1  feel  that  there  is  no  choice 
left  to  me.  From  the  time  the  question  first  arose  in 
regard  to  the  removal  of  the  deposites  from  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  I  have,  on  all  occasions,  expressed 
my  readiness  to  regulate  them,  by  law,  in  the  banks  of 
the  several  States.  I  cannot  shrink  from  the  perform- 
ance of  that  du'y.  If  others  can  see  their  way  clear,  in 
leaving  this  vast,  this  enormous,  amount  of  public  money 
in  a  great  variety  of  State  banks,  without  legal  regula- 
tion, let  them  take  the  responsibility  of  it.  I  wash  my 
hands  clean  of  any  such  omission. 

Sir,  in  what  I  have  said  I  have  had  reference  to  the 
amount  of  public  money  now  in  the  deposite  banks.  I 
have  not  taken  into  the  account  the  swollen,  the  over- 
flowing current,  which  is  constantly  pouring  in  upon  us. 
Those  banks  are  already  full  to  distension,  and  can  re- 
ceive no  more,  either  with  advantage  to  themselves  or 
to  the  Government.  The  gentle  streams  of  expenditure 
issuing  from  them  are  like  rills  compared  with  this  mighty 
dashing  mountain  torrent  of  revenue  rushing  into  them. 
What,  then,  sir,  shall  we  do?  What,  1  emphatically  abk, 
does  our  duty  require  us  to  do?  Shall  we  force  into  these 
reservoirs  more  than  they  have  capacity  to  contain,  and 
faster  than  they  can  permit  it  to  escape?  Shall  we,  by  a 
kind  of  hydraulic  pressure,  force  them  till  their  embank- 
ments give  way?  And  when  we  see  desolation  spread 
around  tliem  by  reason  of  the  breach,  what  consolation 
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will  It  be  to  those  who  may  have  suffered  to  tell  them 
that  we  were  deceived  in  the  strength  of  their  embank- 
ments, and  in  their  capacity  to  receive  and  contain  all 
that  was  poured  in  upon  them?  It  will  not  only  be  no 
consolation  to  them,  but  no  justification  to  us.  We  shall 
be  without  excuse  or  apology.  We  have  it  in  our  pow- 
er now  to  provide  against  any  disastrous  results,  and  we 
shall  be  held  accountable  then,  if  such  provisions  be 
not  made. 

What,  then,  is  the  remedy?  This  bill  provides  it. 
For,  although  the  regulation  of  the  deposite  banks  is 
the  principal  object  of  it,  still  it  incidentally  provides 
for  a  disposition  of  the  surplus  revenue.  Our  duty,  in 
regard  to  the  former,  I  have  already  shown;  our  obliga- 
tion, in  regard  to  the  the  latter,  I  will  proceed  to  show. 
But,  before  we  examine  the  best  mode  of  disposing  of 
a  surplus,  let  us  inquire  whether  any  surplus  will  exist. 
For  some  gentlemen,  in  their  over-zeal  on  this  subject, 
have  wrought  themselves  up  to  the  expression  of  a  be- 
lief^ against  the  existence  of  any  surplus,  the  existence  of 
which  seemed  to  be  a  fact  all  along  conceded  by  every 
one.  It  is  but  very  recently  that  any  one  has  presumed 
to  express  a  doubt  in  regard  to  it.  From  the  annual  re- 
port of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  down  to  a  re- 
cent period  in  this  discussion,  the  most  zealous  oppo- 
nents of  this  bill  seemed  to  recognise  a  probable  surplus, 
and,  following  the  example  of  the  Secretary,  were  de- 
vising ways  and  means  of  getting  rid  of  it.  So  confi- 
dent was  the  Secretary  on  this  subject,  and  so  conscious 
was  he  of  the  impropriety  of  leaving  it  in  the  deposite 
banks,  that  he  deemed  it  of  sufficient  importance  to  rec- 
ommend a  mode  for  a  different  disposition  of  it.  My  hon- 
orable ctilleague,  acting  on  the  same  principle,  and  with 
similar  views,  brought  before  the  Senate  the  proposition 
of  the  Secretary,  and  submitted  it  for  consideration.  I 
shall  have  occasion  to  advert  to  the  principle  of  this  prop- 
osition in  the  course  of  my  remarks,  and  now  merely 
allude  to  the  proposition  itself  to  show  that,  on  all 
hands,  a  surplus  has  been  anticipated.  The  bill  propo- 
ses to  operate  upon  the  surplus  which  may  be  in  the 
Treasury,  beyond  a  certain  amount,  on  the  first  day  of 
January  next.  My  honorable  colleague  has  submitted 
a  statement  in  figures,  by  which  he  attempts  to  show 
that  the  appropriations  already  made,  and  probably  to 
be  made,  fur  exceed  any  amount  now  in  the  Treasury. 
There  is  nothing  new  in  this.  It  is  always  so.  The  re- 
ceipts into  the  Treasury  of  the  current  year  are  always 
calculated  upon  to  meet  appropriations  made  by  Con- 
gress, and  of  which  more  than  one  half,  in  amount,  re- 
mains in  the  Treasury  as  unexpended  balances  at  the 
close  of  the  year;  so  that  his  statement  furnishes  no 
satisfactory  evidence  as  to  the  amount  of  surplus  on  the 
first  day  of  January  next,  lie  merely  shows  what  may 
probably  be  appropriated,  but  not  drawn  out  of  the 
Treasury,  and  <imits  to  show  what  may  probably 
be  received  into  it.  Sir,  it  would  have  been  much 
much  more  satisfactory  to  me  if  my  friend,  skilled  in  fig- 
ures, as  we  all  know  him  to  be,  had  given  us  an  estimate 
of  receipts  as  well  as  disbursements.  Stopping  short 
where  he.did,  is  calculated  to  produce  a  wrung  impres- 
sion on  minds  not  accustomed  to  grasp  and  dwell  on  the 
vast  expenditures,  and  still  vaster  receipts,  of  a  Govern- 
ment like  ours.  It  is  an  old  and  very  familiar  maxim, 
that  figures  cannot  lie;  but  when  they  are  paraded  in  this 
manner,  and  exhibit  the  debit  without  the  credit  side 
of  the  account,  they  may  very  easily  give  to  the  uniniti- 
ated erroneous  ideas  of  the  state  of  the  Treasury  at  a 
particular  perioJ.  I  do  not  intend  to  impeach  the  truth 
of  the  maxim  that  figures  cannot  lie;  but  1  mean  to  say 
that  unless  they  are  put  in  the  right  place,  and  enough 
of  them,  they  are  the  greatest  liars  in  the  world.  I  am 
apprehensive  that  the  gentleman's  figures  will  suffer  in 
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reputation,  from  the  fact  that  there  are  not  enough  of 
them  to  present  the  true  state  of  the  account.  Now,  sir, 
I  do  not  intend  to  trouble  the  Senate  with  a  detailed 
statement  of  Treasury  estimates,  for  I  did  not  come  here 
expecting  to  be  called  on  for  any  such  purpose.  Those 
estimates  have  been  made  by  many,  very  many,  during 
this  discussion.  I  will  not  detain  the  Senate  by  repeat- 
ing them;  but  I  will  take  the  result  of  the  lowest  amongst 
them  all,  and  by  that,  including  the  stock  in  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  there  will  be  in  the  Treasury,  on 
the  first  day  of  January  next,  from  twenty -five  to  thirty 
millions  of  dollars. 

Sir,  if  any  of  the  estimates  of  receipts  come  within 
millions  of  the  truth,  there  must  be  a  large,  a  very  large, 
surplus  in  the  Treasury  at  that  time.  Our  appropriations, 
since  the  late  war,  exclusive  of  the  payment  of  the  na- 
tional debt,  have  ranged  from  ten  to  sixteen  millions  of 
dollars  per  annum.  We  have,  at  this  time,  appropria- 
tions of  an  extraordinary  character,  which  will  swell  the 
amount  to  a  much  larger  sum.  1*he  sum  of  thiriy-five 
millions  has  been  deemed,  by  almost  every  one,  suffi- 
ciently ample  to  cover  them.  These  extraordinary  ap- 
propriations will  not  be  required  the  next  year,  and 
therefore  the  future  receipts  of  the  Treasury  will  not  be 
applied  to  them  a  second  time.  My  colleague  admits 
that  the  unexpended  balances  at  the  end  of  the  year 
usually  amount  to  one  half  of  the  appropriations;  and 
where  the  appropriations  are  unusually  large,  those  bal- 
ances are  increased  in  a  still  greater  ratio.  If  the  ap- 
propriations be  $35,000,000,  then  we  may  safely  assume 
the  unexpended  balances  to  be  $20,000,000,  But  my 
honorable  colleague,  in  order  to  make  out  his  balance 
agaiinst  the  Treasury  at  this  time,  swells  our  appropria- 
tions for  the  present  year  to  the  enormous  amount  of 
from  fifty-four  to  fif^y-five  millions  of  dollars.  I  confess 
I  was  astonished  and  amazed  at  the  result.  Would  such 
an  expenditure  have  been  thought  of,  but  for  this  ple- 
thora of  the  Treasury  ? 

Sir,  when  our  means  are  ample,  I  am  willing  to  go  all 
reasonable  lengths  in  any  appropriations  for  the  common 
defence  of  the  country.  I  have,  thus  far,  gone  in  my 
votes  as  far  as  any  one.  There  is  a  propriety  in  making 
liberal  appropriations  for  national  objects,  when  our 
means  are  abundant.  I  will  continue  to  vote  on  the 
same  scale  of  liberality;  but  I  cannot  consent  to  make 
appropriations  for  the  mere  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  a 
troublesome  and  embarrassing  surplus.  The  habit  of 
extravagance,  which  will  thus  be  acquired,  will  be  a  far 
greater  evil  than  any  disposition  of  the  surplus  which 
has  been  or  can  be  proposed.  But  if  my  honorable 
colleague's  estimate  of  appropriations  should  be  correct, 
then  I  say  that  the  unexpended  balances  on  the  first  of 
January  next  would  alone  be  more  than  $25,000,000— a 
sum  equal,  or  nearly  equal,  to  any  estimate  of  the 
surplus  in  the  Treasury  at  thai  time!  Sir,  we  are  told 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Bentoit] 
that  he  will  hereafter  hold  us  to  our  estimates.  I  am 
willing,  sir,  to  be  put  upon  the  record,  and  will  not  de- 
ny my  prediction  of  twenty-five  or  thirty  millions  of  sur- 
plus on  the  first  day  of  January  next.  Let  this  be  placed 
alongside  of  his  prediction  of  none,  and  I  am  content. 
But,  say  gentlemen,  this  unexpected  surplus  has  arisen 
from  the  enormous  amount  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands,  which  cannot  be  expected  to  be  realized  hereaf- 
ter. Sir,  I  do  not  believe  in  such  a  sudden  reduction 
for  the  present  year.  1  think  I  can  discern  the  elements 
and  the  operations  by  which  the  amount  of  sales  is  to  be 
measurably  kept  up.  This  is  not  all  speculation,  as  some 
gentlemen  seem  to  suppose.  The  rise  and  value  of 
property  throughout  the  country  is  not  a  mere  bubble. 
The  sale  of  western  lands  is  not  all  a  bubble.  If  gen- 
tlemen's imaginations  lug  behind  the  reality,  let  them 
not  urge  their  own  tardiness  as  the  rate  of  velocity  by 
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which  the  movements  of  others  are  to  be  governed.  Let 
them  not  apply  their  fanciful  theories,  by  which  all  these 
things  are  to  be  accounted  for  and  explained.  Property 
has  risen  throughout  the  world.  It  is  one  of  the  results 
of  a  long,  and  continued,  and  almost  universal  peace; 
where  the  physical  energies  of  a  whole  population  have 
been  applied  to  objects  of  productive  industry,  instead 
of  being  wasted  in  destructive  and  sanguinary  wars.  Let 
them  not  compare  our  present  condition  with  that  at  the 
close  of  the  late  war,  which  exhibited  a  factitious  state 
of  things.  The  application  of  more  than  $130,000,000 
to  the  arts  of  war,  instead  of  the  arts  of  peace,  gave  an 
unnatural  impulse  to  every  thing.  Property  was  raised 
above  its  real  value,  and,  of  course,  fell  when  the  cause 
which  gave  the  impulse  ceased  to  operate.  Not  so  at 
the  present  time.  Property  has  intrinsic  value,  general- 
ly speaking,  equul  to  its  market  value;  and  it  arises  from 
the  application  of  productive  labor  to  the  improved 
cultivation  of  the  soil.  This  labor  is  made  capable  of 
being  applied,  by  means  of  our  canals  and  railroads,  and 
all  kinds  of  internal  improvements.  In  regard  to  the 
State  of  New  York,  (I  speak  not  without  experience,)  I 
have  witnessed  the  rise  and  progress  of  her  greatness. 
Her  system  of  internal  improvements  was  the  commence- 
ment of  a  rtew  era.  The  opening  of  the  Erie  canal  wrought 
a  complete  revolution  in  the  internal  concerns  of  the 
Slate.  There  are  those  now  living  who  well  recollect 
the  time  when  western  New  York  was  almost  a  wilder- 
ness; when  the  now  beautiful  city  of  Utica  was  a  fron- 
tier settlement;  and  when  Fort  Stanwix  was  the  ultima 
thule  of  the  State.  But,  sir,  the  revolution  produced  by 
the  £rie  canal  was  for  the  benefit  and  advancement  of 
the  whole  State.  It  wrought  changes  in  the  mode  of 
cultiv^ttion;  and  whilst  the  counties  on  the  Hudson  river 
increased  tenfold,  tiiose  in  western  New  York  increased 
a  hundredfold.  Who  can  longer  wonder  at  the  rise  of 
property,  when  he  sees  such  an  increase  of  the  products 
of  the  soil?  It  is  within  my  day  when  the  county  of 
Dutchess  sent  seven  members  to  the  Assembly;  whereas 
now  she  sends  but  three,  notwithstanding  a  continued 
and  increasing  population,  whilst  some  of  the  western 
counties,  which  were  then  scarcely  known  on  tlie  map, 
now  outstrip  her  in  population  and  representation.  It  is 
bat  two  OP  three  years  since,  when  the  amount  of  tolls 
on  the  Erie  canal  exceeded  a  million  of  dollars,  and  only 
one  seventeenth  part  of  the  products  which  paid  those 
tolls  came  from  west  of  Buffalo.  What  but  the  rapid  sale 
and  settlement  of  our  western  lands  could  have  produced 
such  results?  And  if  such  were  the  astonishing  effects 
within  the  borders  of  New  York,  what  must  they  be  in 
the  far  West,  where  emigration  and  population  are  in- 
creasing  in  a  more  than  geometrical  ratio?  This  brief 
statement  of  a  few  of  the  statistics  of  New  York  furnishes 
some  idea  of  the  almost  inconceivable  settlement  and 
improvement  of  the  whole  region  of  the  West.  It  is 
stated  that  thousands  upon  thousands  of  emigrants  have 
already  arrived  this  season  at  the  single  port  of  New 
York;  and  we  are  informed  that  from  2,000  to  2,500 
daily  leave  the  port  of  Buffalo,  that  Queen  of  the  West. 
What  does  all  of  this  indicate?  These  emigrants  are  not 
all  paupers,  thus  suddenly  thrown  upon  our  shores.  It 
is  true  there  are  some  of  this  description.  But  the  great 
body  of  them  are  those  who  have  fled  from  the  cares, 
the  troubles,  the  oppressions,  of  the  old  world,  to  seek  a 
home  and  an  asylum  in  this  land  of  liberty  and  of  law. 
Most  of  them,  too,  have  more  or  less  means<^means 
which,  though  small  in  the  land  from  whence  they 
came,  are,  nevertheless,  sufficiently  ample  to  make  an  in- 
vestment, and  tp  lay  the  foundation  of  a  home  and  a  for- 
tune for  themselves  and  their  children  in  our  western  wilds. 
It  is  this  flood-tide  of  emigration  that  is  settling,  and  im- 
proying,and  opening,this  new  world  of  the  West;  this  tide 
setting  in  from  Europe  is  swollen  and  accelerated  by  the 


immense  tributary  streams  of  emigration  from  New  Eng- 
land  and  New  York.  Enterprise,  intelligence,  capital* 
and  wealth,  float  upon  its  broad  and  resistless  ctirrenf, 
till  they  are  scattered  and  spread  over  the  vast  fields  of 
their  destination.  It  is  true,  that  with  all  this  there  are 
great  speculations  in  the  public  lands;  but  these  specu- 
lations are  generally  the  results  of  a  keen-eyed  sagacity, 
of  a  far-reaching  forecast,  and  of  anticipated  benefits, 
which  are  generally  realized  within  the  time  which  has 
been  prescribed  for  their  accomplishment.  These  are 
some  of  the  elements  that  enter  into  the  estimates  for  the 
sale  and  settlement  of  the  public  lands;  these  are  some 
of  the  causes  which  contribute  to  the  rapid  advancement 
of  our  territorial  population,  until,  like  the  aurora 
borealis,  we  see  State  after  State  shooting  up  into 
the  firmament  of  the  Union;  stripe  after  stripe,  and  star 
after  star,  are  thus  added  to  that  banner  which  so  tri- 
umphantly waves  *'  o'er  the  land  of  the  free,  and  the 
home  of  the  brave." 

Again,  the  products*  from  the  labor  of  this  increased 
and  increasing  population  are  borne  on  a  refluent  tide, 
and  emptied  into  the  lap  of  the  great  commercial  empo- 
rium of  the  western  world.  The  city  of  New  York  pre- 
sents one  of  the  happiest  illustrations  of  the  eiTects  pro« 
duced  by  our  system  of  internal  improvements,  and  of 
internal  commerce.  The  assessed  value  of  her  real  and 
personal  estate,  and  her  population  at  different  periods 
since  the  close  of  the  late  war  with  Great  Britain,  are 
an  unerring  index  to  the  rapid  and  progressive  improve- 
ment of  the  West,  and  the  far  West,  which  contribute 
so  essentially  to  her  greatness.*  Here,  too,  in  the  sud- 
den advance  of  her  real  estate,  the  croakers  of  the 
present  day  will  think  they  discover  the  work  of  specu- 
lation; and  that  this  apparent  prosperity  must  give  way 
to  some  violent  reaction.  Sir,  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of 
making  predictions,  but  I  will  venture  one  in  the  pres- 
ent case,  and  that  is,  that,  without  some  great  ana  un- 
expected calamity,  the  man  is  not  now  livine  who  will 
ever  see  real  estate  in  the  city  of  New  York  cheaper 
t  han  it  is  at  the  present  time .  The  statistics  of  New  York 
are  applicable  to  every  commercial  city  of  the  Union,  in 
proportion  to  the  Coreign  and  internal  commerce  which 
they  enjoy,  and  the  elements  which  enter  into  her  great- 
ness are  those  which  contribue  to  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  whole  country.  But,  sir,  some  of  our  political 
economists  are  frightened  at  this  prosperity.  They 
think  they  see  in  it  the  seeds  of  our  sudden  decline. 
They  have  measured  us  by  the  old  standards  of  Europe, 
and  cannot  encompass  our  rapid  and  astonishing  growth. 
In  truth,  we  have  astounded  the  European  world — their 
statesmen  and  their  philosophers  have  been  baffled  in 
all  their  calculations  and  investigations  in  relation  to  us* 
They  have  found  that  the  rules  which  they  have  been 
accustomed  to  apply  to  the  nations  of  the  old  world 
seemed  to  have  no  immediate  application  to  us.  A  peo- 
ple of  yesterday,,  and  already  the  most  prosperous  on 
earth;  our  free  institutions  command  the  admlrtlion  of 
the  world;  uur  civil  and  religious  liberty  offer  an  asylum 
to  the  oppressed  of  all  nations.  And  still,  in  the  midst 
of  this  prosperity,  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  all  these 
blessings,  we  And  at  home,  as  well  as  abroad,  those  who 
cannot  discover  the  cause  which  makes  us,  above  all 
others,  a  happy,  great,  and  prosperous  people.     Sir,  it 


*  Comparative  alatement  of  the  population,  and  of  the  val- 
ue* of  real  and  personal  estate,  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  at  three  different  periods,  from  the  opening  of 
the  Erie  canal  in  1825. 

Population.        Real  estate.        Personal  estate. 

1825,     166,086   $58,425,625 

1830,     203,007   .  87,603.580    ^7,584,938 
1835,     270,089   143,732,425     74,991,278 
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is  contained  in  two  words:  it  is  our  crsdit  ststbx. 
But  for  this,  our  canals  and  our  railroads,  ourgfreat  works 
of  internal  improvement  of  every  kind,  could  never 
l*Bve  been  made.  The  Erie  canal,  Ihe  wonder  of  the 
age,  must  have  remained  a  mere  project  in  the  imagi- 
nation of  its  projectors.  That  stupendous  work,  which 
has  added  millions  upon  millions  to  the  value  of  prop- 
erty within  the  extended  sphere  of  its  influence,  roust 
\\»\e  remained  unexecuted  but  for  the  credit  system. 
But  for  this  system,  those  great  works  throughout  the 
Union,  by  which  we  have  conquered  time  and  space, 
could  never  have  been  accomplished.  It  is  by  this 
means  that  the  giant  arms  of  this  young  and  growing  re- 
public have  piled  prosperity  upon  prosperity,  moun- 
taitis  high,  as  the  giants  of  old  piled  Ossa  upon  Pelion; 
not,  like  them,  with  a  view  to  scale  the  heavens,  but 
that  she  might  place  on  its  lofty  summit  the  Hght  of 
liberty,  to  shed  its  lustre  and  its  benign  influence 
throughout  the  world.  Sir,  that  lustre  has  been  shed, 
that  influence  has  been  felt,  and  is  now  being  felt,  in 
different  portions  of  the  globe.  Under  its  magic 
touch  thrones  have  trembled,  dynasties  have  been  over- 
turned, and  crowns  have  fallen.  The  credit  system  is 
the  distinguishing  feature  between  despoVism  and  liber- 
ty; it -is  the  offspring  of  free  institutions;  it  is  found  to 
exist,  and  its  influence  is  felt,  in  proportion  to  the  free- 
dom enjoyed  by  apy  people.  By  freedom  I  do  not 
mean  unregulated,  unrestrained,  natural  liberty;  but 
that  freedom  which  is  founded  on  just  and  equitable 
laws;  where  the  rights  of  personal  security,  of  private 
property,  and  religious  toleration,  are  guarantied  to 
every  individual;  where  there  is  a  general  diffusion  of 
knowledge,  and  the  existence  of  public  and  private  mo- 
rality. These  are  the  elements,  and  they  together  form 
the  basis  of  public  confidence  on  which  the  credit  sys- 
tem rests.     This  is  the  invention  of  modern  times. 

In  the  old  Governments  of  Europe,  where  liberty 
never  found  a  resting  place,  credit  was  unkno^'n.  To 
the  United  States  has  been  left  the  honor  of  maturing 
and  perfecting  this  system.  To  the  United  States,  also, 
is  the  honor  due  of  having  first  applied  the  system  of 
steam  navigation.  The  effects  on  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  nation  have  been  as  sensibly  felt  in  the  one  case 
as  in  the  other;  and  he  who  should  at  this  day  recom- 
mend an  entire  abandonment  of  our  credit  system  for  a 
sole  and  exchisive  metallic  currency,  would  be  deemed 
no  less  visionary  than  he  who  should  attempt  to  substi- 
tute a  Pennsylvania  wagon  for  a  locomotive  or  a  canal 
packet,  or  should  endeavor  to  stem  the  resistless  cur- 
rent of  the  Mississippi  in  a  flat  boat,  instead  of  those 
splendid  palaces  which  now  move  majestically  on  its 
waters.  Shall  we,  then,  Mr.  President,  check  this  tide 
of  prosperity,  by  the  introduction  of  new  and  untried 
schemes.^  Shall  we  not  be  content  with  the  necessaries, 
the  comforts,  the  conveniences,  and  the  luxuries  of  life, 
"  hich  are  so  widely  diffused  throughout  this  whole 
country^  Shall  we  attempt  to  overthrow,  subvert,  and 
destroy,  a  system  which  has  produced  all  these  blessings; 
which  has  brought  happiness  and  plenty  to  the  door  of 
every  man;  and  that,  too,  for  the  purpose  i^f  adopting 
r>ome  of  the  exploded  doctrines  of  the  political  econo- 
nvsts  of  Europe?  Sir,  you  might  as  well  attempt  to 
apply  the  common  law  of  England,  which  was  born  and 
nurtured  on  the  Thames,  to  the  father  of  waters  in  this 
western  world,  and  to  our  mighty  inland  seas,  compared 
with  which  the  boasted  streams  and  lakes  of  Europe 
dwindle  Into  rills  and  ponds  beside  them;  yes,  these  vast 
inland  seas,  into  which,  in  the  language  of  a  distinguish- 
ed Senator  of  my  own  State,  you  might  cast  the  whole 
land  of  the  common  law,  without  producing  a  ripple. 
Sir,  I  believe  I  speak  the  almost  unanimous  sentiment  of 
my  political  friends  in  this  Senate,  when  I  say  they  in- 
tend no  such  thing.     I  believe  I  speak  the  sentiment 


of  the  democratic  party  throughout  the  Union,  when  I 
say,  I  believe  they  neither  expect  nor  desire  any  such 
thing.  What,  then,  do  they  expect  and  desire?  I 
answer,  no  more  nor  less  than  what  every  real  friend  to  his 
country  is  willing  to  adopt,  namely,  a  preservation,  and*, 
at  the  same  time,  a  regulation  of  the  credit  system.  In 
all  such  measures  of  reform  I  will  go  as  far  as  he  who 
^oes  farthest.  Preserve  and  regtilate,  but  not  destroy, 
is  my  motto.  Enlarge  your  specie  basis;  introduce,  as 
far  as  practicable,  a  gold  currency,  by  the  prohibition  of 
small  notes;  provide  means  for  cohiing  at  the  mint;  take 
all  proper  measures  to  prevent  excessive  issues  of  bank 
paper,  and  the  unnecessary  increase  of  bank  incorpora- 
tions; repeal  your  restraining  laws,  so  as  to  permit  the 
free  employment  and  investment  of  foreign  capital. 
Whatever  danger  there  may  be,  is  to  be  found  in  the 
abuse  of  the  system,  and  not  in  its  existence.  Guard 
against  these  abuses,  and  correct  them  when  discovered. 
An  entire  abandonment  of  the  credit  system,  and  a 
return  to  a  sole  and  exclusive  metallic  currency,  if  it 
were  practicable,  would  produce  desolation  and  destruc- 
tion fronri  one  extremity  of  the  Union  to  the  other. 
Such  notions  ought  not,  cannot,  must  not,  prevail. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  I  shall  be  pardoned  for  this  di- 
gression from  the  main  subject  of  discussion.  My 
apology  will  be  found  in  the  course  and  character  of 
this  debate.  The  question  again  recurs,  what  disposi- 
tion shall  be  made  of  the  surplus  revenue.^  That  there 
will  be  a  surplus,  seems  to  have  been  conceded  or 
taken  for  granted  on  all  hands,  except  by  the  Senator 
from  Missouri.  It  was  anticipated  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  and  he  recommended  a  mode  of  disposing* 
of  it.  What  was  that  proposition?  Why,  sir,  in  sub- 
stance, that  the  Secretary  should  go  into  the  market,  by 
himself  or  agent,  and  invest  it  in  the  State  stocks.  This 
proposition  was  introduced  by  my  honorable  colleague; 
and  if  a  surplus  was  not  anticipated,  why  introduce  a 
proposition  to  dispose  of  that  which  it  was  supposed  would 
have  no  existence?  The  proposition  received  but  little 
favor  in  the  Semite.  I  will  not  attempt  to  recapitulate 
the  objections  which  were  made  to  it.  Some  of  them 
struck  me  as  more  imaginary  thim  real.  I  did  not  ap- 
preciate them  as  other  gentlemen  did.  In  the  vote 
which  was  taken  upon  my  honorable  colleague's  prop- 
osition, we  found  ourselves  in  a  lean  minority  of  four. 
Being  satisfied  that  something  ought  to  be  done,  I  de- 
termined to  unite  in  a  proposition  which  should  be  more 
generally  satisfactory  to  my  political  friends.  The  one 
reported  by  the  select  committee  was 

«  That  the  money  which  shall  be  in  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  on  the  first  day  of  January,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-seven,  reserving  the  sum  of  five  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  shall  be  deposited  with  the  several  States, 
in  proportion  to  their  respective  amounts  of  population, 
as  ascertained  by  the  last  census,  according  to  the  pro- 
vision of  the  second  section  of  the  first  article  of  the  con- 
stitution; and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  deliver 
the  same  to  such  persons  as  the  several  States  may  au- 
thorize to  receive  it,  on  receiving  certificates  of  depos- 
ite,  signed  by  the  competent  authorities  of  such  State, 
each  tor  such  amount,  and  in  such  form,  as  the  Secreta- 
ry of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe,  which  shall  set  forth 
and  express  the  obligation  of  the  State  to  pay  the  amount 
thereof  to  the  United  States,  or  their  assigns;  and  which 
said  certificates  it  shall  be  competent  for  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the  United 
Slates,  to  sell  and  assign,  whenever  so  directed  by  any 
act  of  Congress;  all  sales  and  assignments,  however,  to 
be  ratable,  and  in  just  and  equal  proportions  among  all 
the  States,  according  to  the  amounts  received  by  them, 
respectively;  and  all  such  certificates  of  deposite  shall  be 
subject  to,  and  shall  bear  an  interest  of  five  per  centum 
per  annum,  payable  half  yearly,  from  the  time  of  sucli 
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sale  and  assignment,  and  shall  be  redeemable  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  States  issuing  the  same.** 

That  part  of  it  which  required  an  act  of  Congress  be- 
fore the  Secretary  could  sell  and  assign  the  certificates 
was  deemed  objectionable.  The  object  was  to  keep  the 
money  so  far  under  the  control  of  the  Secretary  as  to 
enable  him  to  use  the  means  when  necessary.  1  accord- 
ingly offered  an  amendment,  which  was  adopted,  by 
which  the  Secretary  was  authorized,  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States,  to  sell  and  transfer  the  certificates  when- 
ever it  should  be  necessary,  for  want  of  other  money  in 
the  Treasury  to  meet  appropriations  made  by  Congress. 
This  amendment  removed  the  principal  objections  to  tbe 
bill.  It  placed  the  avails  of  the  money  in  the  power  of 
the  Secretary,  whenever  it  should  be  required  to  meet 
such  appropriations.  If  there  should  be  means  sufficient 
in  the  Treasury  to  meet  them,  then  of  course  the  money 
would  not  be  wanted.  It  would  never  be  called  for  un- 
til there  was  a  deficiency  of  mean!>. 

Let  us  now  inquire,  Mr.  President,  whether  thi?  prop- 
osition, so  amended,  is  one  which  ought  to  be  adopted. 
The  idea  of  returning  to  the  States  any  surplus  revenue 
which  has  been  collected  from  the  people,  by  indirect 
taxation,  is  neither  unheard  of  nor  novel.  We  have  high 
authority  as  to  the  expediency  of  the  measure ;.and  if  the 
proposition  under  consideration,  which  is  a  mere  depos- 
Ue,  and  not  a  distribution,  involves  no  constitutional  dif- 
ficulty, then  we  have  the  same  authority  in  favor  of  its 
adoption.  This  authority  is  one  which  no  friend  of  the 
administration  will  lightly  disregard.  President  Jackson, 
in  his  message  of  December,  1829,  has  the  following 
language: 

"After  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt,  it  is  not 
probable  that  any  adjustment  of  the  tariflT,  upon  princi- 
ples satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  Union,  will,  until 
a  remote  period,  if  ever,  leave  the  Government  without 
a  considerable  surplus  in  the  Treasury  beyond  what  may 
be  required  for  its  current  service.  As,  then,  the  peri- 
od approaches  when  the  application  of  the  revenue  to 
the  payment  of  debt  will  cease,  the  disposition  of  the 
surplus  will  present  a  subject  for  the  serious  delibera- 
tion of  Congress,  and  it  may  be  fortunate  for  the  country 
that  it  is  yet  to  be  decided.  Considered  in  connexion 
with  the  difficulties  which  have  heretofore  attended  ap- 
propriations for  purposes  of  internal  improvement,  and 
with  those  which  this  experience  tells  us  will  certainly 
arise  whenever  power  over  such  subjects  may  be  exer- 
cised by  the  General  Government,  it  is  hoped  that  it  may 
lead' to  tbe  adoption  of  some  plan  which  will  reconcile 
the  diversified  interests  of  the  States,  and  strengthen  the 
bonds  which  unite  them.  Every  member  of  the  Union, 
in  peace  and  in  war,  will  be  benefited  by  the  improve- 
ment of  inland  navigation  and  the  construction  of  high- 
ways in  the  several  States.  Let  us,  then,  endeavor  to  at- 
tain this  benefit  in  a  mode  which  will  be  satisfactory  to 
all.  That  hitherto  adopted  has,  by  many  of  our  fellow* 
citizens,  been  deprecated  as  an  infraction  of  the  consti- 
tution, while  by  others  it  has  been  viewed  as  inexpedient. 
All  feel  that  it  has  been  employed  at  the  expense  of  bar- 
mony  in  the  legislative  councils. 

**  To  avoid  these  evils,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  most 
safe,  just,  and  federal  disposition  which  could  be  made 
of  the  surplus  revenue  would  be  its  apportionment  among 
the  several  States  according  to  their  ratio  of  representa- 
tion; and  should  this  measure  not  be  found  warranted  by 
the  constitution,  that  it  would  be  expedient  to  propose 
to  the  States  an  amendment  authorizing  it.  I  regard  an 
appeal  to  the  source  of  power,  in  esses  of  real  doubt, 
and  where  its  exercise  is  deemed  indispensable  to  tlie 
general  welfare,  as  aaiong  the  most  sacred  of  all  our  ob- 
ligations." 

From  this  it  would  seem  that  .a  surplus  was  antici- 
pated aAer  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt,  and  that  it 


would  continue  to  a  remote  period,  beyond  the  current 
expenses  of  the  Government.  The  importance  of  in- 
ternal improvements  was  duly  appreciated}  but,  inas- 
much as  the  appropriation  of  money  for  that  purpose 
by  Congress  was  necessarily  unequal^  and  inasmuch  as 
some  entertained  doubts  as  to  the  constitutional  power 
of  Congress  thus  to  appropriate  it,  the  President  very 
properly  expressed  the  opinion  "that  the  most  safe, 
just,  and  federal  disposition  which  could  be  made  of  the 
surplus  revenue  would  be  its  apportionment  among  the 
several  States  according  to  their  ratio  of  representation; 
and  should  this  measure  not  be  found  warranted  by  the 
constitution,  that  it  would  be  expedient  to  propose  to 
the  States  an  amendment  authorizing  it."  The  Presi- 
dent seemed  fully  to  appreciate  the  expediency  of  the 
measureof  apportionment  of  the  surplus  revenue  among 
the  SUtes,  but  cautiously  and  properly  reserved  the 
constitutional  question.  After  the  delivery  of  this  mes- 
sage, public  attention  was  turned  to  the  subject.  Com- 
ing from  so  high  a  source,  it  received  due  consideration, 
and  those  who  doubted  its  expediency,  suggested  their 
objections.  Here  the  matter  rested  till  the  next  session 
of  Congress,  when  the  President,  in  his  annual  message 
of  December,  1830,  again  recurs  to  the  subject.  He  ad- 
verts to  the  opinion  expressed  in  his  previous  message, 
that  there  would  be  "  a  considerable  surplus  in  the 
Treasury  beyond  what  may  be  required  for  its  current 
service;"  and  adds,  "  I  have  had  no  cause  to  change 
that  opinion,  but  much  to  confirm  it."  He  again  repeats 
the  recommendation  of  "the  adoption  of  some  plan  for 
the  distribution  of  the  surplus  funds  which  may,  at  any 
time,  remain  in  the  Treasury  after  the  national  debt 
shall  have  been  paid,  among  the  States  in  proportion  to 
the  number  of  their  representatives,  to  be  applied  by 
them  to  objects  of  internal  improvement."  The  Presi- 
dent then  proceeds  to  answer  the  objections  which  have 
been  made  to  the  recommendation  contained  in  his  for- 
mer message,  and  repeated  in  this.  Those  objections 
are  the  same  which  have  been  urged  against  this  bill, 
and  he  refutes  them  satisfactorily  and  triumphantly. 

It  is  due  to  him  that  I  should  give  bis  views  in  his  own 
language.     They  are  as  follows: 

"  I  liave  heretofore  felt  it  my  duly  to  recommend  the 
adoption  of  some  plan  for  the  distribution  of  the  surplus 
funds  wliich  may  at  any  time  remain  in  the  Treasury, 
after  the  national  debt  shall  have  been  paid,  among  the 
States,  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  their  represent- 
atives, to  be  applied  by  them  to  objects  of  internal  im- 
provement. 

"  Altliough  this  plan  has  met  with  favor  in  some  por- 
tions  of  the  Union,  it  has  also  elicited  objections  which 
merit  deliberate  consideration.  A  brief  notice  of  these 
objections  here,  will  not,  therefore,  I  trust,  be  regard*; d 
as  out  of  place. 

"  They  rest,  as  far  as  they  have  come  to  my  know  I- 
edge,  on  the  following  grounds:  1st,  an  objection  to  the 
ratio  of  distribution;  2d,  an  apprehension  that  the  exist- 
ence  of  such  a  regulation  would  produce  improvident 
and  oppressive  taxation  to  raise  the  funds  for  distribu- 
tion; 3d,  thftt  the  mode  proposed  would  lead  to  the  con- 
struction of  works  of  a  local  nature,  to  the  exclusion  of 
such  as  are  general,  and  as  would,  consequently,  be  of  a 
more  useful  character;  and,  last,  that  it  would  create  a  dis- 
creditable and  injurious  dependance  on  the  part  of  the 
State  Governments  upon  the  Federal  power.  Of  those  who 
object  to  the  ratio  of  representation  as  the  basis  of  dis- 
tribution, some  insist  that  the  importations  of  the  respec- 
tive States  would  constitute  one  that  would  be  more 
equitable;  and  others,  again,  that  the  extent  of  their 
respective  territories  would  furnish  a  slandartl  which 
would  be  more  expedient,  and  sufficiently  equitable. 
The  ratio  of  representation  presented  itj-elf  to  my  mind, 
and  it  still  docs,  as  one  of  obvious  tenuity,  because  of  its 
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being  the  ratio  of  contribution,  whether  the  funds  to  be 
distributed  be  derived  from  the  customs  or  from  direct 
taxation.  It  does  not  follow,  however,  that  its  adoption 
is  indispensable  to  the  establishment  of  the  system  pro- 
posed. There  may  be  considerations  appertaining  to 
the  subject  which  would  render  a  departure,  to  some 
extent,  from  the  rule  of  contribution  proper.  Nor  is 
it  absolutely  necessary  that  the  basis  of  distribution  be 
confined  to  one  ground.  It  may,  if,  in  the  Judgment  of 
those  whose  right  it  is  to  fix  it,  it  be  deemed  politic 
and  just  to  give  it  that  character,  have  regard  to 
several. 

« In  my  first  message  I  staled  it  to  be  my  opinion  that 
'it  is  not  probable  that  any  adjustment  of  the  tariff,  upon 
principles  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  Union,  will, 
until  a  remote  period,  if  ever,  leave  the  Government 
without  a  considerable  surplus  in  the  Treasury  beyond 
what  may  be  required  for  its  current  service.'  I  have 
had  no  cause  to  change  that  opinion,  but  much  to  con- 
firm it.  Should  these  expectations  be  realized,  a  suita- 
ble fund  would  thus  be  produced  for  the  plan  under 
consideration  to  operate  upon;  and,  if  there  be  no  such 
fund,  its  adoption  will,  in  my  opinion,  work  no  injury 
to  any  interest;  for  I  cannot  assent  to  the  justness  of 
the  aj^prehension  that  the  establishment  of  the  propo- 
sed system  would  tend  to  the  encouragement  of  improv- 
ident legislation  of  the  character  supposed.  Whatever 
the  proper  authority,  in  the  exercise  of  constitutional 
power,  shall  at  any  time  hereafter  decide  to  be  for.  the 
general  good,  will,  in  that  as  in  other  respects,  deserve 
and  receive  the  acquiescence  and  support  of  the  whole 
country;  and  we  have  ample  security  that  every 
abuse  of  power  in  that  regard,  by  the  agenti  of  the 
people.  Will  receive  a  speedy  and  effectual  corrective 
at  their  hands.  The  views  which  I  take  of  the  future, 
founded  on  the  obvious  and  increasing  improvement  of 
all  classes  of  our  fellow-citizens  in  intelligence  and  in 
public  and  private  virtue,  leave  me  withoul  much  appre- 
hension on  that  head. 

*'  I  do  not  doubt  that  those  who  come  af\er  us  will 
be  as  much  alive  as  we  are  to  the  obligations  up-.n  all 
the  trustees  of  political  power  to  exempt  those  fur 
whom  they  act  from  all  unnecessary  burden?);  and  as 
sensible  of  the  great  truth,  that  the  resources  of  the  na- 
tion, beyond  those  required  for  immediate  and  necessary 
purposes  of  Government,  can  nowhere  be  so  well  de- 
posited as  in  the  pockets  of  ihe  people." 

I  am  glad  that  my  friend  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Rites] 
referred  to  this  message  as  containing  the  grounds  of 
his  argument.  I  should  have  referred  to  it,  if  he  had 
not;  tor  this  recommendation  was  strongly  impressed 
on  my  mind,  although  I  had  not  seen  it  from  the  time  it 
was  delivered  till  this  day.  But  1  was  a  member  of  the 
Senate  of  New  York  at  that  period,  and  well  remember 
that  the  doctrines  of  this  message  formed  the  basis  of 
our  Governor's  message  on  this  subject.  The  reports 
of  our  committees  on  internal  improvements,  in  both 
Houses,  assumed  the  same  ground.  I  believe  the  con- 
stitutional question  was  all  along  reserved;  but,  aside 
from  that,  no  one  at  that  time  seemed  to  doubt  the  ex- 
pediency or  the  policy  of  the  measure.  I  have  been 
subsequently  led  to  doubt  both  the  expediency  and  pol- 
icy of  a  general  system  of  distribution  amongst  the  States 
of  the  surplus  revenue  of  the  Government.  1  have  fear- 
ed that  it  might  create  a  too  great  dependance  of  the 
States  on  the  General  Government.  I  will  not  now  .say 
any  thing  of  the  constitutional  question,  further  than  to 
express  my  opinion  that  Congress  has  no  power  to  raise 
revenue  for  the  purpose  of  distribution.  But  when  we 
find.a  surplus  on  our  hands,  without  any  design  from 
our  legislation  to  produce  it,  it  presents  a  different  ques- 
tion. The  time  has  now  arrived,  the  contingencies  have 
now  happened,  when  the  President  anticipated  such  a 


surplus;  the  surplus  is  on  hand,  and  it  will  continue  to 
increase  far  beyond  our  appropriations.  It  is  in  vain  to 
shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact;  we  may  deceive  ourselves,  but 
we  cannot  deceive  others.  This  surplus  cannot  be  dis- 
posed of  by  appropriations,  unless  of  the  most  extrava- 
gant character.  Will  the  people  tolerate  appropriations 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  a  surplus?  No, 
sir,  I  apprehend  not.  They  will  justify  their  represent- 
atives  in  making  liberal  appropriations  for  all  objects 
of  national  defence.  Extravagant  expenditures,  for  the 
sole  object  of  disposing  of  the  surplus  revenue,  are,  in 
my  ju(lgment,  far  more  dangerous  th»n  any  objections 
which  I  have  heard  urged  against  a  distribution  amongst 
the  States.  These  expenditures  beget  the  necessity  of 
continuing  them,  and  by  and  by  we  shall  be  obliged  to 
raise  the  tariff,  and  increase  the  burdens  of  the  people, 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  extravagances  with 
which  we  iroprovidently  commenced.  Sir,  the  people 
of  this  country  will  never  approve  such  a  principle. 
What,  then,  shall  be  done?  We  have  a  large  surplus 
on  hand.  It  will  be  much  larger  on  the  1st  of  January 
next.  It  is  in  vain  to  wish  we  had  it  not.  It  is  in  our 
hands,  and  we  must  dispose  of  it.  No  matter  by  what 
means  we  got  it — no  matter  whether  by  indiscreet  or 
improvident  legislation.  We  have  the  surplus— call  it 
accidental,  or  incidental,  or  unavoidable.  Tl»e  question 
is,  What  shall  we  do  with  it?  Shall  we  throw  it  into  the 
ocean?  No.  Shall  we  burn  it  up?  No.  What,  then, 
shall  we  do  with  it?  Shall  we  leave  it  to  accumulate  in 
the  deposite  banks?  There  are  weighty  objections 
against  it.  There  is  no  reason  for  keeping  in  those 
banks  any  more  than  is  required  for  the  current  dis- 
bursements of  the  Government.  That  will  always  be  a 
large  amount.  Beyond  that,  it  is  neither  profitable  to 
the  banks  nor  useful  to  the  people.  Most  of  the  banks 
are  limited  in  their  discounts  by  their  charters.  The 
elements  which  enter  into  their  discounts  are,  their  cap- 
ital, their  circulation,  and  their  deposites.  In  the  city 
of  New  York  their  deposites  are  large  and  their  circula- 
tion small.  In  fact,  their  circulation  is  a  mere  bagatelle. 
Well,  sir,  when  their  discounts  run  up  to  the  limit  pre- 
scribed  by  their  charters,  the  surplus  deposites  are  of  no 
further  use  to  them  nor  to  the  public.  It  is  true,  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  they  have  been  used  so  far  as  pru- 
dence and  a  due  regard  to  the  calls  of  the  Government 
would  permit. 

The  surplus,  beyond  what  the  deposite  banks  could 
use,  and  beyond  what  was  required  to  meet  the  drafts 
of  the  Treasury,  has  been  loaned,  without  interest,  to 
other  banks,  on  which  they  have  discounted;  and  the 
community  have  thus  had  the  benefit.  After  the  late 
calamitous  fire  in  the  city  of  New  York,  I  have  no  doubt 
the  banks  have  discounted  on  these  funds,  and  thereby 
essentially  relieved  the  commercial  interests  of  the  city. 
The  idea-  that  these  funds,  to  the  amount  of  millions, 
have  been  hoarded  up  by  the  banks,  is  as  improbable  as 
it  is  untrue.  They  have  been  used,  so  far  as  prudence 
would  permit;  but  still  their  benefits  in  this  way  are  very 
unequally  distributed  amongst  the  whole  people.  If  the 
money  has  been  collected,  by  indirect  taxation,  from  the 
people,  it  ia  right  that  they  should  participate,  in  the 
same  ratio,  in  its  benefits.  This  cannot  be  done  through 
the  deposite  banks.  I  see  no  mode  left  so  just  and 
proper,  and  so  unexceptionable,  as  the  one  prescribed 
in  this  bill,  namely,  a  deposite  with  the  States.  If  there 
were  any  th'mg  objectionable  in  a  distribution,  as  recom- 
mended by  the  President,  there  would  not  be,  as  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  in  a  deposite  with  the  States.  The  Prcsi- 
dent,  in  all  his  messages,  has  been  perfectly  consistent. 
He  has  never  recommended  a  general  system  of  distri- 
bution. He  has  merely  pointed  out  a  mode  of  disposing 
of  any  surplus  which  might  be  unavoidably  on  hand  be- 
yond the  wants  of  the  Government,  after  the  extinction 
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of  the  national  debt.  He  has  always  contended  against 
the  policy  of  raiaing  revenue  for  the  purpose  of  distri- 
bution, but  has,  at  different  times,  sugf^ested  the  expe- 
diency of  such  a  disposition  of  any  surplus  which  might 
be  in  the  Treasury,  without  any  design  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  produce  it  for  such  a  purpose.  This 
distinction  has  been  kept  up  all  along  by  the  President, 
in  all  his  messages  in  which  he  has  had  occasion  to  touch 
the  subject.  It  is  a  distinction  by  which  he  has  stood 
justified,  and  will  stand  justified,  before  the  people,  as 
long  as  he  maintains  that  consistency,  that  upright,  hon- 
est course,  which  has  thus  far  characterized  all  his  public 
acts,  and  which,  1  trust,  will  characterize  thecn  in  future. 
His  doctrines,  thus  far,  on  this  subject,  have  been  ap- 
proved; and  the  distinction  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
and  which  can  be  traced  through  all  his  messages,  is  one 
sound  in  itself,  and  one  perfectly  understood  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  In  his  veto  message  on  the 
land  bill,  in  18o2,  I  find  the  same  distinction;  and  here, 
too,  it  is  proper  to  add  that  he  suggested  doubts,  as  he 
had  done  before,  of  its  constitutionality;  but  the  distinc- 
tion between  returning  to  the  people  an  unavoidable 
surplus  of  revenue,  paid  in  by  them,  and  creating  a  sur- 
plus for  the  purpose  of  distribution  among  the  States,  is 
clearly  taken  and  kept  up,  in  perfect  accordance  with 
what  he  had  said  on  former  occasions.  I  most  heartily 
approve  of  the  doctrines  contained  in  that  message.  I 
am  fully  sensible  of  the  dangers  to  be  apprehended  from 
a  general  distribution  system  in  regard  to  a  surplus  cre- 
ated for  the  purpose  of  such  distribution.  The  Presi- 
dent's reasoning  on  that  subject  is  perfectly  conclusive 
to  my  mind.     Amongst  other  things,  he  says: 

•<  It  has  been  supposed  that,  with  all  the  reductions  in 
our  revenue  which  could  be  speedily  effected  by  Con- 
gress, without  injury  to  the  substantial  interests  of  the 
country,  there  might  be,  for  some  years  to  come,  a  sur- 
plus of  moneys  in  the  Treasury,  and  that  there  was,  in 
principle,  no  objection  to  returning  them  to  the  people 
by  whom  they  were  paid.  As  the  literal  accomplish- 
ment of  such  an  object  is  obviously  impracticable,  it  was 
thought  admissible,  as  the  nearest  approximation  to  it, 
to  hand  them  over  to  the  State  Governments,  the  more 
immediate  representatives  of  the  people,  to  be  by  them 
applied  to  the  benefit  of  those  to  whom  they  properly 
belonged.  The  principle  and  the  object  was  to  return 
to  the  people  an  unavoidable  surplus  of  revenue  which 
might  have  been  paid  by  them  under  a  system  which 
could  not  at  once  be  abandoned;  but  even  this  resource, 
which  at  one  lime  seemed  to  be  almost  the  only  alterna- 
tive to  save  the  General  Government  from  grasping  un- 
limited power  over  internal  improvements,  was  suggest- 
ed with  doubts  of  its  constitutionality. 

**  But  this  bill  assumes  a  new  principle.  Its  object  is 
not  to  return  to  the  people  an  unavoidable  surplus  of 
revenue  paid  in  by  them,  but  to  create  a  surplus  for  dis- 
tribution among  the  States.  It  seizes  the  entire  pro- 
ceeds of  one  source  of  revenue,  and  sets  them  apart  as  a 
surplus,  making  it  necessary  to  raise  the  moneys  for 
supporting  the  Government,  and  meeting  the  general 
charges,  from  other  sources.  It  even  throws  the  entire 
land  system  upon  the  customs  for  its  support,  and  makes 
the  public  lands  a  perpetual  charge  upon  the  Treasury. 
It  Joes  not  return  to  the  people  moneys  accidentally  or 
■unavoidably  paid  by  them  to  the  Government,  by  which 
they  are  not  wanted;  but  compels  the  people  to  pay 
moneys  into  the  Treasury  for  the  mere  purpose  of  crea- 
ting a  surplus  for  distribution  to  their  State  Govern- 
ments." 

•  ••••• 

"  However  willing  I  might  be  that  any  unavoidable 
surplus  in  the  Treasury  should  be  returned  to  the  people 
through  their  State  Governments,  I  cannot  assent  to  the 
principle  that  a  surplus  may  be  created  for  the  purpose 


of  distribution.  Viewing  this  bill  as,  in  effect,  assuroing^ 
the  right  not  only  to  create  a  surplus  for  that  purpose, 
but  to  divide  the  contents  of  the  Treasury  among  the 
States  without  limitation,  from  whatever  source  they 
may  be  derived,  and  asserting  the  power  to  raise  and 
appropriate  money  for  the  support  of  every  State  Gov- 
ernment and  institution,  as  well  as  for  making  every 
local  improvement,  however  trivial,  I  cannot  give  it  my 
assent.*' 

From  all  this  it  appears  that  the  President  is  in  favor 
of  a  disposition  of  an  incidental  or  unavoidable  surplus, 
provided,  always,  it  can  be  constitutionally  done.  I  will 
not  stop  to  inquire  whether  such  a  distribution  of  such  a 
surplus  be  constitutional  or  not.  It  is  not  necessary  in 
reference  to  the  proposition  contained  in  this  bill.  This 
proposition  is  not  a  distribution  by  which  the  money 
becomes  absolutely  the  property  of  the  States,  and 
which  is  never  again  to  be  returned,  and  which  the 
States  are  under  no  obligation  to  return  to  the  United 
States;  but  it  is  a  mere  deposite  with  the  States  of  the 
surplus  revenue,  incidentally  and  unavoidably  on  hand, 
by  which  the  States  acquire  no  property  in  it.  It  re- 
mains the  property  of  the  United  States  just  as  fully  and 
as  perfectly  as  if  it  were  in  the  immediate  custody  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  States  become  the 
mere  depositories.  Now,  as  to  the  constitutional  power 
of  Congress  to  direct  the  surplus  revenue  of  the  Govern- 
ment, incidentally  and  unavoidably  in  the  Treasury,  to 
be  deposited  whenever  and  wherever  it  pleases,  I  can- 
not for  one  moment  entertain  a  particle  of  doubt.  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  administration  of  the  Government,  when- 
ever they  find  such  a  fund  on  hand,  to  take  care  of  it 
and  preserve  it— to  keep  it  safely  till  it  is  wanted  for  the 
legitimate  uses  of  the  Government.  Those  uses  arc  to 
be  judged  of  by  Congress,  and  its  appropriations  are 
indicative  of  what  it  deems  proper  objects-to  which  it 
should  be  applied.  Until  it  is  wanted  for  such  appropri- 
ations, it  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
acting  under  the  advice  of  the  Executive,  to  keep  it 
safely.  Unless  the  places  of  deposite  are  prescribed  by 
law,  he  takes  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of  selecting 
them;  but  if  Congress  sees  fit  to  act,  it  may  direct  such 
places  as,  in  its  wisdom,  shall  seem  most  meet  and 
proper.  Now,  sir,  I  hold  that  Congress  can  constitu- 
tionally direct  the  public  money  to  be  deposited  wher- 
ever it  pleases.  It  may  direct  it  to  be  deposited  in  the 
Bank  of  England,  in  the  State  banks,  in  the  mint  of  the 
United  States,  or  in  the  treasuries  of  the  several  Slates. 
Congress,  whenever  it  undertakes  to  direct  on  this  sub- 
ject, is  the  sole  judge  of  the  place  of  deposite.  It  would 
intend,  unquestionably,  to  select  such  places  as  are  per- 
fectly safe;  it  would  not  discharge  its  duty  to  the  people, 
whose  representatives  they  are,  and  whose  money  it  is, 
unless  it  selected  places  of  deposite  which  were  perfectly 
safe.  Let  me  ask,  Can  there  be  any  safer  depositories 
than  the  States?  I  answer.  No.  The  sUbility  of  this* 
Government  depends  on  the  stability  of  the  States;  it 
cannot  exist  without  them.  They,  therefore,  afford  the 
very  best  and  highest  security  which  we  can  have  for 
the  safe  keeping  as  well  as  the  safe  return  of  the  money 
which  may  be  intrusted  to  them,  respectively.  It  is  no 
objection  to  the  ccnstitutional  power  of  Congreas  thus* 
to  dispose  of  the  public  money,  that  it  is  deposited  rata- 
bly with,  the  States.  So  far  as  constitutional  right  it 
concerned,  looking  at  this  matter  as  a  mere  deposite,* 
Congress  could  order  it  to  be  deposited  in  such  propor- 
tions as  it  pleased;  but  the  very  object  of  thus  deposit- 
ing the  surplus  with  the  States  is,  that  we  thereby  have 
the  best  security  for  its  safe  keeping,  and  the  best  guar- 
antee for  its  sure  return  when  required;  and  inasmuch 
as  this  incidental  or  unavoidable  surplus,  as  the  President 
terms  it,  has  been  collected  hy  indirect 'taxation  out  of 
the  people,  it  is  but  just  and  equitable  that  some  rule* 
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should  be  adopted,  in  deposirm?  it  with  the  States,  that 
shall  give  lo  them  equal  benents,  so  far  as  incidental 
benefits  are  to  be  derived  from  becoming  the  deposito- 
ries of  it. 

If  we  should  adopt  the  same  ratio  that  we  would  in 
an  absolute  distribution,  provided  we  had  the  constitu- 
tional power  to  distribute  it,  it  would  be  no  argument 
against  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  thus  to  de- 
posite  it.  As  to  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress 
over  this  subject,  I  cannot  for  onb  moment  doubt;  I 
will  not  suffer  myself  to  doubt.  No  one  I  have  heard 
has  suggested  any  constitutional  doubt,  and  no  one,  in 
my  judgment,  can  place  such  an  objection  before  the 
people  in  a  way  that  they  can  comprehend  it,  or  feel 
the  force  of  it.  From  this  view  of  the  matter,  1  feel  jus- 
tified in  saying  that  I  am  sustained  in  my  support  of  the 
proposition  contained  in  this  bill,  by  the  principles  laid 
down  in  the  several  messages  of  the  President  to  which 
I  have  referred;  and  backed  by  such  authority,  and  from 
a  deep  settled  conviction  of  the  importance  of  the  meas- 
ure, 1  cannot  hesitate  as  to  the  vote  1  shall  give.  If  this 
plan  be  not  adopted,  T  ask  gentlemen  by  what  mode  will 
they  dispose  of  this  surplus?  Ifthjere  be  any  who  do 
not  believe  there  will  be  a  surplus,  (and  this  number 
must  be  very  small,)  to  them  I  say,  the  plan  proposed 
can  do  no  harm  in  that  event,  because  there  will  be  noth- 
ing on  which  it  can  operate.  If  the  sentiment  were 
unanimous,  or  any  thing  like  it,  that  there  will  be  no  sur- 
plus, 1  would  not  then  adopt  any  measure  in  relation  to 
it,  when  there  was  no  probability  of  its  being  required. 
But  this  is  a  very  different  case.  No  rational  man  can 
doubt  but  that  there  will  be  a  large  surplus,  unless 
our  appropriations  are  made  for  the  express  purpose  of 
getting  rid  of  it;  and,  of  course,  in  a  very  extravagant 
manner.  I  again  ask,  what  shall  we  do  with  it?  It  is  in 
vain  to  make  objections  to  this  proposition,  unless  gen- 
tlemen will  condescend  to  point  out  some  other  mode  of 
disposing  of  the  public  money.  If  none  is  suggested, 
and  the  present  bill  be  not  adopted,  the  money  must  re- 
main in  the  deposite  banks,  without  legal  regulation,  and 
subject  to  all  the  clamor  which  has  been,  and  which  will 
hereafter  be,  made  against  them.  1  here  repeat,  as  I  have 
before  taid,  I  have  entire  confidence  in  the  deposite 
banks.  But  no  one  can  hesitate  to  say,  and  it  is  no  dis- 
paragement to  any  banks  to  4ay,  that  this  vast  and  accu- 
mulating treasure  is  more  secure  in  the  treasuries  of  the 
several  States.  With  the  confidence  which  1  place  in  the 
security  of  the  deposite  banks,  it  would  not  be  surpri- 
sing if  1  should  be  in  favor  of  leaving  it  there;  but  that 
gentlemen  who  profess  to  look  upon  all  banks  with  more 
or  less  distrust  should  be  willing  to  leave  it  there,  in 
stead  of  depositing  it  with  the  States,  is  to  me  a  matter 
of  astonishment. 

Some  gentlemen,  when  pressed  upon  this  point,  and 
asked,  what  will  you  do?  are  ready  to  say,  leave  it  till 
the  next  session  of  Congress.  Why  leave  it  till  the  next 
.  session  of  Congress?  .1  tmphatically  ask.  If  there  is  to 
be  a  large  surplus  in  the  Treasury  on  the  1st  of  January 
next,  it  is  our  duty  to  the  banks  themselves,  as  well  as 
our  duty  to  our  country,  to  make  early  arrangements  for 
.its  disposition.  If  it  is  to  be  deposited  with  the  States, 
the  banks  ought  to  know  it,  that  they  may  be  prepared 
for  it  at  the  time  fixed  for  that  purpose.  If  it  is  to  be 
left  with  them,  and  no  change  is  hereafter  to  be  made, 
they  ought  equally  to  know  it;  for  their  arrangements  in 
relation  to  the  nnanagement  of  their  own  means  would 
depend  more  or  less  on  the  fact,  whether  they  were  to 
retain  the  means  of  the  Government.  So  that,  in  any 
point  of  view,  it  is  all-important  that  the  question  be 
now  settled.  Every  important  interest  of  the  country 
requires  it.  If  it  be  not  now  arranged,  it  will  be  pro- 
ductive of  the  most  alarming  consequences.  If  this  mo- 
ney is  thus  suffered  to  accumulate  in  these  banks,  the 


people  will  never  rest  satisfied  that  it  shall  behoarded  up 
there;  and  it  would  in  that  case  be  of  no  use  to  the  banks 
to  have  it.  I  take  it  for  granted,  then,  it  must  be  used. 
How  far  such  a  use  of  money,  which  has  been  collected 
from  the  people,  would  be  deemed  a  just  and  equita- 
ble use  of  it  in  regard  to  the  great  body  of  them,  I  leave 
to  the  American  people  to  judge.  In  the  use  of  such 
means  there  is  more  or  less  favoritism;  and  the  desire  of 
the  banks  to  make  the  most  of  it,  especially  if  an  interest 
is  to  be  charged  on  it  in  their  hands,  would  tend  strongly 
towards  those  extravagant  and  wild  speculations,  about 
which  gentlemen  have  so  feelingly  declaimed.  If  this 
money  should  be  loaned  out  to  the  communities  where 
these  deposite  banks  are  located,  will  it  not  be  seen  at 
once  that  the  business  of  those  places  will  be  more  or 
less  extended,  according  to  the  means  employed?  Sup- 
pose, then,  when  these  funds  to  such  an  enormous 
amount  are  thus  loaned  out,  and  the  Government  should/ 
want  the  money,  can  these  banks  respond,  on  notice 
given,  to  the- call?  If  they  can,  it  will  be  by  reason  of 
a  sudden  call  on  their  debtors.  What  will  be  the  con- 
sequence of  such  a  call?  We  can  readily  foresee  it. 
The  whole  money  market  will  be  disturbed.  Like  the 
sudden  expansion  and  contraction  of  bank  issues  and 
bank  discounts  at  all  times,  they  would  convulse  the 
whole  commercial  community.  Those  convulsions  are 
not  confined  to  the  communities  in  which  they  happen; 
their  effects  are  felt  every  where.  Tou  cannot  strike 
a  blow  at  the  city  of  New  York,  which  will  not  be  felt, 
not  only  through  the  whole  State,  but  throughout  the 
whole  Union. 

But  it  may  be  said,  and  1  believe  has  been  said,  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  that  this  money  will  not  be  need- 
ed by  the  Government,  and  will  not  be  called  for  from 
the  banks.  So  much  the  worse.  The  longer  such  an 
immense  sum  is  left  to  accumulate  and  to  be  used  by 
them,  the  worse  it  is.  But,  Mr.  President,  public  sen- 
timent, which  is  generally  right,  demands  that  some 
other  disposition  be  made  of  this  surplus  revenue. 
The  people  are  jealous  enough  of  banks  at  all  times, 
but  are  peculiarly  so  of  those,  at  this  time,  which  hold 
such  vast  treasures  which  belong  to  them.  Unless  some 
other  disposition  be  made  of  this  surplus,  suspicions  will 
go  abroad  that  the  money  is  kept  there  for  improper 
purposes,  and  from  improper  motives.  We  know  there 
is  no  ground  for  such  suspicion.  But  if  it  exist,  whether 
true  or  Iklse,  the  eflfect  is  the  same.  Its  tendency  is  to 
agitate  the  public  mind,  and  a  consequent  derangement 
of  the  moneyed  concerns  of  the  country.  I  can  readily 
foresee  that,  if  Congress  adjourns  without  regulating 
the  deposite  banks  by  law,  and  without  disposing  of  this 
surplus  revenue,  the  whole  country  will  be  agitated  by 
this  all-important  question,  and  we  shall  have  to 
encounter  another  scene  of  panic  and  distress,  and 
thereby  derange  the  currency,  and  more  or  less  affect 
every  mterest  in  the  country.  No  matter  whether  there 
be  any  just  ground  fur -such  agitation  or  not,  such  is  the 
state  ol'^parties  and  of  party  feeling  that  we  cannot  hope 
to  be  rid  of  it,  however  much  we  may  deprecate  its 
existence.  Sir,  I  live  in  a  commercial  community.  I 
feel  that  I  know  something  of  its  interests,  and  I  am  un- 
willing, for  any  consideration  whatever,  that  this  all-en- 
grossing topic  should  any  longer  be  made  the  sport  of 
party,  to  the  great  detriment  of  the  paramount  interests 
of  society.  I  am  unwilling  that  such  conbideralioni 
shall,  by  designing  politicians,  be  mingled  in  the  ap- 
proaching presidential  contest,  and  that  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  session  of  Congress  shall  be 
the  singal  for  increased  and  increasing  excitement 
till  it  is  closed.  Sir,  public  confidence  in  our  banks, 
as  well  as  in  our  political  Institutions,  becomes  im- 
paired by  such  constant  assaults;  and  when  that  is  im* 
paired,  every  interest  must  suffer.     I  cannot,  therefore. 
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lend  my  aid  to  continue  such  a  state  of  things.  By  de- 
positing* this  money  with  the  States,  as  is  proposed  bv 
this  bill,  the  public  mind  will  be  quieted;  the  banks  will 
be  freed  from  the  suspicion,  as  well  as  the  odium,  which 
must  attach  to  them  under  the  state  of  things  which  I 
have  attempted  to  describe;  and,  above  all  things,  our 
pecuoiary  concerns  will  be  separated  from  all  political 
connexions  or  associations — a  consummation  devoutly  to 
be  wished. 

Sir,  there  is  no  constitutional  objection  to  this  bill. 
The  most  refined  sophistry  cannot  show  any.  Gentle- 
men may  attempt  to  confound  it  with  a  distribution. 
But  it  is  no  more  nor  less  than  a  simple  deposite  of  the 
public  money  with  the  States.  It  avoids  the  objections 
which  would  exist  to  a  general  system  of  distribution. 
That  implies  that  a  surplus  shall  be  created  for  the  pur- 
pose of  distribution.  This  does  not  even  distribute  a 
surplus,  accidentally  and  unavoidably  on  hand.  It  de- 
posites  it  with  the  States.  It  still  remains  the  property 
of  the  Government,  and  the  Government  can  use  the 
money  whenever  it  is  required  for  the  public  service. 
It  creates  no  dependance,  on  the  part  of  the  States,  on 
the  General  Government,  as  a  distribution  system  might 
do.  It  merely  provides  for  the  present  emergency.  It 
disposes  safely  of  a  surplus,  for  which,  at  present,  we 
have  no  use,  and  with  which  we  know  not  what  to  do. 
If  gentlemen  would  satisfy  me  of  any  other  proper  dis- 
position of  it,  I  would  embrace  any  proposition  that 
would  seem  to  meet  the  exigency  of  the  case.'  But  I 
hear  of  none,  except  to  spend  it  all  by  extravagant  ap- 

Eropriations,  or  leave  it  to  accumulate  in  the  deposite 
anks.  To  both  of  these  1  have  already  indicated  my 
objections.  We  are  then  brought  back  to  the  proposi- 
tion contained  in  this  bill;  and  I  confess,  after  the  matu- 
rest  deliberation  and  reflection,  I  can  not  only  see  no  ob- 
jection to  it,  but  I  can  conceive  of  no  mode  so  proper.  By 
this  mode  the  States  will  receive  their  ratable  propor- 
tions of  the  surplus,  giving  the  security  of  the  States 
themselves  for  the  repayment,  when  it  is  needed  by  the 
General  Government.  This  money  is  retained  by  the 
States,  without  interest,  until  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, for  want  of  other  means,  sells  the  certificates  of  de- 
posites,  when  they  are  made  to  bear  an  interest  of  five 
per  cent.  These  certificates  are  redeemable  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  States,  and  would  always  bring  par  in 
the  market,  and  probably  a  premium.  No  arrangement 
which  has  been  suggested,  or,  as  I  believe,  can  be  sug- 
gested, is,  in  my  judgment,  equal  to  this.  It  is  the  best 
for  both  parlies.  It  is  best  for  the  United  Slates.  It  is 
best  for  the  individual  States.  If  they  invest  the  money 
in  internal  improvements,  or  as  a  fund  for  education,  it 
will  be  vastly  better  employed  for  the  whole  country 
than  if  it  were  left  for  the  use  of  speculators  in  the  de- 
posite banks;  and  whenever  it  is  wanted  by  the  General 
Government,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  its  agent, 
has  only  to  sell  the  certificates  in  market  to  get  the 
money  on  them;  and  the  Slates,  on  such  sale,  have  mere- 
ly to  provide  for  the  payment  of  interest  at  the  rate  of 
five  per  cent.  They  are  not  bound  to  raise  the  princi- 
pal on  any  such  call,  because  the  certificates  are  made 
redeemable  at  their  pleasure;  and  when  they  are  sold, 
they  become  to  the  States  the  same  as  any  other  five 
per  cent,  stock  which  they  may  have  issued.  One  ad- 
vantage, and  one  great  advantage,  of  this  proposition  is, 
that  it  requires  no  action  on  the  part  of  Congress,  nor 
on  the  part  of  the  States,  to  bring  this  money  back  to 
the  Treasury,  whenever  it  is  required  for  the  wants  of 
the  Government.  Congress  judges  in  the  first  instance 
.  of  those  wants,  and  makes  appropriations  to  meet  them. 
If,  then,  there  is  a  lack  of  other  means,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  without  any  further  action  on  the  part 
•  of  Congress  or  ihe  States,  can  avail  himself  of  the  fund 
thus  deposited,  by  a  sale  and  transfer  of  the  certificates* 


As  long  as  this  money  remains  the  prdperty  of  the  Gen- 
eral Government,  the  States  will  exercise  a  proper  cau- 
tion as  to  the  use  and  application  of  it.  There  will  be 
no  profligate  expenditures,  merely  because  they  have 
come  into  the  possession  of  such  an  amount  of  funds. 
Most  of  th'e  States  would  probably  apply  it  to  internal 
improvements,  already  authorized  by  their  respective 
Legislatures,  and  perhaps  already  commenced.  If  it 
should  be  thus  applied,  there  can  be  no  better  evidence 
of  its  proper  application,  because  such  works  have  been 
authorized  and  commenced  without  reference  to  any 
such  means.  I  might  instance  the  State  of  New  York  as 
in  this  situation  now.  The  last  Legislature  directed  new 
w*ork8  of  internal  improvement  to  be  commenced,  and 
loaned  her  credit  to  the  Hudson  and  Erie  Kaijroad  Com- 
pany, to  the  amount,  in  the  aggregate  of  |6,000,000, 
For  this  amount  she  must  issue  stocks,  and  raise  the 
money  as  it  is  wanted,  and  bearing  such  interest  as  is 
directed  by  the  act  authorizing  it.  If  she  should  receive, 
under  this  bill,  $5,000,000,  more  or  less,  it  would  to 
that  extent  take  the  place  of  the  stocks  which  are  by  her 
past  legislation  already  directed  to  be  issued.  This 
money  she  would  apply  to  those  works  of  internal  im- 
provement, and  would  pay  no  interest  on  it  till  it  should 
be  wanted  for  the  use  of  the  United  States;  and  when- 
ever it  sliould  be  so  wanted,  she  would  then  pay  an  in- 
terest, the  same  as  she  would  have  paid  from  the  begin- 
ning, on  her  own  stocks,  and  provide  for  the  principal 
whenever  it  suits  her  convenience,  because  the  certifi- 
cates of  deposite  are  redeemable  at  her  pleasure.'  If  the 
money  should  not  be  called  for,  then  she  will  retain  it, 
without  interest,  still  resting  under  the  obligation  to  re- 
turn it  when  required,  and  whfenever  it  suits  her  con- 
venience to  redeem  her  certificates  which  may  have 
been  pul  into  the  market.  What  objection  is  there  to 
her  thus  using  this  money?  Has  she  not,  like  every  State 
in  the  Union,  contributed,  by  the  indirect  taxation  of  the 
people,  to  raise  it?  It  is  true  it  has  not  been  raised  with 
the  design  to  accumulate  a  surplus;  but  being  unavoid- 
ably and  without  design  on  haixl,  what  valid  objection 
can  be  urged  to  such  an  application  of  it?  What  appli- 
cation can  be  made  that  will  so  much  benefit  the  whole 
country?  The  States  can  carry  on  their  works  of  inter- 
nal improvement  much  better  and  much  more  economi- 
cally than  the  United  States  can,  even  if  there  were  no 
constitutional  objection  to  such  a  system  on  behalf  of  the 
General  Government. 

By  the  proposition  in  this  bill  we  also  avoid  another 
objection  which  is  sometimes  urged  against  a  system  of 
distribution,  by  which  the  money  is  given  to  the  States, 
namely,  that  we  have  no  right  in  this  way  to  carry  on  a 
system  of  internal  improvements,  by  means  of  the  agency 
of  the  States,  which  we  cannot  carry  on  directly.  In 
other  words,  if  Congress  cannot  appropriate  and  apply 
the  money  for  such  purposes,  it  cannot  give  it  to  the 
States  for  the  same  purposes.  Under  the  present  bill, 
the  money  is  not  given  to  the  States.  It  is  merely  de- 
posited with  them  for  safe  keeping.  It  remains  the 
property  of  the  United  States,  and  to  be  applied  by  their 
agent,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  whenever  it  shall 
become  necessary  to  meet  appropriations  made  by  Con- 
gress. There  is  also  this  additional  advantage  of  this 
proposition,  namely:  whenever  these  certificates  are 
sold,  like  all  our  State  stocks,  they  would  probably  find 
their  way  to  Europe,  and  would,  to  tlie  amount  sold,  be 
the  means  of  introducing  foreign  capital  into  the  coun- 
try. This  is  what  is  wanted.  1  will  not  dwell  on  the  im- 
portance of  foreign  capital  to  a  country,  and  particularly 
to  this  country.  Our  astonishing  growth  and  prosperity 
are  greatly  owing  to  the  introduction  and  use  of  foreig-n 
capital.  Amidst  all  the  turmoil  and  disturbances  of  the 
European  world,  there  is  no  safer  investment  for  capital 
from  abroad  than  the  public  securities  of  this  country, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1841 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1842 


JvHB  17,  1836.] 


Public  Depoaiiea. 


[Sbvate« 


whether  they  be  stocks  of  the  United  States  or  of  the 
several  States.  Such,  sir,  are  some  of  the  advantages 
proposed  bj  this  bill;  and  in  addition  to  all  these,  thous^h 
last  not  least,  its  adoption  will  tend  to  quiet  the  public 
mind,  to  pfet  rid  of  that  feverish  state  of  anxiety  which 
has  existed  for  some  time  past,  which  has  kept  our  mon- 
etary system  in  constant  agitation,  which  has  disturbed 
the  peace  of  the  whole  commercial  community,  and 
more  or  less  deranged  the  affairs  of  the  whole  country. 

Mr.  President,  if  such  be  some  of  the  advantages  of 
this  bill,  (and  I  confess  I  have  glanced  at  them  but  has- 
tily,) what,  let  me  ask,  is  the  objection  to  its  adoption^ 
Why,  sir,  it  is  objected,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  two 
propositions,  namely,  to  regulate  by  law  the  deposite 
banks  snd  to  dispose  of  the  surplus  revenue,  ought  not 
to  have  been  in  the  same  bill.  Viewing  these  proposi- 
tions as  I  do,  I  hHve  not,  on  my  own  account,  any  ob- 
jection to  their  being  embraced  in  the  same  bill;  but 
knowing  that  a  f«:w  of  my  political  friends  entertained 
diflTcrent  views  from  me  in  regard  to  the  latter  one,  I 
felt  it  due  to  them  that  they  should  have  the  opportuni- 
ty of  acting  and  voting  separately  on  them.  My  honor- 
able colleague,  although  he  originally  put  the  proposi- 
tions together,  accordingly  moved  to  recommit  the  bill 
fo  a  committee,  with  instructions  to  report  two  separate 
bills.  Af^er  repeated  trials,  it  was  decided  not  to  re- 
comm't.  This  1  regret,  because  such  a  separation  would 
have  left  each  proposition  to  rest  on  its  own  merits,  and 
every  member  of  this  body  could,  with  perfect  freedom, 
have  voted  for  the  one  or  the  other,  as  he  should  deem 
best.  But  the  two  propositions  have  been  kept  together 
against  my  vote  and  against  my  wishes.  The  question 
now  is,  approving  them  both  as  1  do,  whether  I  shall 
vote  against  the  whole  bill  because  it  contains  a  propo- 
sition which  some  other  gentlemen  do  not  approve. 
Sir,  I  cannot,  under  these  circumstances,  hesitate  as  to 
my  course.  I  voted  for  the  engrossment  of  the  bill;  I 
shall  vote  for  it  on  its  final  passage.  But  my  honorable 
colleague  objects  to  the  ratio  introduced  by  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi.  Sir,  1  resisted 
that  ratio  to  the  utmost.  T  deemed  the  ratio  in  the  bill 
as  reported  by  the  select  committee,  namely,  in  propor- 
tion to  federal  population,  more  equitable  and  just;  but 
f  cannot  vote  against  the  whole  bill  merely  because  it 
takes  the  representatives  of  the  States  in  the  two  Houses 
of  Congress  as  the  basis  of  deposite,  instead  of  the  rep- 
resentation in  the  popular  branch.  And,  even  though 
the  ratio  were  restored,  as  my  honorable  colleague  de- 
sires it,  we  know  perfectly  well  that  the  bill  would  not 
receive  his  vote.  Having  done  all  in  my  power  to  retain 
the  ratio  required  by  the  interests  of  my  own  State,  and 
which  seemed  to  me  both  just  and  equitable,  and  having 
failed  in  that,  1  cannot,  consistently  with  my  sense  of 
duty,  vote  again&t  a  bill  which  contains  two  such  impor- 
tant provisions,  even  if  I  have  some  objections  to  that 
part  which  relates  to  the  surplus  revenue.  I  should  feel 
thaf  they  ought  to  be  very  weighty  and  very  strong  to 
induce  me  to  vote  against  the  other  part  of  the  bill  reg- 
ulating tbe*public  deposites  by  law — a  measure  so  fre- 
quently recommended  by  the  President,  and  so  imperi- 
ously demanded  by  the  public  voice. 

Sir,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri  obiecls  to 
this  bill  that  it  does  not  except  from  this  ratable  deposite 
with  the  States  the  unexpended  balances,  as  they  are 
termed,  of  the  appropriations  made  by  Congress;  that 
the  bill  recaptures  them,  to  use  his  own  emphatical  Ian- 
guage,  and  brings  them  back  for  the  purpose  of  distri- 
Dution»  after  they  have  been  appropriated  by  Congress. 
Sir,  a  good  argument  is  sometimes  put  down  and  a  bad 
one  built  up  by  a  sarcasm.  This,  I  apprehend,  must 
have  been  the  object  of  the  honorable  Senator  in  thus 
speaking  of  the  recapture  of  these  unexpended  bal- 
ances. 
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Sir,  what  are  the  facts  in  regard  to  these  balances? 
Congress  makes  appropriations  to  a  large  amount  for  the 
current  year.  A  portion  of  the  money,  generally  about 
one  half,  remains  unexpended  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
Now,  sir,  when  this  money  is  wanted  to  meet  such  ap- 
propriations, the  only  inquiry  is,  whether  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  has  the  means  for  the  purpose.  No  mat- 
ter whether  those  means  are  in  the  Treasury,  from  past 
receipts,  before  the  appropriations  were  made,  or  wheth- 
er they  have  come  there  from  receipts  subsequent 
to  their  being  made;  the  only  inquiry  should  be,  hat 
the  Secretary  the  means  to  meet  them  ^  This  is  the 
common  practice.  Appropriations  are  often  made  be- 
yond the  money  in  the  Treasury  at  the  time,  and  are  ex« 
pected  to  be  met  by  the  subsequent  receipts.  But 
the  sarcastic  remark  of  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Missouri  would  seem  to  imply  that  specific  money  was 
set  apart  for  specific  appropriations;  as  if,  the  mo- 
ment an  appropriation  was  made,  an  ear-mark 'was 
placed  upon  the  money  in  the  Treasury  sufRcient  to 
meet  them;  and  then,  that  those  identical  pieces  were 
called  in  whenever  they  were  needed,  as  a  Dutchess 
county  farmer  would  select  particular  sheep  from  his 
whole  flock  by  the  ear-marks  he  had  previously  placed 
on  them.  Sir,  this  idea  is  altogether  fanciful.  There  are 
no  such  specific  sums  set  apart  for  specific  appropria- 
tions. If  this  were  so,  what  would  be  the  result  of  the 
appropriations,  if  they  should  be  made  by  the  present 
Congress  to  the  amount  of  some  fifty-five  millions  of  dol- 
lars, according  to  the^statement  exhibited  by  my  honor- 
able colleague?  Why,  sir,  the  unexpended  balances 
alone  of  such  appropriations,  that  would  remain  in  the 
Treasury  on  the  first  of  January  next,  would  be  thirty 
millions  of  dollars.  Do  gentlemen  desire  that  any  such 
amount,  or  any  portion  of  it,  should  remain  there,  mere- 
ly because  it  is  an  unexpended  balance,  and  when  the 
receipts  of  the  current  year  will  be  more  than  sufficient 
to  meet  all  the  appropriations  which  will  be  made?  It 
will  be  recollected  that  five  millions  of  dollars  are  to  be 
retained  to  meet  any  possible  contingencies  of  the  Treas- 
ury; and  if,  at  any  time,  and  from  any  unforeseen  contin* 
gency,  more  should  be  wanted,  the  Secretary  can  at 
any  moment  cash  the  certificates  of  deposite  in  his  hands» 
and  thus  avail  himself  of  any  amount  he  may  ^require. 
There  is  no  necessity,  therefore,  that  these  unexpended 
balances  should  be  excepted  out  of  the  amount  to  be 
deposited;  but  there  is  every  reason  in  the  world  why 
they  should  be  included  in  it. 

Again,  sir,  it  is  urged  that  this  surplus,  thus  depos- 
ited with  the  States,  will  never  be  called  for  by  the 
General  Government,  and  that  such  calls  would  not 
be  responded  to  by  the  States  if  they  were  made. 
Let  us,  for  one  moment,  examine  these  objections.  In 
the  first  place,  the  way  in  which  the  money  would  be 
called  for  would  be  through  appropriations  made  by 
Congress;  and  in  case  there  were  not  means  in  the  Treas- 
ury to  meet  them,  the  Secretary  would  sell  the  certifi- 
cates of  deposite  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the  means. 
The  States  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  transac- 
tion. The  Secretary  would  require  no  response  from 
them.  This  objection  might  have  had  some  plausibility 
if  the  bill  had  required  that  the  certificates  should  be 
paid  by  the  States,  instead  of  being  made  transferable, 
and  thereby  enabling  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
cash  them  inr  the  market.  But,  even  if  such  had  been 
its  provision,  does  any  one  believe  that  there  is  a  solitary 
State  in  this  Union  which  would  violate  its  pledged  faith 
to  this  or  any  other  Government?  No,  sir,  no  one  can 
seriously  entertain  such  an  opinion.  I  would  vouch  for 
all  of  them.  Corruption  has  not  so  far  fastened  on  the  vitals 
of  any  of  them,  that  they  should  so  soon  exhibit  such  ev- 
idences of  premature  decay.  It  is,  however,  said  that 
Congress  would  omit  to  mike  appropriations,  in  order  to 
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prevent  this  money  from  being  called  for  or  required  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  What!  Mr.  President, 
Cong^ress  refuse  to  perform  its  duty  to  the  country  from 
the  paltry  consideration  of  keeping  so  much  trash  as 
might  be  grasped  thus  in  the  treasuries  of  the  States! 
Who  compose  this  body  that  would  thus  withhold  the 
means  for  the  com  mem  defence  of  the  country?  Let 
every  member  of  cither  House  put  the  question  to  him- 
self, whether  he  would  be  governed  by  such  motives. 
His  answer  will  be,  No,  sir — no.  For  my  own  part  I 
should  despise  myself,  if  such  considerations  oould,  for 
a  single  moment,  influence  me;  and  I  believe  that  senti- 
ment pervades  the  breast  of  every  one  who  hears  me. 
"Where,  then,  is  the  danger  of  appropriations  being  with- 
held^ I  have  heard  it  said  that  our  constituents,  the 
people,  would  direct  or  instruct  us  to  vote  against  them, 
in  order  to  prevent  their  portion  of  this  surplus  being 
withdrawn  from  their  respective  States.  Sir,  there  is 
no  such  sordid  and- debasing  spirit  amongst  the  people  of 
this  country.  They  will  go  all  necessary  lengths  to  sus- 
tain the  Government  in  any  emergency,  whether  it  be 
peace  or  whether  it  be  war.  It  is  their  pride  and  their 
ambition  to  rally  round  the  standard  of  their  country, 
and  to  provide  the  requisite  means  for  sustaining  its  insti- 
tution^and  its  honor.  So  far  from  withholding  its  means 
from  it,  they  would  always  be  ready  to  contribute  their 
own.  Sir,  T  have  studied  the  character  of  the  American 
people  to  little  purpose,  if  1  could  suppose  them  capable 
of  being  guilty  of  such  meanness.  No,  sir,  they  are  a 
noble,  a  generous,  a  chivalrous  people.  Whilst  I  trust 
they  will  always  guard  against  unnecessary  and  extrava- 
gant expenditures,  at  the  same  time  I  feel  assured  that 
nothing  will  be  withheld  which  is  rigtit  and  necessary 
for  the  proper  administration  of  the  Government.  Is  our 
own  patriotism  of  so  much  higher  order  than  theirs,  that 
we  are  willing  to  say  that  we,  their  representatives, 
would  not,  of  our  own  accord,  withhold  appropriations, 
but  should  be  oompelled  to  do  it  under  their  influence 
and  instructions?  Sir,  1  do  not  think  so  meanly  of  my- 
self, nor  of  my  constituents.  I  am  unwilling  to  assume  any 
such  attitude  in  regard  to  them,  and  I  trust  they  will  not 
assume  it  in  regard  to  me.  T  am  unwilling,  with  a  kind 
of  Pharisaic,  political  righteousness,  to  say  to  my  con- 
stituents I  am  holier  than  you.  No,  sir,  rather  than 
place  myself  in  such  a  contrast  with  them,  I  would 
say,  with  the  humble  publican,  Goo  be  merciful  to  me, 
a  sinner. 

This  idea  of  withholding  appropriations,  either  by. 
representative  or  constituent,  is  ideal.  It  exists  in  the 
imagination.  Equally  fanciful  is  that  notion  which  has 
been  advanced,  that  our  tariff  of  duties  on  foreign  im- 
ports will  be  increased,  for  the  purpose  of  creating  a 
surplus  for  distribution.  No  gentleman  will  admit  that 
he  would  be  governed  in  his  action  here  by  such  a  mo- 
tive. Nay,  he  would  repel  with  indignation  such  a 
charge.  1  would  repel  it  for  my  constituents  as  readily 
as  I  would  repel  it  for  myself.  Sir,  the  difference  be- 
tween the  proposition  contained  in  the  bill  and  an  abso- 
lute system  of  distribution  is  as  palpable  as  that  between 
the  night  and  the  day.  In  the  first  case,  we  deposite 
with  the  itates,  for  safe-keeping,  an  accidental  and  un- 
avoidable surplus,  to  be  used  by  the  Government  when 
required.  In  the  other,  we  create  a  surplus  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  being  given  to  the  States,  and  without  any  ex- 
pectation or  obligation  on  their  part  to  return  it.  Sir, 
there  is  no  danger  of  raising  oiir  duties  on  imports  for 
such  a  purpose.  The  principle  on  which  duties  are 
levied,  I  believe,  is  well  and  universally  understood  at 
this  day.  Graduate  your  duties  so  as  to  raise  no  more 
revenue  than  is  required  for  the  economical  wants  of  the 
Government,  and,  in  thus  graduating  them,  give  inci- 
dental protection  to  such  branches  of  industry  as  you 
think  the  interests  of  the  country  reqtiire  to  be  protect- 


ed. But,  sir,  if  you  want  to  ensure  an  increase  of  duties* 
let  your  expenditures  be  made  extrav;»gan^  for  the  pur- 
pose of  absorbing  this  immense  surplus,  and  the  duties 
must  be  increased  to  furnish  means  to  carry  out  the  ex- 
travagance thus  commenced.  I  beg  gentlemen  to  re- 
flect on  this  subject.  They  seem  to  have  looked  only 
on  one  side  of  the  question.  Whilst  they  are  attempt- 
ing to  avoid  an  imaginary  evil,  they  are  rushing  into  ab- 
solute danger.  To  them  might  well  be  applied  the  Ro- 
man maxim,  bicidit  in  Seyllam  qui  vult  vitare  Charyb- 
dim. 

'  Put  it  to  the  plain,  practical,  common  sense  of  every 
man  in  this  nation,  and  he  will  respond  to  you  that  be  is 
governed  by  no  such  motives  as  those  attributed  to  him. 
He  will  tell  yon  that  this  surplus  is  in  a  situation  to  be 
productive  of  immense  mischief,  as  it  now  is;  he  will  tell 
you  it  ought  to  be  deposited  with  the  States,  because  it 
will  there  be  safely  kept  and  carefully  used,  for  the 
beneflt  of  the  people,  li^ho  contributed  towards  it;  and 
that  it  will  be  forthcoming  whenever  the  wants  of  the 
Government  require  it.  If  such  would  be  the  convictions 
of  every  honest  man,  how  can  you  charge  upon  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  thitf  country  such  base  and  surdid 
motives  as  a  contrary  position  would  imply?  Sir,  it  can- 
not be;  I  feel  that  the  spirit  of  the  people  is  above  it|  1 
feel  that  I  know  the  motives  which  govern  my  fcHow- 
citizens  in.  such  matters.  I  have  been  brought  up  with 
them;  1  have  always  lived  in  the  midst  of  them;  and  I  am 
yet  to  learn  that  such  are  their  principles  of  action.  I 
am  persuaded  I  speak  the  sentiments  of  the  people  of 
the  State  of  New  York  on  this  subject.  They  cannot  be 
seduced  from  their  integrity  by  such  means.  They  may 
be  willing  to  keep  the  public  money,  as  a  safe  depository 
of  it,  till  it  is  needed  for  the  public  service;  but  they 
will  not  be  humble  suppliants  here  for  your  bounty;  and 
they  will  not  instruct  their  representatives  to  do  that 
which  they  woiild  not  do  themselves.  There  is  no  dan- 
ger, therefore,  in  this  measure.  It  is  the  only  one  which 
avoids  all  danger.  If  this  be  not  adopted,  there  arc  but 
two  other  modes  of  disposing  of  the  surplus  left.  The 
one  is  by  extravagant  appropriations,  without  reference 
to  the  real  wants  of  the  country,  and  which  will  require 
an  increased  tariff  to  carry  them  through.  The  other  is, 
to  leave  them  in  the  deposite  banks,  to  become  the  prey 
of  speculators,  and  the  foot-ball  of  pai*ty.  Sir,  I  cannot 
hesitate  between  them.  And  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
conceive  how  gentlemen,  who  are  so  naturally  jealous 
of  all  banks,  are  willing  to  leave  this  immense  power  in 
their  hands.  When  the  United  States  Bank  was  de- 
prived of  its  power  by  the  removal  of  the  depositee,  it 
had,  at  that  time,  but  about  seven  millions  of  the  public 
money;  whereas,  by  the  lowest  estimates,  these  deposite 
banks  will  have,  on  the  first  of  January  next,  not  less 
than  thirty  millions.  Do  not  gentlemen  perceive  that 
they  are  putting  into  their  hands  a  power  far  greater 
than  they  were  willing  to  intrust  to  the^Bank  of  the 
United  States?  Do  they  not  also  percerve  that,  by  re- 
jecting that  portion  of  the  bill  which  relates  to  the  de- 
posite banks,  they  are  leaving  this  immense  power  in 
their  hands  without  any  regulation  by  law?  Why  is  all 
this?  Why,  simply  because  they  are  apprehensive  that, 
by  depositing  this  surplus,  ratably,  among  twenty-six 
States  of  this  Union,  it  will  tend  to  corrupt  the  people ! 
They  are  willing  to  leave  it  in  these  banks,  without  legal 
restriiints,  subject  to  all  the  vicissitudes  and  dangers 
which  the  use  and  disposition  of  such  an  immense  fund 
must  always  encounter;  but  they  are  unwilling  to  intrust 
it  to  the  custody  of  the  States,  under  the  sanction  of  law, 
to  be  by  them  safely  kept,  and  surely  returned,  when- 
ever the  wants  of  the  Government  require  it.  Sir,  I 
think  I  speak  the  sentiments  of  the  deposite  banks  when 
I  say  I  do  not  believe  they  wish  to  keep  it.  They  are 
not  unaware  of  the  tendency  to  speculation  and  over- 
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trading  which  the  use  of  such  immenie  means  has  on  the 
whole  community;  and  when  thus  embarked,  any  sudden 
demand  for  and  withdrawal  of  these  means  must  produce 
consequences  of  the  must  destructive  character.  1  can 
readily  foresee  that,  even  If  this  bill  becomes  a  law,  there 
will  be  more  or  less  difficulty  in  the  banks'  contracting 
their  loans,  so  as  to  be  prepared  to  meet  tlje  drafts  of 
the  Treasury  when  this  surplus  shall  be  deposited  with 
the  States.  The  projectile  force  which  has  already  been 
given  to  the  community,  by  means  of  these  funds,  will 
continue  to  operate  after  the  cause  has  ceased .  But  the 
period  fixed  in  the  bill  for  withdrawing  them  is  so  re- 
mote, that  I  apprehend  no  material  difficulty  in  their 
being  ready  to  carry  out  the  arrangement. 

Mr.  President,  the  vote  I  am  called  upon  to  give  on 
this  bill  I  deem  the  most  important  I  have  ever  given  in 
my  life.  I  have  maturely  considered  it — it  is  the  result 
of  anxious  reflection  and  deep  conviction;  and  were  1 
not  supported  by  the  very  large  majority  of  my  political 
friends  in  this  Senate,  I  might  be  led  to  distrust  my  own 
judgment;  but  with  their  support,  my  convictions  are 
the  stronger;  and  I  can  never  persuade  myself  we  are 
wrong.  I  think  I  see  this  matter  as  clear  as  the  sun  at 
noonday.  My  mind  has  a  perfect  conception  of  the 
evils  to  be  encountered  by  the  rejection  of  this  bill,  and 
of  the  benefits  to  be  conferred  by  its  adoption.  There 
if  no  film  upon  the  mental  eye — my  judgment  tells  me 
it  is  right — my  conscience  approves  it.  I  have  no  incli- 
nation to  indulge  in  prophetic  vision;  but  I  think  I  can 
discern  in  the  long  vista  of  the  future  the  ^ad  train  of 
evils  which  must  follow  the  adverse  action  of  this  day. 
]  fancy  I  can  see  our  currency  deranged,  our  credit  sys- 
tem overturned,  and  our  country  precipitated  from  that 
height  of  prosperity  which  she  has  so  long  enjoyed;  but 
I  will  not  appal  you  with  an  exhibition  of  those  evils, 
which,  like  Banquo's  ghosts,  are  lengthening  out  before 
us.  I'he  future  historian,  standing  on  the  proud  emi- 
nence which  we  now  occupy,  and  looking  into  the  dark 
abyss  into  which  we  may  be  plunged,  will  say,  with 
Shak<«peare'8  man  on  Dover  Cliffs, 

"  How  fearful 
And  dizsy  'tis,  to  casl  one's  eye  so  lowl" 

S>r,  in  giving  my  vote  for  this  bill,  if  it  is  the  last  vote 
1  ever  give,  I  shall  feel  that  I  have  faithfully  and  consci- 
entiously discharged  an  important  and  responsible  duly 
to  myself  and  to  the  country. 

When  Mr.  Tallxidob  had  concluded — 

Mr.  WRIGHT  made  some  remarks  in  explanation  of 
several  things  that  had  fallen  during  the  debate,  and  in 
opposition  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPLEY  said  he  had  wished  to  state  the  rea- 
sons of  his  vote,  but  would  take  some  other  occasion, 
and  hoped  the  question  would  be  taken  at  once. 

Mr.  CLAY  took  the  floor,  and  spoke  at  length  in  fa- 
vor of  the  bill,  and  in  general  congratulation  of  the  de- 
termination which  seemed  to  pervade  the  Senate,  with- 
out distinction  of  party,  to  check  extra\*agant  expendi- 
tures and  provide  for  tiie  safety  of  the  public  moneys. 

Mr.  NILE3  made  a  few  remarks. 

Mr.  CALEIOUN  expressed  a  hope  that  the  harmony 
of  the  debate  would  not  be  disturbed,  lie  thought  there 
was  no  mischief  in  the  measure,  and  it  was  a  mere  meas- 
ure of  precaution. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

Ysas — Messrs.  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewiug  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of 
Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  McKean,  Mangum,  Moore, 
Morris^  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page,  Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston, 


Rives,  Robbins,  Robinson,  ttuggles,  Shepley,  Southard, 
Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster, 
White— 40. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Cuthbert,  Grundy, 
Walker,  Wright— 6. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Satdrbat,  Jusrx  18. 
TEXAS. 

Mr.  CLAY,  from  the  Committee  on*  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, to  whom  were  referred  the  resolutions  of  the 
Legislature  of  Connecticut,  and  a  number  of  men)oria]s 
and  petitions  from  various  quarters,  praying  for  the  re- 
cognition of  the  independence  of  Texas,  made  the  fol- 
lowing report: 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom  were 
referred  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Connecticut, 
sundry  memorials,  and  other  proceeding^  of  various 
meetings  of  the  people,  all  recommending  the  recogni- 
tion of  the  independence  of  Texas,  has,  according  to 
order,  had  them  under  consideration,  and  now  beg  leave 
to  submit  to  the  Senate  the  following  report  and  reso- 
lution: 

The  right  of  one  independent  Power  to  recognise  the 
fact  of  the  existence  of  a  new  Power,  about  to  assume  a 
position  among  the  nations  of  the  earth,  is  incontestable. 
It  is  founded  upon  another  right — that  which  appertains 
to  every  sovereignty  to  take  care  of  its  own  interests, 
by  establishing  and  cultivating  such  commercial  or  other 
relations  with  the  new  Power  as  may  be  deemed  expe- 
dient. Its  exercise  gives  no  just  ground  of  umbrage  or 
cause  of  war.  The  policy  which  has  hitherto  guided 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  in  respect  to  new 
Powers  has  been  to  act  on  the  fact  of  their  existence, 
without  regard  to  their  drigin,  whether  that  has  been  by 
the  subversion  of  a  pre-existing  Government,  or  by  the 
violent  or  voluntary  separation  of  one  from  another  part 
of  a  common  nation.  In  cases  where  an  old  established 
nation  has  thought  proper  to  change  the  form  of  its  Gov- 
ernment, the  United  Slates,  conforming  to  the  rule  which 
has  ever  governed  their  conduct,  of  strictly  abstaining 
from  all  interference  in  the  domestic  concerns  of  other 
States,  have  not  stopped  to  inquire  whether  the  new 
Government  has  been  rightfuUy  adopted  or  not.  It  has 
been  sufficient  for  them  that  it  is  in  fact  the  Government 
of  the  country  in  practical  operation.  There  is,  how- 
ever, a  marked  difference  in  the  instances  of  an  old 
nation  which  has  altered  the  form  of  its  Government,  and 
a  newly-organized  Power,  which  has  just  sprung  into 
existence.  In  the  former  case,  (such,  for  example,  as 
was  that  of  France,)  the  nation  had  existed  for  ages  as  a 
separate  and  independent  community.  It  is  matter  of 
history;  and  the  recognition  of  its  new  Governments  was 
not  necessary  to  denote  the  existence  of  the  nation;  but, 
with  respect  to  new  Powers,  the  recognition  of  their 
Governments  comprehends,  first,  an  acknowledgment  of  ^ 
their  ability  to  exist  as  independent  States^  and,  second- ' 
ly,  the  capacity  of  their  particular  Governments  to  per- 
form the  duties  and  fulfil  the  obligations  towards  foreign 
Powers  incident  to  tlieir  new  condition.  Hence,  more 
caution  and  deliberation  are  necessary  in  considering  and 
determining  the  question  of  the  acknowledgment  of  a 
new  Power  llian  that  of  the  new  Government  of  an  old 
Power. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  has  taken  no 
part  in  the  contest  which  has  unhappily  existed  between 
Texas  and  Mexico.  It  has  avowed  its  intention,  and  ta- 
ken measures  to  maintain  a  strict  neutrality  towards  the 
belligerants.  If  individual  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
impelled  by  sympathy  for  those  who  were  believed  to 
be  struggling  for  liberty  and  independence  against  op- 
pression and  tyranny,  have  engaged  in  the  contest,  it  hat 
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been  without  the  authority  of  their  Government.  On 
the  contrary,  the  laws  which  have  been  hitherto  found 
necessary  or  expedient  to  prevent  citizens  of  the  United 
States  from  taking  part  in  foreign  wars  have  been  direct- 
ed to  be  enforced. 

Sentiments  of  sympathy  and  devotion  to  civil  liberty, 
which  have  always  animated  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  have  prompted  the  adoption  of  the  resolutions 
and  other  manifestations  of  popular  feeling  which  have 
been  referred  to  the  committee,  recommending  an  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  independence  of  Texas.  The 
committee  shares  fully  in  all  these  sentiments;  but  a  wise 
and  prudent  Government  should  not  act  solely  on  the 
impulse  of  feeling,  however  natural  and  laudable  it  may 
be.  It  ought  to  avoid  all  precipitation,  and  not  adopt  so 
grave  a  measure  as  that  of  recognising  the  independence 
of  a  new  Power,  until  it  has  satisfactory  information,  and 
has  fully  deliberated. 

The  committee  has  no  information  respecting  the  re- 
cent movements  in  Texas,  except  such  as  is  derived  from 
the  public  prints.  According  to  that,  the  war  broke 
out  in  Texas  last  autumn.  Its  professed  object,  like 
that  of  our  revolutionary  contest  in  the  commencement, 
was  not  separation  and  independence,  but  a  redress  of 
grievances.  In  March  last  independence  was  proclaim- 
ed, and  a  constitution  and  form  of  Government  were  es- 
tablished. No  means  of  ascertaining  accurately  the 
exact  amount  of  the  population  of  Texas  are  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  committee.  It  has  been  estimated  at  some 
sixty  or  seventy  thousand  souls.  Nor  are  the  precise 
limits  of  the  country  which  passes  under  the  denomina- 
tion of  Texas  known  to  the  committee.  They  are  prob- 
ably not  clearly  defined,  but  they  are  supposed  to  be 
extensive,  and  stiflfictently  large,  when  peopled,  to  form 
a  respectable  Power. 

If  the  papulation  is  small;  if,  when  compared  with  that 
of  the  United  Mexican  States,  amounting,  probably,  to 
not  less  than  eight  millions  of  souls,  the  contest  has  been 
uiiequal,  it  has,  nevertheless,  been  maintained  by  Texas 
with  uncommon  resolution,  undaunted  valor,  and  emi- 
nent success.  And  the  recent  signal  and  splendid  vic- 
tory, in  which  that  portion  of  the  Mexican  army  which 
was  commanded  by  General  Santa  Anna,  the  President 
of  the  Mexican  Government,  in  person,  was  entirely 
overthrown,  with  unexampled  slaughter,  compared  with 
the  inconsiderable  loss  on  the  other  side,  put  to  flight 
and  captured,  including  among  the  prisoners  the  Presi- 
dent himself  and  his  staff,  may  be  considered  as  decisive 
of  the  independence  of  Texas.  That  memorable  event 
will  probably  be  followed  by  negotiations  which  may 
lead  to  the  acknowledgment  by  Mexico  of  the  independ- 
ence of  Texas  ^nd  the  settlement  of  \ti  boundaries. 
And,  under  all  circumstances,  it  might,  perhaps,  be 
more  conformable  with  the  amicable  relations  subsisting 
between  the  United  States  and  the  United  Mexican 
States,  that  the  latter  should  precede  the  former  in  the 
acknowledgment  of  the  independence  of  Texas.  But 
if  the  war  should  be  protracted,  or  if  there  should  be 
unreasonable  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Mexican  Govern- 
ment, the  Government  of  the  United  States  ought  not  to 
await  its  action. 

The  recognition  of  Texas  as  an  independent  Power 
may  be  made  by  the  United  States  in  various  ways:  Ist, 
by  treaty;  2d,  by  the  passage  of  a  law  regulating  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  the  two  Powers;  3d,  by 
sending  a  diplomatic  agent  to  Texas,  with  the  usual  cre- 
dentials; or,  lastly,  by  the  Executive  receiving  and  ac- 
crediting  a  diplomatic  representative  from  Texas,  which 
would  be  a  recognition  as  far  as  the  Executive  only  is 
competent  to  make  it.  In  the  first  and  third  modes  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate,  in  its  executive  character, 
would  be  necessary;  and  in  the  second,  in  its  legislative 
character.    The  Senate  alone,  without  the  co»operation 


of  some  other  branch  of  the  Government,  is  not  compe- 
tent to  recognise  the  existence  of  any  Power. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  by  the  constitu* 
tion,  has  the  charge  of  their  foreign  intercourse.  Regu- 
larly he  ought  to  take  the  initiative  in  the  acknowled^f- 
ment  of  the  independence  of  any  new  Power.  But,  in 
this  case,  he  has  not  yet  done  it,  for  reasons  which  he, 
without  doubt,  deems  sufficient.  If,  in  any  instance,  the 
President  should  be  tardy,  he  may  be  quickened  in  the 
exercise  of  his  power  by  the  expression  of  the  opinion, 
or  by  other  acts,  of  one  or  both  branches  of  Congress, 
as  was  done  in  relation  to  the  republics  formed  out  of 
Spanish  America.  But  the  committee  does  not  think 
that,  on  this  occasion,  any  tardiness  is  justly  imputable  to 
the  Executive.  About  three  months  only  have  elapsed 
since  the  establishment  of  an  independent  Government 
in  Texas;  and  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  wait  a  short  time 
to  see  what  its  operation  will  be,  and  especially  whether 
it  will  afford  those  guarantees  which  foreign  Powers  have 
a  right  to  expect  before  they  institute  relations  with  it. 

Taking  this  view  of  the  whole  matter,  the  committee 
conclude  by  recommending  to  the  Senate  the  adoption 
of  the  following  resolution:* 

Resolved,  That  the  independence  of  Texas  ought  to 
be  acknowledged  by  the  United  States  whenever  satis- 
factory information  shall  be  received  that  it  has  in  suc- 
cessful operation  a  civil  Government,  capable  of  per- 
forming the  duties  and  fulfilling  the  obligations  of  an  in- 
dependent Power. 

Mr.  CLAY^tated  that  the  committee,  he  was  happy 
to  inform  the  Senate,  had  been  unanimous  in  their  sanc- 
tion of  this  report.  He  did  not  know  that  it  was  very 
important  that  the  resolution  should  be  acted  on  at  this 
session.  Yet,  as  there  might  be  gentlemen  who  would 
desire  to  give  their  views  on  the  subject,  he  would  more 
that  the  report  be  printed,  and  made  the  special  order 
for  Thursday  next. 

Mr.  PRESTON,  in  a  tone  which  did  not  reach  the 
reporter,  expressed  his  acquiescence  in  the  motion,  and 
his  wish  that  a  resolution  offered  by  him  some  days  since, 
calling  on  the  President  for  a  communication  on  the  sub- 
ject of  any  correspondence  between  him  and  the  Gov- 
ernment or  agents  of  Texas,  on  the  subject  of  the  condi- 
tion, administration,  &c.,  of  Texas,  be  taken  up.  The 
Senate  would  then  be  able  to  decide  whether  any  further 
action  was  necessary. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  hoped  the  resolution  would  ba 
taken  up.  It  would  be  very  desirable  to  have  the  in- 
formation which  it  asked  for,  in  order  to  determine  if 
any  stronger  measure  was  necessary  than  that  now  re- 
ported. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Clat  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  for  consideration  several 
private  bills;  af\er  which. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business;  and,  after 
some  time  spent  in  secret  session. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


MoKDAT,  Juste  20. 

The  CHAIR  presented  the  credentials  of  Ricbabd 
Batard,  elected  United  States  Senator,  by  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  State  of  Delaware,  to  fill  the  vacancy  occa- 
sioned by  the  resignation  of  the  honorable  Akhold 
Naudaiit. 

Mr.  Batard  then  appeared,  and  took  the  requisite 
oath  and  his  seat. 

BANKS  IN  FLORIDA. 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to 
which  was  referred  a  resolution  [Mr.  Hitb bard's]  in- 
structing the  committee  to  inquire  if  the  course  pursued 
by  the  territorial  Legislature  of  Florida,  concerning  the 
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incorporation  of  banks,  did  not  require  the  interfcpence 
of  Conjf  ress,  und  into  the  nunnber  of  bankings  institutions 
in  Florida  established  within  the  last  three  years,  report- 
ed that  the  committee  had  attended  to  this  business,  and 
had  come  to  a  decision  that  the  state  of  the  banking  in- 
stitutions does  require  the  attention  of  Congress.  He 
was,  therefore,  instructed  to  report  a  bill  and  joint  reso- 
lution. It  was  certain  that  laws  had  been  passed  by  the 
territorial  Legislature  which  should  be  disapproved  and 
annulled.  There  was  no  doubt  that  Congress  had  the 
power  to  disapprove  or  annul,  although  there  might 
arise  a  question,  in  some  cases,  where  the  property  to 
be  acted  on  may  have  passed  into  the  hands  of  a  third 
person.  Such  had  been  the  lax  state  df  the  legislation 
in  Florida  on  this  subject,  that  persons  having  capital 
had  gone  thither  expecting  that,  by  the  passage  of  ex- 
traordinary laws  with  unusual  privileges,  they  might 
use  their  capital  with  greater  advantage.  Mr.  W.  con- 
cluded with  reporting — 

An  act  to  prohibit  the  passage  of  acts  incorporating 
banks  in  Florida,  without  the  sanction  of  Congress,  and 
disapproving  and  annulling  certain  laws  therein  named; 

A  joint  resolution  disapproving  of  certain  charters,&c. 

The  bill  and  joint  resolution  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  a  second  reading. 

THE  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  motred  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  bill 
to  change  the  organization  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
mentt  and  the  motion  being  agreed  to. 

The  question  being  on  non-concurring  with  the  com- 
mittee in  an  amendment  by  which  the  4Sd  and  44tb 
sections  were  inserted,  it  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  43d  and 
44th  sections.  [These  are  the  sections  which  relate  to 
the  boxes  in  the  post  offices.] 

Mr.  DAVIS  moved  to  amend  the  motion  by  inserting 
in  lieu  of  these  sections  the  following  substitute: 

Be  U  further  enacted.  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  each 
deputy  postmaster  in  the  United  States  to  erect  and 
maintain  in  his  office  boxes  for  the  accommodation  of 
■uch  persons  as  may  apply  for  them,  on  the  following 
conditions,  and  no  other,  to  wit: 

First.  In  each  village,  town,  city,  or  place,  containing, 
by  the  census  of  1830,  less  than  ten  thousand  inhabitants, 
each  deputy  postmaster  may  rent  luch  boxes  at  any  sum 
not  exceeding  one  dollar  each  a  year. 

Second.  In  each  village,  town,  or  city,  containing  more 
than  ten  thousand  and  less  than  twenty  thousand  inhab- 
itants, by  the  said  census,  each  deputy  postmaster  may 
rent  such  boxes  for  any  sum  not  exceeding  one  dollar 
and  fifty  cents  a  year. 

Third.  In  each  village,  town,  or  city,  containing,  by 
said  census,  mure  than  twenty  thousand  inhabitants,  such 
deputy  postmaster  may  rent  such  boxes  for. any  sum  not 
exceeding  two  dollars  a  year. 

Fourth.  Tiie  expense  of  erecting  such  boxes  shall  be 
defrayed  out  of  the  revenue  arising  therefrom. 

Filth.  The  several  deputy  postmasters  shall  keep  a 
true  account  of  all  the  proceeds  arising  from  the  rent  of 
such  boxes,  and  make  return  thereof  with  the  othicr 
accounts  of  his  office. 

Sixth.  The  several  deputy  postmasters,  except  in  the 
cities  of  New  York  and  New  Orleans,  may,  in  addition 
to  the  other  allowances  made  to  them  by  law  for  their 
services,  detain  for  their  own  use  the  revenue  arising 
from  said  boxes,  provided  such  revenue,  when  added  to 
the  other  emoluments,  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of 
thirty-five  hundred  dollars  in  a  year}  in  which  case  the 
balance  shall  be  paid  as  other  revenues  to  the  General 
Post  Office. 

Seventh*  The  deputy  postmasters  may  detain  in  tlieir 
respective  bands  from  the  revenue  of  said  boxes  until 


that,  with  their  other  emoluments,  amounts  res*^  - 
to  four  thousand  dollars.  ^_  e,^.*^  •riu.n.n.*? 

Mr.  GRUNDY  (hi.  motion  '.-r**  S*"***  tdjourned. 

.cedence)  explained  his  >*y|K|^^oi,^-^-^^^^'^''^^^ 
tion'in  value  between  tl^^WIHMI^TOSgesand  in 
large  towns  and  cities.  He  wanted  information  to  en- 
able him  to  perfect  a  graduation  of  value,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  best  to  wait  for  inquiry  to  be  made 
by  the  Postmaster  General,  and  the  result  to  be  commu- 
nicated, before  any  permanent  system  be  adopted.  He 
was  glad  that  a  bill  had  been  agreed  on,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  be  passed. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  expressed  also  his  gratification 
that  the  bill  had  advanced  so  far,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
be  passed.  But  he  thought  that  something  more  ought 
to  be  given  concerning  the  postmasters  than  would  be 
contained  in  the  bill  if  these  sections  were  stricken  out. 
In  that  case  the  postmasters  would  be  entitled  to  possess 
the  perquisites  which  they  have  possessed  hitherto. 
The  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Da  vis]  proposed,  gives  to  the  postmasters  at  New 
Orleans  and  New  York  $4,000  each,  and  to  all  others 
$3,500,  as  the  maximum  of  salary  and  perquisites;  and 
he  thought  this  a  good  plan,  and  would  vote  for  it,  and 
against  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

Mr.  PRESTON  made  some  observations  in  favor  of 
connecting  the  individual  interest  with  the  box  system. 
If  the  postmaster  weref  required  to  keep  these  boxes  ex 
officio  for  the  public  convenience,  he  would  become  in- 
different, and  less  disposed  to  accommodation.  As  the 
postmaster  came  more  in  contact  with  the  public  than 
any  other  officer,  it  was  desirable  that  a  good  under* 
standing  should  exist  between  them.  He  dwelt  on  the 
necessity  of  having  a  responsible  officer,  who  possessed 
the  good  will  of  the  citizens,  to  conduct  the  post  office 
in  every  place;  and  went  into  a  calculation  of  the  area 
required  for  a  specified  number  of  boxes,  to  show  how 
the  concession  of  this  convenience  to  the  public  increas- 
ed the  amount  of  the  rent  and  the  labors  of  the  office. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  the  subject  was  not  well  un- 
derstood. There  had  been  no  complaint  on  the  subject 
of  these  boxes.  The  effect  of  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  would  be  that  in  every  vil- 
lage the  postmaster  may  exact  a  tax  of  any  amount  not 
exceeding  one  dollar.  In  Philadelphia  every  one  ap- 
prove'd  the  present  system;  whoever  wishes  a  box  pays 
four  dollars,  fhe  postmaster  there  has  never  rented 
more  than  450  of  them,  und  never  received  more  in  any 
one  year  than  $1,350,  making  his  total  revenue  from  the 
office  $3,500.  The  only  objection  advanced  against  the 
system  is,  that  the  postmasters  at  New  York  and  New 
Orleans  receive  too  much.  This  evil,  if  it  exists,  might 
be  remedied  without  changing  the  system.  The  new 
scheme  would  derange,  also,  the  condition  of  the  Phila- 
delphia post  office.  The  postmaster  could  no  longer  be 
the  ensurer  of  the  Department  for  the  merchants.  He 
was  willing  to  say  that  no  postmaster  shall  receive  more 
than  $4,000,  as  he  thought  the  postmaster  at  New  York 
received  too  much. 

Mr.  PORTER  stated  that  the  postmaster  at  New  Or- 
leans did  not  receive  too  much.  He  reminded  the  Sen- 
ate that  postmasters  were  responsible  for  the  letters  in 
their  custody;  and  concluded  with  stating  that  he  pre- 
ferred the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylva- 
nia, on  account  of  its  simple  character,  to  that  moved  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  GRUNDY, 

Mr.  DAVIS  explained  his  proposition.  He  stated 
that  in  all  cases  where  the  population  does  not  exceed 
10,000,  it  is  proposed  to  leave  the  boxes  in  the  situation 
in  which  they  had  been  placed  by  the  House.  If  the 
population  is  from  10,000  to  :iO,000,  the  postmaster  ia 
I  authorized  to  charge  $1  50.     If  the  population  exceeds 
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been>'«^  price  is  to  be  fixed  at  $2.  As  ref^rds  New 
the  con(rafy^H9«s««ris,  the  proceeds  of  the  office  to  the 
necessary  or  expedieBTwi-d  #4,000.  He  saw  no  dan- 
f^t^s  from  taking  part  in  )btv;>'ience  to  the  public  from 
his  proposeu''arf!^.-.^..r.. ..'.'  .*e  stated  that  there  had 
been  complaints  of  the  present  system,  and  that  in  New 
York,  gentlemen  residing  out  of  the  city  were  obliged 
to  buy  boxes,  or  were  unable  to  obtain  their  letters  as 
soon  as  those  who  possessed  boxes.  He  said  that  a 
change  was  also  required  by  the  inordinate  salaries 
given  to  some  of  the  postmasters,  which  was  far  more 
than  was  paid  to  State  officers  of  the  first  rank. 

Other  remarks  were  made  by  Mr.  DAVIS,  and  the 
debate  was  continued  by  Mr.  BUCHANAN.  The  ques- 
tion  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  GnuNnr  to 
strike  out,  and  was  carried  in  the  affirmative:  Ayes  25. 
Mr.  DAVIS  then  moved  to  insert  his  substitute,  and 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  un  the  motion  to  amend, 
and  was  decided  as  follows: 

YuAS — Messrs.  Bayard,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewingof  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Knight,  Mangum, 
Moore,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tomlinson, 
Webster— 16. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Cuthbert,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King 
of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  McKean,  Morris, 
Nicholss,  Niles,  Page,  Porter,  Preston,  Rives,  Robin- 
son, Ruggles,  Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  M'^all, 
White,  Wright— 28. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  moved  the  following  amendment: 
**£e  it  enacted.  That  each  postmaster  and  deputy 
postmaster  shall  make  quarterly  returns  of  the  amount 
received  by  him  for  the  rent  of  boxes;  and  if  the  same 
shall  exceed  the  sum  of  two  thousand  dollars  pt^r  an- 
num, he  shall  account  for  and  pay  over  the  excess." 

Mr.  GRUNDY  opposed  the  amendment.  He-thought 
the  postage  on  letters  at  present  top  high,  and  wished 
the  subject  to  stand  over  until  the  whole  subject  should 
be  considered  at  the  next  session.  He  wished  the 
amendment  could  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  dechned  to  withdraw  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  this  matter  of  perquisites  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  genius  of  our  Government.  He  knew 
these  perquisites  existed,  but  he  had  never  dreamt  that 
the  Senate  would  have  been  seriously  engage<l  in  regu- 
lating these  perquisites.  They  might  as  well  undertake 
to  regulate  the  perquisites  of  custom-house  officers.  If  a 
postmaster  receives  1,000  dollars  salary,  and  by  means 
of  his  exactions  can  make  another  1,000,  the  law  is  now 
to  be  changed  so  as  to  give  him  authority  to  do  so.  H^ 
was  glad  to  find  that  the  attention  of  the  popular  branch 
had  been  called  to  the  subject,  and  that  they  had  arrest- * 
ed  this  official  abuse  in  the  beginning. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  that  the  boxes  had  been  establish- 
'  ed  at  Boston  about  forty  years  ago.     He  wished  the 
subject  to  remain  over  until  the  next  session. 

Mr.  DAVIS  said  this  was  a  beginning  of  legal  enact- 
ments on  the  subject,  and  he  shoiitd,  therefore,  vote 
against  the  amendment. 

The  question  whs  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Grundt,  and  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas  15,  nays  29. 
Mr.  PORTER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  introducing 
a  provision  that  the  Postmaster  General  shall  keep  all 
oiters  for  contracts.  Sec,  in  a  well-bound  volume,  &c., 
and  reported  to  Congress  and  published. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  T|)e  bill  was  then 
reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended;  the  amendments 
were  concurred  in,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed, and  read  a  third  time. 


The  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
returning  the  bill  to  fix  the  day  for  the  annual  meeting 
of  Congress,  &c.,  being  the  special  order,  was,  on  no- 
tion of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  postponed  till  to-morrow,  and 
made  the  special  order  for  that  day. 

MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  Senate  took  up  the 
bill  to  increase  the  military  peace  establishnr.ent  of  the 
United  States. 

[The  bill  proposes  to  increase  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
army  to  10,524;  and  also  proposes  a  considerable  in- 
crease to  the  general  staff,  an  addition  of  three  pay- 
masters, and  a  small  increase  of  the  medical  staff.] 

Mr.  BENTON  explained  and  advocated  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had  supposed  thai  as  noaugmenta* 
tion  of  the  army  could  be  of  any  service  for  the  present 
Indian  wars,  which  must  terminate  long  before  the  re- 
cruixing  could  be  completed,  and  as  they  had  passed  a 
law  already  to  raise  ten  thousand  volunteers,  and  an  ad- 
ditional regiment  of  dragoons,  that  this  bill  would  nut  be 
pressed.  Considering  the  militia  as  the  proper  constitu- 
tional force  for  repelling  all  insurrections  and  invasions, 
and  considering  that  the  additional  regiment  of  dragoons 
was  a  sufficient  increase  of  the  military  peace  establish- 
ment, he  wouhl,  to  try  the  sense  of  the  Senate,  move  to 
strike  out  the  first  section  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  LINN  spoke  against  the  motion  at  some  length. 
He  showed  the  urgent  necessity  there  was  for  increasing 
the  military  force  for  the  protection  of  our  Indian 
frontiers,  and  quoted  the  opinions  of  the  Secretary  of 
War,  and  of  General  Jesup,  in  support  of  bis  argument. 

The  present  frontier  population  of  Missouri  were  very 
different  from  those  hardy  and  warlike  adventurers  who 
conquered  the  valley  of  the  Miasissippi.  They  were 
generally  persons  in  easy  circumstances,  who  had  emi- 

f|rated  from  the  East  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  land 
or  their  growing  families,  and  were  more  fitted  for  the 
pursuits  of  peace  and  industry  than  the  hardships  and 
dangers  of  Indian  warfare.  It  was  all-important  to  such 
to  be  able  to  pursue  their  usual  avocations  without  the 
constant  dread  of  savuge  aggressions.  There  was  no 
doubt  but  they  could  conquer  the  Indians,  but  it  would 
be  after  many  fair  fields  had  been  made  desoUte,  and 
many  a  widow  would  be  weeping  over  her  fatherless 
children.  It  would  be  a  humane  policy  towards  (he 
Indians  themselves,  as  well  as  justice  to  the  frontier 
States,  to  have  such  a  force  as  would  prevent  the  possi- 
bility of  an  Indian  outbreak.  Mr.  L.  spoke  of  the  war- 
like character  of  the  Indians,  the  feelings  of  hatred  and 
revenge  they  must  necessarily  indulge  against  the  whites; 
and  the  facilities  they  have  for  forming  combinations,  in 
consequence  of  so  many  of  them  having  been  thrown 
into  situations  inviting  intercourse  on  the  borders  of  the 
frontier  Statesman  of  which  powerfully  argued  tho 
necessity  of  having  a  sufficient  force  to  overawe  them. 
Mr.  BENTON  also  opposed  the  motion.  The  increase 
of  the  army  was  not  asked  for,  he  said,  in  consequence 
of  the  present  Indian  wars  going  on  in  the  South.  It 
was  a  permanent  increase  of  the  army,  called  for  by  the 
situation  of  the  frontier  States,  on  whose  borders  the 
Government  had  placed,  without  their  consent,  such 
vast  numbers  of  well-armed  and  well-supplied  Indians. 
The  increase  now  asked  for  would  not  make  the  army 
as  full  as  it  was  in  1815,  when  there  was  far  less  occasion 
for  a  military  force  than  now.  Mr.  B.  asked  for  the 
yeas  and  nays' on  the  question;  which  were  ordered. 

A  discussion  here  followed,  in  which  Messrs.  CAL- 
HOUN, PORTER,  WRIGHT,  BENTON,  and  PRES- 
TON, took  part,  relative  to  the  additional  expense  that 
would  be  Incurred  by  the  proposed  increase  of  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  army. 
Mr.  CRITTENDEN  supported  the  motion  to  strike 
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hood  and  the  graves  c 

combination  of  different  tribes,  they  being  more  »ike»y 

to  quarrel  w^  ....,,  _  .^.^^_^      ., 

thought  too  that  an  mfantrn^|pwgf '^ii  IWiff'TTe  avail 
^  'u  Iih!*^  ^iMflMpmt  thCkUvo  dragoon  regi- 
inent«t»^fth^^^Kpe  an  »i»Me  protection.  Ai 
to  sudden  outbr^HHWI  not  thiitV,  •uch  was  the  In- 
dian  character,  that  all  the  force  that  could  be  raised 
would  prevent  them.  He  had  all  his  life  been  well  ac- 
quainted in  Louisiana  and  Arkansas,  and  he  had  never 
beard  of  a  white  man  being  slain  by  an  Indian  there; 
an4  wjth  the  exception  of  the  Black  Hawk  war,  there 
had  been  no  bloodshed  in  Illinois  and  Indiana. 

Mr.  LINN  replied  lo  Mr.  CaiTTEHDair;  and,  after  a 
further  debate  between  Messrs.  CALHOUN,  PORTER, 
and  CRITTENDEN,  the  question  was  taken  on  Mr. 
Clay's  motion,  and  it  was  rejected:  Yeas  6,  nays  26,  as 
follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Clay,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Kent,  Knight, 
Prentiss,  Southard — 6. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Calhoun,  Culhbert,  Goldsborough,  Grundy,  Hubbard, 
King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Mangum,  Morris,  Nicholas, 
Niles,  Page,  Porter,  Preston,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Tallmadge.  Walker,  Wall,  White,  Wright— 26. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  to  strike  out  the  7th  and  8th 
sections  of  the  bill,  providing  for  an  increase  of  the  med- 
ical staff,  and  for  the  appointment  of  three  additional 
paymasters,  on  the  ground  that  bills  for  this  purpose 
bad  already  passed  the  Senate,  and  been  sent  to  the 
other  House. 

Mr.  BENTON  suid  he  would  insert  a  proviso  that 
these  sections  should  not  lake  effect,  provided  the  bills 
referred  to  become  a  law. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  then  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  PRESTON,  after  some  remarks  on  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  increasing  the  general  staff,  moved  to  strike, 
them  out.  He  preferred  waiting  till  the  next  session  of 
Congress,  before  increasing  these  branches  of  the  ser- 
vice, when  a  plan  would  be  submitted  by  the  Secretary 
of  War,  containing  all  the  information  for  them  to  act 
with  a  full  undersUnding  of  the  subject. 

This  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NICHOLAS  moved  to  strike  out  the  sections  giv- 
ing the  franking  privilege  to  the  bureaus  of  the  War  De- 
partment, and  authorizing  the  President  to  equip  one 
ferment  of  infantry  as  a  regiment  of  riflemen,  and  to 
direct  certain  officers  to  perform  the  duties  of  superior 
officers  who  may  be  absent.  Mr.  N.  believed  that  the 
President  possessed  these  powers  already. 

This  motion  was  also  agreed  to,  and  tlie  bill  was  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading:  Yeas  26,  nays 
8,  as  follows: 

YxAS— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Calhoun,  Cuthbert,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Hub- 
*bard,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  Nicho- 
las, Page,  Porter,  Preston,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruffgles, 
Shepley,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walker,  Wall,  While, 
Wright— 26. 

Nats — Messrs.  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Kent,  Knight, 
Southard,  Swif^,  Tomlinson — 8. 

PATENT  OFFICE. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  moved  to  postpone  the  orders  to  take 
up  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  building  for 
a  Patent  Office t  which  was  agreed  to. 

Some  debate  took  place  on  this  bill,  which  proposes 
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from  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary, reported  on  the  amendment  made  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  execution 
of  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  Michigan.  The  com- 
mittee reported  a  disagreement  with  that  amendment 
which  fixes  $1,500  as  the  compensation  for  the  district 
judge  of  Michigan,  and  a  recommendation  that  the  sal- 
ary be  fixed  at  $1,800. 

The  motion  to  amend  made  by  Mr.  Clattof,  in  con- 
formity with  the  instructions  of  the  connmittee,  was  op- 
posed by  Mr.  EWING;  buf,  before  any  question  waa 
taken,  in  order  to  give  time  for  further  consideration, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  the  bill  and  amend- 
ment were,  for  the  present,  laid  on  the  table. 

HUMPHREY  MARSHALL- 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  moved  to  take  up  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Pension*,  adverse  lo  the  petition  of 
Humphrey  Marshall,  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  offered  the  following  amend- 
ment: to  strike  out,  after  the  word  ••Resolved,"  the 
words  "that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  ought  not  to 
be  granted,'*  and  insert  •«  tliat  the  petitioner  in  not  enti- 
tled to  pensions  or  allowances  under  both  the  acts  of 
Congress  of  7lh  June,  1832,  and  5lh  July,  1832,  but 
that  there  was  no  power  in  the  accounting  officers  of 
the  Treasury  lo  detain  the  sums  becoming  due  on  pen- 
sions  accruing  to  reimburse  sums  erroneoubly  paid  on 
the  other." 

A  discussion  ensued  on  this  amendment,  in  which 
Messrs.  CRITTENDEN,  TOMLINSON,  WHITE,  and 
LINN,  lo(»k  part;  when 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  said  he  must  ask  for  a  division  of 
the  question,  as  he  could  not  vote  for  the  first  branch 
of  the  resolution,  believing  that  the  petitioner  was  en- 
titled to  both  pensions. 

A  diviwon  was  accordingly  ordered?  and  the  ques- 
tion being  on  the  first  branch  of  the  amendment,  it  was 
carried  by  the  following  vote: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Clay,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Golds- 
borough,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of 
Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Knighs  Linn,  Mangom, 
McRean,  Morris,  Nilcs,  Page,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Rob- 
inson, Ruggles,  Shepley,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Walker, 
Wall,  White,  Wright— 28. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Crittenden,  Nicholas, 
Porter,  Rives — 6. 

The  qtieslion  was  then  taken  on  the  second  branch  of 
the  amendment,  and  it  was  rejected:  Yeas  15,  nays  23, 
as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Bayard,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crittenden, 
Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  Linn,  Nich- 
olas, Niles,  Porter,  Robbins,  Webster,  White— 15. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Brown,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ew- 
ing of  Ohio,  Grundy,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight, 
McKean,  Mangum,  Morris,  Page,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Rob- 
inson, Ruggles,  Shepley,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Walker, 
Wall,  Wright--23. 

The  report  of  the  committee  was  then  concurred  in. 

MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT. 
A  bill  to  increase  the  present  military  establishment 
of  the  Uaited  States  was  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 
[This  bill,  as  it  has  been  amended,  provides  that  there 
shall  be  added  lo  each  company  of  artillery  of  the  army 
one  sergeant-major,   one  quarlermaster-setgeant,   two 
coi^porids,  and  twenty -seven  privates-,  and  lo  each  corn- 
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pany  of  infantry  one  sergeant- major»  one  quartermaster- 
sergeant,  one  sergeant,  two  corporals,  and  thirty  pri- 
vates; and  to  each  company  of  dragoons  one  sergeant- 
major,  one  quartermaster-sergeant,  and  one  saddler, 
present  regimental  sergeants- major  and  quarter 
t  »ad  first  sergeant,  to  be  discontinued, 
master^se??^^^^^^^  **    -  .    ..  . 
and  in  lieu  ^  ^   . 

regiment,  two  sub-adjutants,  with 
emoluments  of  cadets.  The  bill  further  authorizes 
President  to  assign  to  any  officer  of  the  army,  when  ne- 
cessary, the  duties  of  paymastert  and  provides  that  five 
additional  surgeons  and  ten  additional  assistant  surgeons 
to  the  army  be  appointed.  The  bill  also  authorizes  the 
President,  when  deemed  expedient,  to  cause  one  of  the 
regiments  of  infantry  to  be  armed  and  equipped  and  to 
serve  as  a  regiment  of  riflemen,  and  another  regiment 
to  be  equipped  and  to  serve  as  a  regiment  of  light  in- 
fantry.] 

NAVY  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  bill  for  organizing  the  navy  of  the  United  Slates 
was  taken  up  and  read  the  second  time  as  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  LINN  inquired  what  would  be  the  additional  ex- 
penditure by  the  proposed  increase  of  officers  and  with 
the  additional  grades. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  replied  that  it  wouhl  be  difficult  to 
answer  the  question  put  by  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Missouri.  Some  grades  hitherto  unknown  to  the  ser- 
vice were  added,  and,  consequently,  the  compensations 
had  not  been  provided  for,  it  being  the  opinion  of  the 
naval  committee  that  the  bill  for  the  organization  of  the 
navy  should  be  kept  separate  from  the  p:iy  of  its  officers. 
The  increased  expense,  however,  would  not  be  great; 
but  if  this  bill  passed,  it  would  then  be  necessary  to  pass 
a  bill  fixing  the  pay  of  the  increased  grades. 

The  object  of  the  bill  was  for  the  first  time  to  give  an 
organization  to  the  navy,  as  there  was  no  law  fixing  the 
number  of  its  officers,  their  rank,  or  for  prescribing  the 
mode  of  passing  from  one  rank  to  another,  although 
the  navy  had  been  forty  years  in  existence.  There  was 
also  no  other  authority  by  which  officers  came  into  the 
navy  but  the  appointments  of  the  President  and  the  con- 
firmation of  the  Senate.  'I'he  President  might  to-day 
appoint  one  hundred  captains,  and  the  Senate  might  con- 
firm them,  and  there  would  be  no  law  violated.  The 
first  feature  in  the  bill  was  to  fix  the  time  and  descrip- 
tion of  persons  to  come  into  the  navy,  which  was  now  a 
matter  of  executive  discretion.  Alatl,  if  he  comes  into 
the  navy  as  a  midaiiipman,  if  he  behaves  himself,  be- 
comes,.in  the  fSrocess  of  time,  a  captain,  though  there 
is  no  law  by  which  he  is  appointed.  Children  at  the 
breasl  had  been  known  to  be  appointed  as  midshipmen, 
as  also  men  of  24  or  25  years  of  age. 

The  committee  thought  it  better  to  regulate  by  law  the 
age  at  which  boys  should  enter  the  navy,  and  had  fixed 
it  at  between  the  ages  of  fourteen  and  eighteen;  though 
it  was  proper  to  observe  that  this  was  the  rule  at  pres- 
ent existing  in  the  navy  on  that  subject.  It  was  also 
provided  that  the  midshipmen  shall  be  taken  from  all  the 
States  of  the  Union,  as  nearly  as  possible  in  equal  pro- 
portions to  that  every  State  shall  feel  an  equal  interest 
in  the  navy.  Two  or  three  additional  grades  were  put 
into  the  bill,  through  which  the  midshipman  is  to  pass,  in 
order  that  he  may  be  well  acquainted  with  every  branch 
of  the  service  by  the  time  he  comes  to  command  a 
vessel. 

Mr.  S.  then  explained  the  principles  on  which  the 
officers  of  the  navy  are  to  be  promoted.  With  regard 
to  the  non-combatant  officers,  it  was  difficult  to  fix  their 
rank  by  law,  and  that  matter  was  therefore  very  appro- 
priately lel>,  for  .the  present,  to  the  Executive. 

It  would  be  proper  fur  him  to  .say  something  with  re- 
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brought    into  operation  when    admirals  were 

limilated  to  an  order  of  nobi- 
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to  be  the  feelings  in  thitOTM^T^  the  grade  of 
admiral  was  connected  with  our  revolutionary  history. 
The  first  resolutions  of  the  revolutionary  Congress  on 
the  subject  of  a  navy  was,  to  create  admirals.  But  what 
was  there  in  this  rank  to  excite  so  much  jealousy  ?  It 
was  nothing  more  than  the  rank  of  brigadier  ij^neral; 
and  what  difference  was  there  between  a  brigadier  gen- 
eral at  sea,  and  a  brigadier  general  on  land.  There 
was  no  more  a  title  of  nobility  in  one  than  in  the  other. 
It  was  merely  the  creation  of  additional  officers,  because 
the  creation  of  additional  services  demanded  it. 

It  was  in  vain  to  talk  of  managing  fleets  and  squad- 
rons, commanded  by  a  captain  of  the  same  grade  with 
those  commanding  the  other  vessels  in  it.  Every  prin- 
ciple of  discipline  forbids  it.  There  was  a  necessary  in- 
tercourse between  our  ships  and  those  of  foreign  nations. 
We  bad  now  a  navy,  which  was  respectable,  and  we 
must  give  to  that  right  arm  of  the  defence  of  the  coun- 
try whatever  was  necessary  for  its  discipline  and  effi- 
ciency. This  they  must  and  ought  to  do.  When  our 
vessels  are  abroad,  their  commanders  meet  with  officers 
commanding  the  vessels  of  foreign  Powers  of  a  higher 
rank  than  themselves,  and  they  feel  of  course  mortified 
at  the  difference.  Why  should  this  be  so?  Should  our 
vessels  serve  in  a  combined  squadron  with  those  of  for- 
eign Powers,  our  flag  must  be  degraded.  Why  should 
it  be  so?  If  there  uas  ever  a  time  when  the  grade  of 
admiral  should  be  created  in  the  service,  that  time  had 
now  arrived.  There  were  men  in  the  navy  who  had 
been  at  sea  for  twenty  years.  [Mr.  S.  here  paid  a  hand- 
some compliment  to  the  skill  and  gallantry  of  the  officers 
of  the  navy,  contending  that  this  additional  rank  was  due 
to  them,  as  well  as  to  the  best  interests  of  the  service.] 
Under  all  circumstances,  to  do  justice  to  our  officers, 
and  to  make  the  navy,  whose  interests  ull  had  so  deeply 
at  heart,  efficient  as'well  as  respectable,  he  hoped  that 
the  whole  bill  would  pass. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  had  not  supposed  that,  within  a 
week  or  ten  days  of  the  end  of  the  session,  this  bill 
would  be  taken  up  with  the  purpose  of  seriously  acting 
on  it.  It  was  a  matter  of  deep  importance,  and  required 
mature  consideration,  and  as  the  Senate  was  thin,  he 
thought  that  it  had  better  be  postponed.  He  did  not 
mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  any  thing  in  disparage- 
ment of  the  officei-8  of  the  navy.  Their  country  owed 
them  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude,  and  their  skill  and  gal- 
lantry would  do  honor  to  any  service.  But,  for  consid- 
erations of  this  kind,  ought  they  to  be  hurried  into  a 
measure  of  such  great  importance  at  this  late  period  of 
the  session,  when  there  was  no  time  allowed  for  suffi- 
cient discussion  or  investigation?  In  order  to  have  some 
idea  of  the  importance  of  this  bill,  he  would  compare 
the  number  of  officers  it  provided  for  with  the  number 
now  in  the  navy.  We  have  now,  said  he,  thirty-nine 
captains,  and,  instead  of  them,  this  bill  proposed  fifiy-fiv« 
captains,  nine  commodores,  and  seven  admirals.  We 
have  now  forty  masters  commandant,  and  this  bill  pro- 
poses  to  increase  the  numbes  to  seventy  five.  So  that 
this  bill  will  make  the  number  of  admirals,  commodorea. 
captains,  and  commanders,  one  hundred  and  forty-six. 
We  have  now  two  hundred  and  fifty-eight  lieutenants, 
and  uiultr  this  bill  there  will  be  three  hundred  and  fil- 
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ty<«ight  first  tnd  second  lieutenants,  adding  one  hundred. 
The  passed  midshipmen  were  much  more  numerous  at 
present  than  was  proposed  by  the  bill.  He  would  aay 
nothing  more  as  to  this  part  of  the  bill.  It  was  sufficient 
to  show  its  importance,  and  the  impossibility  of  treating 
it  properly  at  this  late  period. 

At  the  last  night  of  the  last  session  they  passed  a  bill 
increasing  the  pay  of  the  officers  of  the  navy;  and  he 
never  gave  a  vote  with  more  Kluctance  than  he  did 
when  he  voted  against  that  bill.  Subsequent  reflection, 
however,  had  confirmed  his  convictions  of  the  propriety 
of  the  vote  he  gave  on  that  occasion.  He  expressed  his 
opinion  then,  and  he  thought  now,  that  the  pay  of  the 
highest  officers,  considering  the  expenses  they  were  sub- 
jected to  on  foreign  stations,  was  fixed  too  low,  while 
that  of  the  intermediate  grades  was  too  high.  The  pay 
of  the  midshipmen,  if  they  had  any  inclination  for  dis- 
sipation, was  enough  to  ruin  them.  He  stated  his  ob- 
jections then,  but  was  overruled  by  the  arguments  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  who  contended,  as  now, 
that  it  was  to  secure  the  discipline  and  efficiency  of  the 
navy. 

For  one  he  was  not  disposed  to  give  his  vote  on  so 
important  a  measure  as  this,  at  this  late  period  of  the 
session.  It  was  obvious  that  it  could  not  pass  both  Houses 
without  occasioning  much  debate;  and  the  session  was 
too  far  advanced  now  to  engage  in  it.  In  order  to  try 
the  sense  of  the  Senate,  he  would  move  to  lay  the  bill 
on  the  table<  and  if  this  motion  should  not  prevail,  he 
would  then  offer  some  amendments. 

AOer  a  few  additional  observations  from  Messrs. 
SOUTHARD  and  BUCHANAN,  the  question  was  ta- 
ken,  and  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table,  by  the  following 
vote: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Brown,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Clay, 
Cuthbert,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King 
of  Georgia,  Mangum,  Page,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Shepley,  Tipton,  White,  Wright— 18. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Black,  Davis,  Ew- 
ing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  Knight,  Leigh, 
Linn,  Nicholas,  Preston  Robbins,  Southard,  SwiA,  Web- 
ster—15. 

After  taking  up,  considering,  and  ordering  several 
bills  to  a  third  reading,  the  Senate  went  into  the  consid- 
eration of  executive  business;  after  which. 

Adjourned. 

WxDsrxsnAT,  Jukb  22. 
PAPER  CURRENCY. 

A  resolution  submitted  by  Mr.  BENTON,  directing 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  inquire  of  the  deposite 
banks,  and  other  banks  of  good  credit,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  their  continuing  or  becoming  the  depositories 
of  the  public  money,  they  are  willing  to  relinquish  the 
circulation  of  notes  less  than  ten  dollars,  and  to  promote 
the  gold  currency,  was  considered  in  its  order. 

The  resolution  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  EWING  of 
Ohio,  WEBSTER,  and  WALKER,  'and  supported  by 
Messrs,  BENTON,  NILES,  and  MANGUM;  and. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MANGUM,  the  resolution  was,  for 
the  present,  laid  on  the  table. 

PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  Mr.  Fraitklih,  their  Clerk,  stating. that 
the  House  had  passed  the  bill  from  the  Senate  *<to 
regulate  the  deposites  of  the  public  money,*'  with  an 
amendment,  in. which  they  request  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Strike  out  the  thirteenth  section,  and  insert,  in  lieu 
thereof,  the  following: 

8xc.  13.  Jind  be  it  further  enaetedf  That  the  money 
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which  shall  be  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  on 
the  1st  day  of  January,  1837,  reserving  the  sum  of  five 
millions  of  dollars,  shall  be  deposited  with  such  of  the 
several  States,  in  proportion  to  their  respective  repre- 
sentation in  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States,  as  shall  by  law  authorize  their  treas- 
urers, or  the  competent  authorities,  to  receive  the  same 
on  the  terms  hereinafter  specified;  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  shall  deliver  the  same  to  such  treasurer,  or 
other  competent  authorities,  on  receiving  certificates  of 
deposites  therefor,  signed  by  such,  competent  authori- 
ties, in  such  form  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secreta- 
ry aforesaid,  which  certificate  shall  express  the  usual 
and  legal  obligations,  and  shall  pledge  the  faith  of  the 
State  for  the  safe-keeping  and  repayment  thereof,  and 
shall  pledge  the  faith  of  the  States  receiving  the  same 
to  pay  the  said  moneys,  and  every  part  thereof,  from 
time  to  time,  whenever  the  same  shall  be  required  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
fraying any  wants  of  the  public  Treasury  beyond  the 
amount  of  the  five  millions  aforesaid:  Prom^edy  That, 
if  any  State  declines  to  receive  its  proportion  of  the  sur- 
plus aforesaid,  on  the  terms  before  named,  the  same 
shall  be  deposited  with  the  other  States  agreeing  to  ac- 
cept the  same  on  deposite,  in  the  proportion  aforesaid: 
Andprovidedt  further^  That,  when  said  money,  or  any 
part  thereof,  shall  be  wanted  by  the  said  Secretairy,  to 
meet  the  appropriations  made  by  law,  the  same  shall  be 
called  for  in  ratable  proportions,  within  one  year,  as 
nearly  as  conveniently  may  be,  from  the  different  States 
with  which  the  same  is  deposited,  and  shall  not  be  called 
for  in  sums  exceeding  ten  thousand  dollars,  from  any 
one  State,  in  any  one  month,  without  previous  notice 
of  thirty  days  for  every  additional  sum  of  $20,000  which 
may  at  any  time  be  required. 

The  amendment  being  read, 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  to  lay  it  on  the  table  (for 
examination;  which  motion,  after  a  few  words  from  Mr. 
WEBSTER,  was  agreed  to. 

[The  amendments  of  the  House  to.  the  bill  granting 
lands  to  the  State  of  Alabama,  for  the  purposes  specified 
therein,  was  taken  up,  and  concurred  m.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  amendment  to  the  deposite  bill. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  that  the  Senate  concur  in  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  his  acquiescence,  but  said 
he  should  have  preferred  the  bill  as  it  went  from  the 
Senate,  as  it  was  then  in  a  form  which  disconnected  it 
most  completely  from  the  State  Governments..  For 
other  reasons,  also,  he  would  have  preferred  the  bill  as 
it  went  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORRIS  objected  to  the  motion  to  concur,  as  he 
thought  the  amendment  by  which  the  States  were  bound 
to  repay  the  deposite  on  the  demand  of  the  General 
Government  very  exceptionable,  and  likely  to  lead  to 
serious  abuses.  He  would  rather  give  the  money  ex* 
clusively  to  the  States  than  vote  fur  this  amendment. 
He  hoped  the  amendment  would  be  printed.  He  was 
opposed  to  all  compromises,  where  right  and  principle 
were  involved. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  we  had  arrived  at  that  point 
when  we  must  accept  the  amendment,  or  leave  the  mo- 
ney in  the  deposite  banks  for  another  year.  Whatever 
he  thought  of  the  amendment,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
meet  this  responsibility.  The  House  objected  to  the 
Senate  bill,  that  it  placed  the  money  in  the  State  treas- 
uries, not  as  a  public  deposite,  because  the  Federal 
Government  did  not  reserve  the  power  to  reclaim  the 
money  at  any  time,  and  that  this  was  not  a  constitutional 
mode  of  depositing.  The  bill  was  amended  to  obviate 
the  objection,  and  he  hoped  the  amendment  would  be 
concurred  in.  *  ■ 
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Mr.  CALHOUN  said  the  principle  of  the  bill  had  not 
been  changed,  and  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  come  to 
B  vote.  No  Secretarjr  of  the  Treasury  will  ever  call  for 
this  money. 

Mr.  CLAT  deemed.the  bill  as  amended  better  than  it 
was  before,  because  it  now  contained  a  restriction  on 
the  Treasury  in  calling  in  the  money,  so  that  it  would 
not  be  in  the  power  of  the  Treasury  to  distress  the  banks. 
He  also  understood  that  the  amendment  would  quiet 
constitutional  scruples  somewhere,  and  he  was  was  him- 
self disposed  to  respect  and  quiet  scruples  of  that  kind 
any  how  and  any  where. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  expressed  his  preference  for  the  bill 
in  its  amended  form  to  the  original  bill. 

Mr.  WHITE  suggested  that,  as  the  operation  of  a 
law  of  the  States  was  rendered  necessary  by  the  amend- 
ment, and  as  the  Legislature  of  Tennessee  met  but  once 
in  two  years,  this  State  might  have  the  benefit.  He 
wished  that  no  State  should  be  deprived  of  the  benefit 
until  her  Legislature  should  have  been  in  session.  He 
would  have  preferred  the  bill  as  it  went  from  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  WEBSTEB  thought  that  the  original  bill  was 
liable  to  the  same  objection,  and  that  the  amendment 
did  not  make  the  difficulty  greater. 

Mr.  EWINO,  of  Ohio,  would  have  preferred  (be  bill 
as  it  went  from  the  Senate,  because  he  thought  the  cer- 
tificate system  the  best  mode  of  reclaiming  the  depos- 
ites.  Still  he  would  vote  for  the  amendment,  although 
it  put  it  in  the  power  of  the  States  to  evade  the  pay- 
ment, should  any  of  them  be  disposed  to  evade,  which 
he  did  not  expect  would  be  the  case. 

Mr.  WHITE  remarked  that  the  difficulty  he  had  sug- 
gested might  be  avoided  by  the  introduction  of  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  that  few,  if  any,  of  the  Legisla- 
tures would  be  in  session  before  the  Ist  of  January,  when 
the  bill  will  take  effect. 

Mr.  MORRIS  said  his  great  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment was,  that  it  created  the  relations  of  debtor  and 
creditor  between  the  Federal  and  the  State  Govern- 
ments. The  money  is  placed  in  the  banks  by  agree- 
ment, but  there  could  be  no  bargaining  with  the  States. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  should  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  did  not  approve  of  the  amend- 
ments but,  thinking  it  necessary  to  provide  for  placing 
the  revenue  in  greater  security  than  that  in  which  it  now 
stands,  he  would  surrender  his  objections. 

Mr.  WHITE  said,  on  examination,  he  found  that  his 
objections  had  abated,  and  be  should  not  oppose  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  then  concurred  in. 
ADJOURNMENT   VETO. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  return- 
ing the  bill  to  fix  the  day  for  the  annual  meeting  of  Con- 
gress, with  his  objections  thereto. 

The  question  bein^  on  the  passsge  of  the  bill,  the  ob- 
jections of  the  President  thereto  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding, a  debate  ensued,  in  which  Mr.  CLAY- 
TON, Mr.  WEBSTER,  Mr.  PRESTON,  Mr.  BAY- 
ARD,  Mr.  CLAY,  Mr.  LEIGH,  Mr.  CALHOUN, 
against,  and  Mr.  RIVES  and  Mr.  SHEPLEY  in  favor  of 
the  opinion  of  the  President,  participated. 

The  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table,  at  the  suggestion 
of  Mr.  MORRIS,  until  to-morrow. 

FLORIDA  BANKS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance, to  disapprove  and  annul  certain  acts  of  the  Ter- 
ritorial Legislature  of  Florida,  and  for  other  purposes. 


This  bill  was  accompanied  by  the  following  report: 

The  Committee  on  Finance,  who  were  directed  by  a 
resolution  of  the  Senate,  passed  on  the  31st  of  May, 
1836,  «to  inquire  into  the  character,  condition,  and 
amount  of  capital,  of  the  several  banking  institutions 
which  have  been  chartered  within  the  last  three  years 
by  the  Territorial  Government  of  Florida,  and  to  make 
report  to  the  Senate  whether,  in  their  opinion,  any  le- 
gislation on  the  part  of  Congress  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  disaffirm  the  establishment  of  said  charters,  have  bad 
that  subject  under  consideration,  and  report: 

That,  in  order  to  obtain  full  information  upon  the 
matters  referred  to  it,  the  committee  directed  its  chair- 
man to  move  a  resolution  in  Senate  requesting  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  to  transmit  to  the  Senate,  so  soon  as 
they  might  be  obtained,  copies  of  all  acts  of  the  Terri- 
torial Legislature  of  Florida  incorporating  banks  or 
other  institutions  with  banking  powers. 

Sufficient  time  has  not  elapsed  to  enable  the  Secretary 
to  obtain  authenticated  copies  of  these  laws;  but,  inas- 
much as  the  committee  has  thought  it  important  that  the 
attention  of  Congress  should  be  drawn  to  the  propriety 
of  adopting  some  law  in  regard  to  the  subject,  at  the 
present  session,  it  has  obtained,  from  other  quarters, 
such  information  as  it  supposed  might  be  relied  on,  and 
it  is  prepared  to  submit  a  bill  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Senate. 

By  the  act  of  the  30th  of  March,  1832,  "  for  the  es- 
tablishroent  of  a  Territorial  Government  in  Florida," 
it  is  prescribed  that  the  le^slative  power  shall  be  vested 
in  the  Governor,  and  in  thirteen  of  the  most  fit  and  dis- 
creet persons  of  the  Territory,  to  be  called  the  Legisla- 
tive Council. 

The  legislative  powers  of  this  Council  are  to  extend 
,to  "all  the  rightful  subjects  of  legislation,"  with  cer- 
tain exceptions  enumerated  in  the  law.  It  is  made  the 
duty  of  the  Governor,  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  De- 
cember in  each  year,  to  report  to  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  all  the  laws  made  by  the  Legislative  Council, 
to  the  end  that:  they  may  be  laid  before  Congress,  and 
any  of  those  laws  which  may  be  disapproved  by  Congresi 
shall  thenceforth  be  of  no  force.  There  appears  noth- 
ing in  the  act  of  Congress  restricting  the  Legislative 
Council  from  granting  charters  to  banks,  and  other  in- 
stitutions with  banking  powers.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  is  no  limitation,  in  point  of  time,  upon  the  author- 
ity of  Congress  to  disapprove  and  annul  the  acts  of  the 
Legislative  Council. 

The  power  of  creating  such  corporations  is  capable  of 
abuse,  and  the  acts  passed  in  the  Territory  are  so  likely, 
ordinarily,  to  escape  the  attention  of  Congress,  unless, 
for  some  particular  reason,  that  attention  be!  invited  to 
them,  that  the  committee  are  of  o]>inion  that  no  act  of 
a  Territorial  Legislature  incorporating  a  bank,  or  other 
institution  with  banking  privileges,  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  have  any  effect  at  all  until  approved  by  Congress;  and 
in  the  bill  which  is  reported,  a  provision  is  inserted  in- 
tended to  alter  the  power  of  all  the  Territorial  Legisla- 
tures, jn  this  respect,  as  to  all  future  cases. 

It  would  appear  that  charters  were  granted  several 
years  ago,  by  the  Territorial  Legislature  of  Florida,  in- 
corporating the  Bank  of  Florida,  at  Tallahassee;  the 
Bank  of  Marianna;  and  the  Bank  of  Magnolia.  But  it 
is  represented  to  the  committee  that  these  banks  have 
all  surrendered  their  charters,  and  closed  their  concerns. 
There  appear  to  be  two  banks  at  Tallahassee:  one  called 
the  Central  Bank  of  Florida,  the  charter  of  which  the 
committee  have  not  been  able  to  obtain,  and  all  the 
information  they  have  respecting  it  is  contained  in  a 
statement  of  its  condition,  published  in  April  last,  which 
is  herewith  communicated.  The  other  is  called  the  Union 
Bank  of  Florida,  and  was  created  by  act  of  the  13th  of 
February,  1833.    It  has  a  capital  of  one  ntUion  of  dol- 
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Hira»  with  a  power  of  increasing  it  to  three  millions, 
which  capital  is  to  be  raised  by  means  of  a  loan,  on  the 
faith  of  the  Territory,  by  the  directors  of  the  bank.  It 
has  also  an  unlimited  power  of  establishing^  branches  in 
the  Territory  of  Florida. 

So  far  as  the  committee  leam,  the  capital  of  this  bank 
is  at  present  one  million  only,  which  was  obtained  on 
bonds,  iiurporting  to  be  guarantied  by  the  Territory, 
and  is  said  to  be  all  loaned  to  planters  in  the  Territory. 

As  this  act  was  passed  in  February,  1833,  it  must  be 
presumed  to  have  been  known  to  Congress  at  the  com- 
mencement of  its  session,  in  December  of  that  year. 
Two  sessions,  therefore,  have  elapsed  since  the  period 
when  Congress,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  things,  would 
become  acquainted  with  its  provisions.  And  although 
these  provisions  are,  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee, 
highly  objectionable,  and  such  as  no  charter  ought  to 
have  embraced,  yet,  inasmuch  as  Congress  has  forborne, 
for  so  long  a  period,  to  exercise  its  undoubted  right  of 
disapproving  the  charter,  it  may  be  doubtful  whether 
such  exercise  of  its  authority  would  be  now  expedient. 
On  the  19th  of  January,  183 1»  a  bill  passed  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  to  incorporate  a  bank  by  the  name  and  style 
of  the  Bank  of  Pensacola.  This  bill  was  rejected  by  the 
Governor,  but  was  afterwards  passed  by  the  requisite  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  the  Legislative  Council,  and 
so  became  a  law*  Several  acts,  supplementary  to  and 
amendatory  of  the  forementioned  taw,  were  subse- 
quently passed,  and  are  herewith  communicated. 

This  bank  was  originally  a  bank  with  a  capital  of  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars;  and  the  committee  perceive 
nothing  unusual  or  extraordinarv  in  the  powers  which 
are  granted  to  it.  This  capital  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  immediately  subscribed  or  paid  in,  nor  are  the 
committee  informed  when  the  bank  beg^n  its  operations. 

On  the  13th  of  February,  1835,  an  act  passed  the 
Territorial  Legislature,  entitled  •«  An  act  to  increase 
the  capital  of  the  Bank  of  Pensacola,  and  to  amend 
the  laws  incorporating  said  bank,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." 

By  this  act  the  bank  is  authorized  to  increase  its  capi- 
tal to  two  millions  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  with  a 
power  to  establish  branches  at  pleasure  in  West  Florida, 
and  one  branch  in  Marianna.  It  is  also  authorized  to 
buy  shares,  to  any  amount  the  directors  see  fit,  in  the 
Alabama,  Florida,  and  Georgia  Railroad  Company;  and, 
in  order  to  enable  the  bank  to  make  this  purchase,  the 
bank  is  authorized  to  issue  bonds  to  the  amount  of  five 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  which  bonds  shall  be  guaran- 
tied by  the  Territory,  and  the  form  of  guarantee  is  pre- 
scribed; and  as  the  bank  may  have  occasion  for  further 
funds,  in  order  to  pay  instalments  on  its  railroad  stock, 
it  is  to  issue  other  bonds,  to  be  guarantied  in  like  man- 
ner by  the  Territory.  This  act,  it  would  appear,  was 
laid  before  Congress  on  the  3d  day  of  March  last,  being 
the  last  day  of  the  session.  A  copy  is  herewith  com- 
municated. 

On  the  14th  of  February,  1835,  an  act  passed  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  was  approved  by  the  Governor, 
entitled  **  An  act  to  incorporate  the  Southern  Life  In- 
surance and  Trust  Company.''  This  company  is  to  be 
located  at  St.  Augustine.  Some  of  its  powers  are  thus 
described: 

<*  Sbo.  2.  The  said  company  shall  have  power,  Ist, 
to  make  ensurance  on  lives;  2d,  to  grant  and  purchase 
annuities;  3d;  to  make  any  other  contingent  contracts 
involving  the  interest  of  money  and  the  duration  of  life; 
4th,  to  receive  moneys  in  trust,  and  to  accumulate  the 
same,  at  such  rates  of  interest  as  may  be  obtained 
or  agreed  on,  not  exceeding  at  the  rate  of  eight  per 
cent,  per  annum,  or  to  allow  such  interest  thereon  as 
may  be  agreed  on;  5th,  to  accept  and  execute  all  such 
trusts,  of  evtry  description^  as  may  be  committed  to 


them  by  any  person  or  persons  whatsoever,  or  may  be 
transferred  to  them  by  order  of  any  of  the  courts  of  this 
Territory,  or  by  any  court  as  a  court  of  chancery;  6th, 
to  receive  and  hold  lands  under  grants,  with  such  gen- 
eral or  special  trusts  or  covenants,  so  far  as  the  same 
may  be  taken  in  payment  of  their  debts,  or  in  security 
of  their  capital  or  loans,  or  debts  due  them,  or  purchased 
upon  sales  under  any  law  of  this  Territory,  as  may  be 
necessary  to  protect  the  rights  of  the  said  company,  and 
the  same  again  to  sell,  convey,  and  dispose  of;  7th,  to 
buyi^  discount,  and  sell  drafts,  promissory  notes,  and  bills 
of  exchange;  8th,  to  estabKsh  and  locate  branches  for 
carrying  on  their  business." 

The  capital  stock  is  two  millions,  and  may  be  increaS' 
ed  to  four  millions  of  dollars;  and  the  whole  capital  is 
to  be  loaned  on  bonds  or  notes,  secured  on  real  and 
personal  estate  in  the  Territory  of  Florida.  The  pow- 
ers of  the  company  are  to  be  exercised  by  a  board  of 
trustees,  to  consist  of  ten  persons,  and  so  classed  as  that 
the  term  of  service  of  two  of  them  shall  expire  at  the 
end  of  each  successive  period  of  two  years,  being,  v^ 
effect,  an  election  of  ten  years,  but  with  a  power  in  the 
court  of  appeals,  in  the  Territory,  to  remove  a  trustee 
for  misbehaviour. 

The  company  has  power  to  issue  bills  or  notes,  other 
than  drafts  or  bills  of  exchange,  to  the  amount  of  capi- 
tal actually  paid  in;  and  *<  to  enable  the  said  company  to 
make  loans  and  discounts  beyond  the  amount  of  their 
capital,  to  be  paid  in  by  the  stockholders  as  aforesaid, 
they  may  issue  certificates  of  one  thousand  dollars  each, 
bearing  not  more  than  six  per  cent,  interest,  redeem-; 
able  within  the  range  and  limit  of  the  charter,  at  such 
times  as  the  Governor  and  the  company  may  agree  on» 
and  present  the  same  to  the  Governor  or  acting  Govern- 
or of  this  Territory,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  endorse 
thereon,  *  Guarantied  by  the  Territory  of  Florida,'  and 
sign  his  name  and  title  of  office  thereto,  and  return  the 
same  to  the  said  company;  and  the  faith'  of  the  said  Ter<) 
ritory  is  hereby  pledged  as  security  for  said  companyi» 
for  the  faithful  payment  of  such  certificates,  according 
to  the  tenor  and  effect  of  the  same.  But  no  crater 
amount  of  certificates  shall  be.  at  any  time,  endorsed, 
than  may  be  equal  to  the  debts  placed  under  mortgage 
to  the  company  at  the  time  of  making  application,  to 
be  secured  after  the  mode  and  in  conformity  to  the 
manner  pointed  out  and  directed  in  the  sixth  section  of 
the  act." 

The  last  two  sections  of  the  act  are  as  follows: 

*<  Sbc.  25.  This  law  shall  remain  unalterable,  without 
the  consent  of  the  trustees  of  the  said  company,  until 
the  expiration  of  fif\y  years  from  its  passage;  nor  shall 
it,  at  any  time  hereafter,  be  so  altered  as  to  prevent  the 
execution  by  the  company  of  any  subsisting  contract." 

Ssc.  26.  This  shall  be  taken  and  received  in  all 
courts,  and  by  all  judges,  magistrates,  and  all  other 
public  ofiicersa  as  a  public  act^  and  shall  receive,  on  all 
occasions,  a  favorable  construction;  and  all  printed 
copies  of  the  same,  which  shall  be  printed  by,  or  undes 
the  authority  of,  the  Legislative  Council,  shall  be  ad- 
mitted as  good  evidence  thereof,  without  any  other 
proof  whatever." 

As  this  act  was  passed  on  the  14th  of  February  last, 
it  could  not  have  reached  Washington  in  season  for  its 
consideration  by  Congress  at  any  time  during  the  last 
session. 

The  committee  hardly  deem  it  necessary  to  remark, 
at  any  great  length,  on  the  extraordinary  nature  and 
provisions  of  the  act  for  increasing  the  capital  of  the 
Bank  of  Pensacola,  and  this  act  incorporating  the  South- 
em  Insurance  Company.  The  acts  themselves  are  now 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  and  their  nature 
and  provisions  are  clearly  seen.  But  the  committee  are 
of  opinion  that  both  the»e  territorial  laws  were  highly 
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imprudent,  that  they  ought  not  to  have  been  passed; 
and  they  submit  to  the  Senate  whether  they  ought  nov 
to  be  suffered  to  be  carried  into  effect,  without  proper 
amendments,  as  shall  reduce  the  amount  of  their  capi- 
tal, especially  that  part  which  is  contingent,  abridg^e 
and  reform  the  grants  of  extraordinary  powers,  and  take 
away  the  guarantee  of  the  Territory  from  their  bonds 
and  contracts;  or,  at  least,  from  all  bonds  and  contracts 
which  have  not  been  issued  and  sold,  and  passed  into 
the  bands  of  bonafide  holders,  before  the  day  of  the  date 
of  this  report. 

But  it  is  not  for  Congress  to  make  these  amendments, 
though  it  should  deem  them  necessary.  The  power  of 
Congress  is  a  simple  power  of  disapproving  the  whole 
acts:  and  if  nothing  had  been  done  under  them,  the 
committee  would  not  hesitate  to  recommend  such  disap- 
proval. Nor  do  they  mean  to  say  that  such  disapproval 
would  be  unjust;  because  Congress  has  had  no  earlier 
opportunity  to  examine  these  laws,  and  to  act  upon 
the  question  of  annulling  them;  and  it  is  hardly  to 
be  presumed  that  prudent  men  have  ventured  far,  un- 
der such  a  charter,  granted  by  a  Territorial  Legislature, 
whose  acts  were  well  known  to  be  subject  to  the  revi- 
sion of  Congress. 

But  it  is  competent  for  the  Territorial  Legislature, 
with  the  consent  of  the  corporations,  to  amend  the  char- 
ters in  any  manner  deemed  proper;  and  the  resolution 
which  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate,"  in  relation  to 
these  two  acts,  will  show  that,  in  the  judgement  of  the 
committee,  it  is  expedient  to  give  the  corporators  an 
option  and  an  opportunity  to  obtain  proper  amendments 
to  their  charters,  if  they  see  fit. 

In  the  session  of  1836,  the  Territorial  Legislature  ap- 
pear to  have  passed  the  following  acts: 

An  act  to  incorporate  tiie  Bank  of  St.  Joseph's,  capi- 
tal one  million  of  dollars,  and  may  be  extended -to  two. 

An  act  to  incorporate  a  Florida  Insurance  and  Bank- 
ing Company,  capital  one  million  of  dollars,  and  may  be 
increased  to  two. 

An  act  to  incorporate  the  St.  Joseph's  Insurance 
Company,  with  a  capital  of  one  million  of  dollars,  and 
may  be  mcreased  to  two  millions. 

The  committee  entertain  no  doubt  that  these  three 
last-mentioned  acts  ought  to  be  altogether  disapproved 
and  annulled. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  gave  a  sketch  of  the  history  of  the 
Florida  legislation  in  reference  to  the  incorporation  of 
banks,  and  of  the  character  of  the  charters  which  had 
been  granted;  after  which. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  joint  resolution,  report- 
ed by  the  same  committee,  respecting  certain  acts  of 
the  Territorial  Legislature  of  Florida;  which  was  con- 
sidered, and  also  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading. 

[This  resolution  provides  «•  that  the  act  of  the  Terri- 
torial Legislature  of  Morida,  passed  on  the  14th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1835,  and  entitled  '  A.n  act  to  increase  the  capi- 
tal of  the  Bank  of  Pensacola,  and  to  amend  the  laws  in- 
corporating said  bank,  and  for  other  purposes,'  and  the 
act  of  the  same  Legislature,  passed  on  the  14th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1835,  and  entitled  <An  act  to  incorporate  the 
Southern  Life  Insurance  and  Trust  Company,'  ought 
not  to  be  suffered  to  remain  in  force  with  the  provisions 
which  they  at  present  contain;  nor  unless  they  be 
amended  by  a  proper  reduction  of  the  amount  of  capi- 
tal; by  a  proper  abridgment  and  reformation  of  the  pow- 
ers granted;  and  by  taking  away  the  guarantee  of  the 
Territory  from  their  bonds  and  contracts,  or  at  least 
from  all  such  bonds  and  contracts  as  have  not  been  actu- 
allv  issued  and  sold,  and  passed  into  the  hands  of  bona- 
fide holders,  before  the  30th  day  of  June,  1836." 


On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 
After  taking  up  and  acting  upon  several  private  bills. 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thu&sdat,  JVITB  23. 
NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations had  examined  the  correspondence  which  had 
passed  between  the  Governments  of  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain,  for  the  settlement  of  our  northeastern 
boundary.  It  had  been  referred,  it  would  be  recollect- 
ed by  the  Senate,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  it  might  be  published  without  prejudice  to  the 
public  interests.  The  committee,  thinking  that  the 
opinion  and  wishes  of  the  Senators  from  the  two  States 
of  Maine  and  Massachusetts,  more  immediately  interest- 
ed, ought  to  have  controlling  influence  on  the  question 
of  publication,  had  afforded  them  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
amining the  correspondence,  and  they  ail  concurred  in 
believing  it  might  be  safely  published. 

The  negotiation  has  not  entirely  closed,  although  the 
committee  regret  to  find  that  it  does  not  promise  to  re- 
sult in  any  satisfactory  adjustment  of  the  boundary  ques- 
tion. Various  endeavors,  during  the  progress  of  the 
correspondence,  to  accomplish  that  desirable  end,  have 
failed  of  success.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  the 
committee  believe  that  much  more  mischief  might  be 
done  from  misconception  and  misrepresentation  of  what 
has  been  attempted,  by  withholding  the  correspondence 
from  the  public,  than  by  a  publication  of  it.  The  com- 
mittee, therefore,  concur  in  opinion  with  the  Senators 
from  Maine  and  Massachusetts,  that  it  is  expedient^to 
publish  it. 

Mr.  C.  accordingly  moved  that  it  be  published;  which 
was  ordered;  and,  upon  the  motion  of  Mr.  SHEPLEY, 
three  thousand  copies  were  ordered. 

JOSEPH  GRANT. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  KNIGHT,  the  bill  to  extend  the 
patent  right  of  Joseph  Grant,  for  making  hat  bodies,  was 
taken  up. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows: 
Mr.  President,  this  is  an  application  of  Mr.  Grant  for 
the  renewal  of  a  patent  for  his  invention  of  a  machine 
for  making  hat  bodies.  The  history  of  the  case,  as  I 
understand  it,  is  this:  Mr.  Grant,  some  eighteen  or 
twenty  years  ago,  was  a  journeyman  batter,  laboring 
every  day  to  obuin  sustenance  for  himself,  wife,  and 
family — a  poor  man,  possessing  nothing  but  his  hands 
whereby  he  could  obUin  a  livelihood.  His  business  led 
him  to  the  contemplation  of  the  mechanic  arts.  Know- 
ing the  great  labor  of  forming  what  is  called  the  hat 
body,  he  determined,  if  possible,  to  invent  something 
that  should  alleviate  that  part  of  his  business.  Af^er 
much  time  and  study,  and  many  experiments,  he  brought 
forth  the  machine  for  which  he  now  a^  the  extension 
of  his  patent.  After  he  bad  invented  it,  be  had  not  the 
means  of  putting  it  in  operation.  He  showed  it  to  sev- 
eral persons,  and  solicited  their  aid;  but,  for  various 
reasons,  none  had  sufficient  confidence  in  bis  invention 
to  aid  him  in  his  designs.  A  Baptist  preacher,  I  believe, 
some  connexion  of  Mr.  Grant's,  also  poor,  but  well-in- 
formed, inspected  it,  and  bad  confidence  in  it.  He 
undertook,  with  the  inventor,  to  carry  into  operation  the 
new  machine.  These  two  men,  both  without  property, 
after  much  trouble  and  perplexity,  started  the  machine, 
and,  to  the  astonishment  of  every  body,  saw  the  fulfil- 
ment of  their  expectations.  They  continued  their  busi- 
ness for  some  time,  when  the  gentleman  associated  with 
Mr.  Grant,  finding  it  required  more  capital  to  carry  on 
the  business  than  they  possessed,  sold  out  to  a  gentleman 
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who  was  willing  to  adyance  a  sufficient  capital  to  give 
the  machine  a  fair  trial.  They  proceeded  in  their  bust- 
nessy  when,  from  some  cause  to  me  unknown,  it  was 
discovered  the  patent  of  Mr.  Grant  was  void— that  it  did. 
not,  in  fact,  cover  the  invention.  He  then  applied  for  a' 
new  patent,  and  a  new  one  was  made  out,  of  the  same 
date  as  the  former  patent.  This  date  was  taken,  not,  as 
I  understand,  by  the  request  of  the  patentee,  but  by 
some  fixed  rule  of  the  Patent  Office.  They  continued 
their  business  until  they  discovered  the  market  was  full 
of  hat  bodiesi,  made  by  machinery  similar  to  the  invention 
of  Mr.  Grant.  He  then  endeavored  to  seek  out  the  vio- 
lators of  his  patent  right  He  did  so,  and  found  some 
of  them  in  operation.  With  some  he  compromised; 
others  refused,  and  he  was  compelled  to  prosecute  them; 
and,  after  expending  a  large  sum  of  money  in  the  prose- 
cution of  those  trespassers  on  him,  he  obtained  judgment 
against  them,  which  they  were  not  able  to  pay.  I  un- 
derstand, from  the  papers  now  before  the  Senate,  that 
he  expended  about  fourteen  thousand  dollars,  and  re- 
ceived about  twenty-one  hundred,  leaving  a  balance  of 
expenses  against  him  of  about  twelve  thousand  dollars. 
These  were  not  the  only  violators  of  his  patent;  a  model 
of  it  was  taken  to  Germany,  and  put  in  operation  there, 
and  hat  bodies  shipped  to  this  country.  At  that  time  the 
hat  body  was  not  known  in  the  tariff  laws,  and  they  en- 
tered into  our  markets,  in  competition  with  the  patentee, 
almost  without  a  duty.  This  machine  is  consiaered  one 
of  the  most  useful  inventions  that  has  ever  been  made  in 
this  country;  considering  its  simplicity,  the  little  expense 
to  make  it,  and  the  labor  it  performs,  it  may  be  placed 
among  the  first  class.  The  cotton  gin,  and  the  machine 
for  making  card  teeth  and  cards,  may  be  before  it;  but 
I  do  not  recollect  any  other  superior  in  usefulness.  It 
performs  the  labor  of  thirty  men,  with  very  little  cost, 
compared  with  the  manual  labor.  I  am  informed  it 
makes  two  hundred  and  fifty  hat  bodies  per  day,  when 
a  good  workman  makes  but  nine.  Had  Mr.  Grant  lived 
in  Georgia  or  Carolina,  they  would  have  given  him  a 
fortune  for  his  invention,  as  they  did  the  inventor  of  the 
cotton  gin;  or  had  he  lived  in  England,  he  would  have 
been  placed  by  the  side  of  Sir  Richard  Arkwright,  and 
the  other  great  inventors  of  that  country;  but  here  he 
has  been  trespassed  on,  his  rights  violated,  and  that 
which  was  his  own,  and  should  have  been  secured  to 
him,  has  been  taken  from  him.  And  when  he  asks  a 
renewal  of  his  patent  for  the  time  that  was  lost  to  him, 
so  as  to  make  out  his  fourteen  years,  he  is  told  his  inven- 
tion, his  own  property,  has  become  the  vested  rights 
and  property  of  others,  and  to  grant  him  this  patent  is  a 
destruction  of  these  vested  rights;  and  that  the  time  has 
gone  by  for  a  renewal  of  the  patent. 

Mr.  President,  how  are  the  facts?  Before  Mr.  Grant's 
patent  had  expired,  he  gave  notice,  according  to  law, 
in  several  newspapers  which  are  now  on  your  table,  that 
be  intended  to  apply  to  Congress  for  a  renewal  of  his 
patent.  This  was  in  the  year  1834;  his  patent  did  not 
expire  until  August,  1835.  He  did  apply  in  December, 
1834,  and  the  Senate  passed  the  bill  extending  his 
patent,  and  sent  it  to  the  other  House,  but  the  mass  of 
business  before  that  House  at  the  last  session  prevented 
their  acting  on  it.  He  has  continued  his  application  to 
the  present  time;  and  if  any  persons  have  seized  on  this 
machine  since  the  expiration  of  his  patent,  they  have 
done  it  since  last  August,  and  in  full  knowledge  of  all 
these  facts.  The  patent  to  Oliver  Evans,  for  manufac- 
turing fiour  and  meal,  expired  on  the  7th  of  January, 
1805,  and  he  applied  for  the  renewal  of  his  patent  on  the 
31st  December  of  the  same  year,  about  one  whole  year 
after  the  expiration  of  his  patent.  His-  patent  was  re- 
newed. I  have  been  informed  that  exceptions  to  the 
renewal  were  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  court  decided  in  favor  of  the  renewal  of 


the  patent.  These  are  the  facts  of  this  case  as  I  under- 
stand them,  and  I  leave  it  to  the  Senate  to  decide  as  they 
think  proper. 

Messrs.  WALL  and  NILES  opposed  it;  after  which, 
it  was  laid  on  the  table. 

HOUR  OF  MEETING. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  submitted  a  resolution  providing  for 
the  meetings  of  the  Senate,  for  the  remainder  or  the 
session,  at  ten  o'clock,  A.  M.,  and  that  the  Senate  take 
a  recess  from  two  to  four  o'clock. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  said  he  had  no  objection  to 
meeting  at  ten  o'clock,  but  he  objected  to  the  recess; 
and  therefore  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question* 

Mr.  PRESTON  also  opposed  the  recess. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the 
table;  which  was  carried. 

PATENT  OFFICE. 

The  bill  to  provide  a  building  for  a  Patent  Office  be- 
ing read  a  third  time,  and  the  question  being  on  its  pas- 
sage, 

Mr.  CLAY  objected  to  the  passage  of  the  bill.  He 
thought  that  the  total  expenditure  required,  according 
to  the  plan  proposed,  would  be  400,000  or  $500,000. 
Four  millions  of  brick  would  be  required  by  this  bill, 
and  that  quantity  could  not  be  supplied  this  season.  He 
wished  to  know  what  had  become  of  the  project  of  pur- 
chasing the  building  northeast  of  the  Capitol  square. 
The  House  of  Representatives  had  been  better  accom- 
modated in  that  building  than  any  where  else,  and  it  ap-> 
peared  to  be  particularly  well  adapted  for  a  Patent  Of- 
fice. But,  if  a  splendid  edifice  must  be  built,  it  would 
be  well  to  wait  till  another  session,  and  pass  a  bill  at  a 
time  when  there  might  be  a  collection  made  of  sufficient 
materials. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  stated  that  the  building  referred  to 
would  require  to  be  rebuilt  before  it  could  be  used  for 
any  purpose,  and  even  then  it  would  not  be  more  fit  for 
the  Patent  Office  than  the  building  now  occupied.  He 
stated  what  was  the  crowded  condition  of  the  Patent 
Office  at  present,  numbers  of  valuable  models  being 
crowded  into  the  cellar.  It  had  become  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  the  Post  Office  should  have  the  whole  of 
the  building  now  occupied  by  the  Patent  Office.  He 
also  stated  that  there  would  n>e  .a  convenient  arrange- 
ment in  the  new  building  for  the  exhibition  of  manufac- 
turing models. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  complimented  the  Senator  from 
Maine  for  the  labor  he  had  employed  in  the  investiga- 
tion of  the  Patent  Office;  but  stated  that  he  should  pre- 
fer the  purchasing  of  the  building  near  the  Capitol;  and, 
for  the  purpose  of  transferring  the  matter  to  another 
session,  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YxAS^Messrs.  Bayard,  Black,  Brown,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks, 
Kent,  King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Mot- 
ris.  Porter,  Robbins,  Swift,  White— 20. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Calhoun,  Ewing  of  Ohio, 
Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Moore,  Nicholas, 
Niles,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Shepley, 
Tipton,  Walker,  Wall,  Webster— 18. 

So  the  bill  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  moved  to  take  up  the  bill  to 
change  the  mode  of  conducting  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands. 

Mr.  BLACK  opposed  the  motion,  and  it  was  carried: 
Yeas  23,  nays  17,  as  follows: 
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Ybas — MeAsrs.  Bayard,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewin{!f  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hub- 
bard, Kent,  King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Leigh,  Mangum, 
Moore,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Shepley, 
Southard,  SwlfV,  Tomrmson,  Webster — 23. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Hendricks, 
King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page, 
Porter,  Bobinson,  Tipton,  Walker,  Wall,  White, 
Wright— 17. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  explained  the  nature  and  ob- 
jects of  the  bill,  which,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
fraud,  violence,  and  combinations,  at  the  public  land 
sales,  substitute  secret  and  sealed  bids  for  the  present 
open  and  oral  bids,  and  offered  some  amendments  to 
perfect  the  details;  which  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALKER  then  moved  the  indefinite  postpone- 
ment of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  that  this  motion  was  Intended  to 
defeat  the  bill;  but,  as  it  was  a  measure  of  considerable 
importance,  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  thrown  aside  with- 
out some  discussion.  He  would  be  glad  to  hear  the  ar- 
guments for  and  against  it  before  he  gave  his  vote. 

Mr.  PORTER  was  perfectly  willing  to  allow  gentle- 
men an  opportunity  orperfecting the  details  of  the  bill, 
and  he  therefore  hoped  that  the  Senator  from  Mississip- 
pi would  withdraw  the  motion.  He  was  satisfied,  how- 
ever, that  more  frauds  would  be  practised  under  the 
provisions  of  this  bill  than  under  the  present  practice. 

Mr.  PRESTON  feared  that  the  bill  could  not  accom^ 
plish  the  object  intended.  There  was  more  danger  of 
frauds  being  practised  in  secrecy  than  when  the  bids 
were  open,  and  in  the  presence  of  hundreds.  He  had 
beard  frequent  complaints  of  frauds  in  the  land  offices, 
of  which  he  professed  to  know  nothing;  but  he  thought 
that  this  bill  would  oifer  strong  temptation  to  such 
frauds. 

•  Mr.  EWING  mid  he  had  bestowed  much  pains  and 
labor  in  the  consideration  of  the  subject,  and,  in  common 
with  the  committee,  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  was  the  only  plan  that  could  be  adopted  to  prevent 
violence,  if  not  frauds,  at  the  public  land  sales.  Mr.  E., 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  described  the  combinations 
and  violence  used  at  the  public  land  sales  to  prevent 
honest  bids,  and  gave  a  history  of  the  manner  in  which 
frauds  of  great  extent  bad  been  successfully  perpetrated. 
Mr.  E.  also  explained  at  full  length  the  manner  in  which 
the  provisions  of  this  bill  would  operate  in  preventing 
frauds,  violence,  and  combinations,  and  argued  to  show 
that  it  would  amply  guard  against  the  evils  that  now 
existed.  Sealed  bids,  he  said,  were  made  in  relation 
to  every  public  contract,  except  for  the  public  lands: 
fpr  the  Post  Office,  for  supplies  for  the  navy  and  army, 
for  the  letting  of  contracts  for  roads,  and,  in  short,  for 
every  thing  but  for  the  sales  of  the  lands. 

Mr.  LINN  said  that,  as  much  had  been  said  as  to  frauds 
in  the  public  lands,  he  wished  to  inquire  particularly  of 
the  chairman  whether  any  frauds  had  been  alleged  to 
have  been  committed  in  Missouri. 

Mr.  EWING  replied  that  there  was  no  doubt  but  that 
»  great  number  of  frauds  had  been  perpetrated  at  the 
land  sales;  but  he  could  not  say  that  there  were  any 
charges  that  frauds  had  been  committed  in  Missouri  par- 
ticularly. 

Mr.  LINN  said  his  object  was  to  have  the  skirts  of 
Missouri  cleared  of  any  imputations  that  might  indirectly 
rest  upon  her  in  consequence  of  the  frauds  that  had  been 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  in  the  public  land  sales.  He 
bad  travelled  much  through  Missouri,  and  he  had  never 
heard  of  frauds  and  combinations  there,  and  he  felt 
warranted  in  saying  that  none  had  ever  existed.  Perhaps, 
if  gentlemen  from  the  other  new  States  would  rise  and 
ask  the  same  question  from  the  chairman,  similar  an- 
swers to  that  given  in  relation  to  Missouri  might  be  re- 


ceived, and  thus  the  frauds  so  much  magnified  might  be 
narrowed  down  to  a  very  small  compass.  He  would 
suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  who  took  so  deep  an 
interest  in  the  public  lands,  that  the  best  way  to  prevent 
frauds  and  combinations  would  be  to  abolish  the  present 
land  system  altogether,  and  reserve  the  public  domain 
in  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  for  the  purpose  of  making 
it  an  asylum  for  the  poor  man  of  every  country  in  the 
world  who  may  be  disposed  to  come  there  and  cultivate 
the  soil  for  an  honest  support. 

Mr.  WALKER  said  that  he  had  wished  that  the  consid^ 
eration  of  this  subject  might  be  postponed  until  the  next 
session  of  Congress,  when  the  subject  might  be  more 
maturely  considered,  and  some  measure  devised  more 
calculated  to  effect  the  object  in  view  than  the  one  be- 
fore them.  Mr.  W.  entered  at  length  into  the  various 
objections  he  had  to  the  bill,  and  supported  them  with 
an  argument  of  considerable  force  and  ability.  The  abol- 
ishment of  the  present  auction  system,  which  bad  existed 
since  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  and  even  prior  to 
that  time,  and  the  substitution  of  a  species  of  free- 
masonry in  its  stead,  would,  in  his  opinion,  lead  to  frauds 
of  incalculably  greater  extent  than  bad  ever  heretofore 
been  alleged  to  have  taken  place.  He  had  attended  a 
few  land  sales  in  Mississippi,  and  be  most  solemnly  be- 
lieved that  no  frauds  or  violence  had  ever  taken  place 
at  the  sales  there;  he  had  seen  none,  and  had  heard  of 
none.  If  violence  would  ever  be  perpetrated  under  the 
present  system,  it  would  only  be  where  the  speculator 
purchased  the  farm  in  the  possession  of  the  honest  culti- 
vator, and  deprived  him  of  a  home  for  his  wife  and 
children,  and  he  had  never  heard  of  but  one  case  of  that 
kind.  Among  his  various  objections  to  the  bill,  Mr.  W. 
referred  to  the  strong  temptations  that  it  offered  to  the 
public  officers.  If  it  took  effect,  they  must,  he  said, 
place  archangels  in  the  land  offices  instead  of  men,  or 
they  would  violate  that  precept  of  holy  writ,  «« lead  us 
not  into  temptation."  Of  the  whole  one  hundred  and 
fourteen  registers  and  receivers,  if  only  two  villains 
should  be  among  them,  they  could  make  such  a  scene  of 
fraud  and  violence  as  never  was  before  heard  of.  It 
would  give  the  whole  control  of  the  land  offices  to  the 
registers  and  receivers,  and  the  sales  must  depend  on 
their  honesty.  A  stronger  temptation  to  villany  could 
not  be  presented  to  the  cupidity  of  man.  Mr.  W.  took 
an  extended  view  of  the  process  of  secret  bids,  and  de- 
scribed the  powers  of  the  registers  and  receivers  over 
them,  and  showed  the  various  modes  by  which  the  laws 
might  be  evaded,  violated,  and  set  aside,  and  no  human 
bfeing  but  the  registers  and  receivers,  and  the  few  in- 
terested with  them,  have  the  slightest  knowledge  of 
their  proceedings. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  was  fully  aware  that  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  had  reported  this  bill 
with  a  sincere  desire  to  guard  against  the  various  frauds 
at  the  public  land  sales,  which  he  bad  very  little  doubt 
had  been  perpetrated.  He  did  believe  that  it  was  possible 
to  devise  son»e  mode  by  which  these  frauds  might  be 
guarded  against,  and  that  they  might  dispose  of  the  lands 
beneficially  to  the  settler,  and  beneficially  to  the  Govern- 
ment, without  the  corrupting  influence  of  those  specula- 
tions  and  frauds  that  had  heretofore  existed.  He  had 
looked  into  the  bill  with  a  sincere  desire  to  find  that  it  was 
calculated  to  accomplish  the  object  in  view;  but,  after  a 
careful  examination,  he  was  constrained  to  believe  that 
it  would  open  the  door  to  greater  frauds  than  had  ever 
yet  been  perpetrated;  that,  under  its  operation,  tbejr 
would  get  less  money  for  the  lands,  and  that  it  would 
g^ve  great  facilities  to  the  speculating  tribe,  while  it 
would  operate  less  favorably  for  the  actual  settler.  Mr. 
K.  described  the  manner  in  which  the  combinations  of 
sagacious  and  wealthy  capitalists  prevented  a  fair  com- 
petition from  those  who  wished  to  purchase  for  actual 
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settlement,  and  contended  that  tfaef  would  have  still 
|n*eater  facilities  under  the  present  bill.  Amon^  his 
other  obiections,  he  said  that  if  this  system  took  effect, 
a  general  suspicion  would  necessarily  be  excited  against 
the  registers  and  receivers,  no  matter  whether  they  con- 
ducted the  sales  fairly  or  otherwise.  He  was  perfectly 
convinced,  that  to  adopt  this  plan  would  work  greater 
evils  than  at  present  existed.  He  would  be  glad,  there- 
fore, if  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  would  consent  to  let  it  rest -until  the  next 
session,  and  that  they  would  then  take  it  up  with  a  sin- 
cere desire  of  doing  something^— an  object  that  they  all 
had  at  heart — to  cure  the  evils  existing  in  the  present 
system. 

Mr.  HBNDR1CKS  rose  to  repudiate  the  allegations  of 
frauds,  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  State  of  Indiana.  He 
was  convinced  from  correct  information  that  none  have 
ever  been  practised  there.  Mr.  H.  tlien  stated  his  ob- 
jections to  the  bill,  believing  that  it  would  occasion  more 
frauds  and  combinations  than  had  yet  been  complained 
of,  and  concluded  by  moving  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Mr.  EWING  then  requested  Mr.  HsiTDnicKS  to  with- 
draw his  motion;  which  was  consented  to,  and  Messrs. 
EWING  and  PORTER  severally  addressed  the  Chair 
in  continuation  of  their  arguments. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  knew  that  the  committee  had  been 
attentively  considering  this  subject,  and  that  they  had 
been  assisted  by  the  co-operation  of  the  Commissioner  of 
the  General  Land  OfRce,  and  that,  aAer  much  pains  and 
labor,  they  had  agreed  on  a  system  which,  though  it 
might  not  be  perfect,  was  yet  calculated  to  do  much 
good.  What  were  the  evils  complained  of  under  the 
present  system/  Fraud  and  violence.  Gentlemen  might 
get  up  and  deny  that  there  had  been  any;  yet  they 
spoke  only  of  their  own  belief  as  to  what  had  taken  place 
in  their  respective  States.  But  this  fraud  and  violence 
had  not  been  charged  against  any  one  State  in  particu- 
lar; but  the  charge  had  been  general,  and  that  fraud  and 
violence  had  existed  to  an  alarming  degree,  in  relation  to 
the  public  land  sales,  there  was  scarcely  room  to  doubt. 
They  had  abundant  evidence  on  their  tables  to  satisfy 
any  one  on  that  head.  His  friend  from  Louisiana  knew 
that  the  frauds  with  regard  to  pre-emptions  in  that  State 
bad  been  so  great  that  the  Governor  had  thought 
proper  to  make  them  the  subject  of  a  special  communi- 
cation to  the  Legislature.  It  was  in  vain  to  deny  the 
existence  of  combinations  and  frauds.  These  might  not 
be  perpetrated  by  individuals  in  the  State  where  the 
land  sales  were;  but  by  combined  bands  of  wealthy  indi- 
viduals coming  from  other  quarters.  Mr.  C.  went  on  at 
length  in  support  of  the  bill,  contending  that  it  was  the 
best  measure  that  could  be  devised  to  cure  the  evils  ex- 
isting in  the  present  system. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  n^as  not  so  much  opposed  to  this  bill 
as  some  gentlemen  who  had  addressed  the  Senate  on  the 
subject;  but  still  believing  it  to  be  exceedingly  imper- 
fect, and  liable  to  strong  objections,  he  must  vote  against 
it.  He  had  risen,  however,  not  to  enter  into  an  argu- 
ment on  the  merits  of  the  bill,  but  to  say  a  word  or  two 
as  to  the  violence  that  had  been  committed  at  one  of  the 
sales  in  his  State.  This  violence  had  been  confined  to 
cases  where  the  actual  settler  and  cultivator  was  anxious 
to  procure  the  land  which  be  cultivated.  Combinations 
for  this  purpose  had  occurred.  The  settlers  in  that  dis- 
trict met  some  days  previous  to  the  sale,  and  selected  a 
committee  of  respectable  persons  to  investigate  the  sub- 
ject. This  committee  examined  into  the  case  of  each 
Donafide  settler,  and  all  such  as  they  found  embraced  in 
that  description  they  determined  should  have  their  lands, 
determining  that  they  would  cry  «•  pre-emption,"  when- 
ever the  settlement  of  such  person  was  offered  for  sale, 
and  prevent  any  one  else  from  bidding  for  it.  Where 
there  was  not  an  actual  settlement  and  cultivation,  noth- 


ing of  this  kind  had  taken  place*  So  strong-  was  the 
feeling  on  this  subject  in  his  State,  that  he  doubted  very 
much,  if  a  stranger  were  to  go  into  any  neighborhood 
and  purchase  the  land  of  an  actual  settler,  whether  he 
would  be  permitted  to  remain  there.  He  believed  that 
violence  had  never  been  committed  at  the  land  sales 
in  his  State  to  prevent  fur  competition,  but  to  pre- 
vent the  speculator  from  getting  the  home  of  the 
actual  settler  and  cultivator.  Combinations  of  specula- 
tors were  generally  composed  of  non-residents,  as  those 
in  the  States  where  the  sales  took  place  had  not  the 
funds  for  such  purposes. 

If  this  bill  would  accomplish  the  obiect  In  view,  and 
put  down  combinations,  he  would  with  great  pleasure 
vote  for  it;  but,  from  all  the  examination  be  bad  given 
to  the  subject,  he  was  convinced  that  it  would  add  to, 
rather  than  diminish,  the  present  evils.  One  word  as  to 
these  frauds.  He  was  satisfied  that  they  had  been  much 
overrated,  and  that  the  principal  frauds  arose  from  the 
pre-emption  floats. 

Mr.  MORRIS  differed  with  his  colleague  as  to  the 
principles  on  which  the  bill  was  based.  His  colleague 
looked  upon  the  public  lands  as  a  source  of  revenue, 
while  he  thought  the  great  object  for  which  the  sales 
should  be  made  was  the  settlement  of  the  lands  and  the 
security  of  the  purchaser.  After  stating  his  objections 
to  the  bill,  Mr.  M.  suggested  that  the  best  plan  to  cure 
the  evils  complained  of  would  be  to  stop  the  sales  at 
public  auction  and  sell  the  lands  to  the  actual  settlers 
only  in  small  quantities.  This  would,  at  all  events,  give 
them  tin»e  to  devise  some  system  that  would  meet  with 
more  general  concurrence  than  the  present. 

The  debate  was  further  continued  by  Messrs.  BLACK, 
WALKER,  and  CALHOUN;  after  which  the  question 
was  taken  on  Mr.  Walksb's  motion  to  postpone  the  bill 
indefinitely,  and  it  was  carried:  Yeas  25,  nays  15,  as 
follows: 

YiAs— Messrs.  Benton-,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Calhoun,  Cuthbert,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King  of  Ala- 
bama, Linn,  Moore,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page,  Por- 
ter, Preston,  Rives,  Robinson,  Shepley,  Tipton,  Walk- 
er, Wall,  White,  Wright— 25. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bayard,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crittenden, 
Davis,  Ewing  of^Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  Knight, 
Leigh,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Southard,  Tomlinson,  Web- 
ster— 15. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Fbidat,  Juke  24. 
PUBLIC  DEPOSITES. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  announcing  his  approval  of  the  bill  to 
regulate  the  public  deposites. 

Mr.  CLAY  remarked  that  the  message  just  communi- 
cated by  the  President  announced  the  gratifying  fact 
that  he  had  approved  the  deposite  bill.  He  (Mr.  C.) 
was  extremely  glad  of  it,  and  it  afforded  ground  for 
great  rejoicing;  but  he  could  not  refrain  from  observing 
that  the  same  fact  was  announced  this  morning  in  the 
Globe,  in  an  editorial  article  which  bore  an  authorized 
character;  and  that  it  was  not  according  to  established 
usage,  nor  respectful  towards  Congress,  that  his  appro- 
bation of  a  bill  passed  by  that  body  should  be  communi- 
cated to  the  editor  of  a  newspaper  prior  to  the  commu- 
nication of  the  fact  to  that  House  in  which  the  bill  hacL 
originated. 

TEXAS. 

The  following  message  was  also  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

7b  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 
In  compliance  with  a  resolution  of^tbe  Senate  of  the 
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18th  instant,  I  transmtt  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  with  the  papers  therewith  presented.  Not  hav- 
ing accurate  and  detailed  information  of  the  civil,  mili- 
tary, and  political  condition  of  Texas,  I  have  deemed  it 
expedient  to  take  the  necessary  measures,  now  in  pro- 

gress,  to  procure  it,  before  deciding  upon  the  course  to 
e  pursued  in  relation  to  the  newly  declared  Govern- 
ment. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 
Washiitgtov,  33</  June^  1836. 

Dkpabtmekt  of  Stats, 
Woihingion,  2Sd  June^  1836. 

7b  the  PrendaU  of  the  United  States.- 

The  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  was  referred  a  reso- 
lution of  the  Senate  of  the  18th  instant,  requesting  the 
President  "  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  any  informa- 
tion in  his  possession,  not  inconsistent  with  the  public  in- 
terest, touching  the  political  condition  of  Texas — ^the  or- 
ganization of  its  Government,  and  its  capacity  to  iilain- 
tatn  its  independence;  and,  also,  any  correspondence 
which  may  have  taken  place  between  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Government  of  Texas  or  its 
agents,*'  has  the  honor  to  lay  before  the  President  the 
accompanying  copies  of  papers  addressed  to,  and  left 
at,  the  pepartment  of  State,  by  persons  claiming  to  be 
agents  of  the  republic  of  Texas;  being  all  the  informa- 
tion and  correspondence  called  for  by  the  resolution. 
No  answers  having  been  returned  to  any  of  these  com- 
municattons,  they  remain  for  further  consideration,  and 
such  direction  as  the  President  shall  hereafter  give. 

All  which  is  respectfully  presented. 

JOHN  FORSYTH. 

The  message  having  been  read, 

Mr.  CLAY  rose  and  said  it  did  not  appear  to  him  to 
be  necessary  that  a  reference  should  be  made  of  this 
message,  as  the  President  himself  states  that  be  deems 
it  requisite  that  he  shall  have  further  information  on  the 
subject  before  he  determines  on  the  propriety  of  recog- 
nising the  independence  of  Texas.  The  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  in  their  report,  had  certainly  thrown 
out  no  reflection  on  the  President  as  having  been  too 
tardy  in  his  movements,  but  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  proper  to  recognise  the  independence 
of  Texas  whenever  it  should  be  communicated  that  she 
had  a  Government  able  to  sustain  itself.  As  the  Presi- 
dent had  signified  a  desire  to  wait  for  further  informa- 
tion before  he  acts,  there  would  probably  be  no  neces- 
sity to  move  to  refer  these  papers  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations.  He  moved  to  lay  the  messagb  on 
the  table,  and  print  it. 

Mr.  PRESTON  stated  that  the  only  fact  necessary  to 
be  established  was,  that  the  war  in  Texas  had  termina- 
ted; and  that  was  proved  by  the  documents  accompany- 
ing the  message.  He  would,  however,  concur  in  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  merely  reserving 
to  himself  the  privilege  to  move  further  in  the  subject, 
if,  on  reflection,  he  should  feel  convinced  that  such 
course  was  advisable.  The  present  inclination  of  his 
mind  was  to  mov«  to  refer  the  resolution  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  back  to  that  committee,  with 
instructions  to  r«port  a  resolution  to  recognise  the  inde- 
pendence of  Texas. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  if  it  should  be  considered  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  (or  any  other  Senator)  ad- 
visable to  adopt  such  a  resolution  as  he  had  suggested, 
he  might  do  so  when  the  resolution  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  came  to  be  acted  on,  and  that  resolu- 
tion was  the  special  order  for  yesterday.  He  did  not 
concur  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Senator,  that 
the  sole  fact  to  be  regarded  in  acting  on  this  subject  was 
that  or  the  termination  of  the  war.    There  was  also  an- 1 


other  fact,  and  it  was  that  concerning  which  he  presumed 
the  President  was  now  seeking  information,  and  this 
was — whether  there  is,  in  fact,  a  Government  existing  in 
full  and  successful  operation,  so  as  to  justify  the  estab- 
lishment of  intercourse  and  relations  of  amity.  When- 
ever the  motion  to  lay  the  message  on  the  table  and 
print  it  was  disposed  of,  he  would  move  to  make  the 
resolution  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions the  special  order  for  a  day  next  week. 

The  message  was  then  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  he  felt  himself  honored  in  pre- 
senting to  the  Senate  a  memorial  from  a  portion  of  the 
citizens  of  Louisiana  on  the  subject  of  Texas.  The 
honor  was  the  more  conspicious,  as  he  had  been  inform- 
ed by  one  of  the  Senators  representing  that  State,  that 
it  was  signed  by  its  most  respectable  and  influential  citi- 
zens. The  memorial  purported  to  be  from  the  citizens 
of  Opelousas,  Louisiana,  and  expressed  the  deep  sensi* 
bility  with  which  they  had  looked  on  the  struggle  for 
freedom  going  on  in  Texas,  and  the  peculiar  interest 
they  felt,  being  on  the  very  confines  of  that  country. 
They  expressed  an  anxious  hope  that  this  Government 
should,  at  the  earliest  period,  recognise  the  existence  of 
this  new  republic  which  had  so  gloriously  achieved  its 
independence.  He  felt  that  they  had  received  from  all 
parts  of  this  Union,  and  from  the  most  respectable 
sources,  communications  of  this  nature,  showmg  that 
public  opinion  was  fully  prepared  for  any  proceeding^ 
of  the  Government  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  P.  then  moved  that  the  memorial  be  laid  on  the 
table  and  printed;  which  motion  was  agreed  to. 
HOUR  OF  MEETING. 

Mr.  T0ML1NS0N  moved  that  when  the  Senate  ad- 
journ, it  adjourn  to  meet  to-morrow  at  ten  o'clock, 
A.  M. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  moved  to  amend  the  motion 
by  making  the  meetings,  for  the  remainder  of  the  ses- 
sion, at  ten  o'clock,  A.    M.;  which  amendment  was 
agreed  to,  and  the  motion  as  amended  was  adopted. 
R.  W.  MEADE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  PORTER,  the  Senate  took  up  a 
bill  for  the  settlement  of  the  claim  of  the  executrix  of 
Richard  W.  Meade;  which  was  considered  and  discuss- 
ed, and  the  yeas  and  nays  were  demanded  by  Mr. 
WRIGHT. 

Mr.  HUBBARD  moved  an  amendment,  providing  for 
a  reference  of  the  claim  to  certain  ofiicers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, to  report  on  the  subject  at  the  next  session. 
The  other  parts  of  the  bill  were  stricken  out. 

The  demand  of  the  yeas  and  nays  was  withdrawn,  and 
the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

C.  J.  CATLETT. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  moved  the  Senate  to  take  up 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charjes  J.  Catlett:  Ayes  15, 
noes  11. 

The  bill  was  amended,  on  motion  of  Mr.  CALHOUN, 
so  as  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  ofiicers  of  the  Treasury,  to 
report  on  the  principle. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read 
a  third  time. 

THE  NAVY. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  the  bill  for  the  or- 
ganization of  the  navy  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  S.  observed  that  the  objections  heretofore  made 
to  this  bill  were  to  the  number  of  persons  to  be  promo- 
ted to  the  grade  of  admiral.  With  a  view  to  try  the 
sense  of  the  Senate,  he  would  more  to  8tril%e  out  the 
four  rear  admirals. 

This  motion  was  agreed  to,  leaving  in  the  bill  one  ad- 
miral and  two  vice  admirals. 
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Mr.  S.  then  moved  to  insert  thirteen  commodores  in- 
stead of  nine. 

Mr.  CUTHBERT^said  that  he  should  make  no  decided 
opposition  to  this  part  of  the  billj  though  he  believed 
they  were  in  danger  of  passing  a  bill  that  they  might 
hereafter  have  cause  to  regrets  He  would  have  much 
preferred  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  had  ac- 
quiesced in  the  general  sense  of  the  Senate  expressed 
the  other  day,  and  permitted  the  bill  to  lie  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  session.  It  would  then  have  been  taken 
up  at  the  commencement  of  the  next  session,  when  they 
would  have  time  to  mature  such  a  bill  as  would  put  the 
navy,  which  was  so  desenredly  a  fiivortte  of  the  country, 
and  w«  looked  upon  as  the  right  arm  of  our  defence, 
on  a  permanent  footing  of  efficiency  and  respectability. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  strong  objections  to  this  por- 
tion of  the  bill  for  creating  the  grade  of  commodore. 
It  was  nowhere  a  substantial  grade,  and  this  might  at 
least  give  them  cause  for  reflection.  Any  hurry  might 
produce  future  prejudice  as  well  as  serious  injuries  to 
this  important  arm  of  the  national  defence.  Amongst 
other  objections  to  this  change,  he  would  state  one  titat 
he  thought  should  have  some  weight.  As  long  as  com- 
modore was  not  an  established  grade  in  the  navy,  it  re- 
mained with  the  discretion  of  the  Department  to  select 
the  most  able,  the  most  enterprising,  and  the  most  vigor- 
ous of  the  captains  for  the  command  of  a  squadron  on 
an  important  emergency.  But  the  moment  this  g^ade 
was  established  by  law,  that  advantage  would  be  taken 
away.  He  hoped  gentlemen  would  proceed  with  great 
caution,  as  any  false  step  with  regard  to  the  navy  could 
not  easily  be  repaired,  and  might  cause  the  most  serious 
regrets. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  said  that  he  would  ghdiy  have  ac- 
quiesced if  he  had  not  believed  it  to  be  a  solemn  and 
imperative  duty  to  endeavor  to  get  this  bill  through  at 
toe  present  lime.  If  the  Senate  should  differ  with  him 
in  relation  to  any  of  the  grades  introduced  in  the  bill,  all 
it  would  have  to  do  would  be  to  atrike  them  out. 

As  to  the  grade  of  commodore,  it  was  a  rank  known 
in  common  parlance,  and  would  be  well  understood. 
He  thought  the  establishment  of  the  grade  would  be 
very  serviceable  to  the  navy,  and  would  create  no  diffi- 
culties whatever.  He  thought,  too,  that  the  addition  of 
this  increased  rank  was  due  to  those  gallant  ofEcers 
whose  long  and  faithful  services  have  been  so  creditable 
to  themselves  and  their  country. 

Mr.  CUTUBERT  observed  that  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  had  undoubtedly  laid  down  just  principles; 
but  every  principle  must  be  qualified  by  some  other, 
and  every  principle  urged,  without  reference  to  others, 
became  exaggerated.  The  question,  then,  was  one  of 
prudence.  It  could  not  be  doubted  but  that  long  and 
faithful  service  ihould  be  rewarded;  but  by  multiplying 
the  rewards,  their  value  would  be  greatly  diminished, 
and  they  would  be  rendered  less  an  incentive  to  lauda- 
ble ambition.  The  question  was,  wbetlier  they  were 
prepared,  without  more  mature  consideration,  and  in  this 
hurried  manner,  to  make  this  important  change.  He 
desired  to  treat  this  subject  with  the  utmost  delicacy, 
and  to  avoid  making  any  false  step  in  regard  to  that 
navy  which  was  their  pride  and  glory,  and  on  which  the 
defence  of  the  country,  their  interest,  and  their  Union, 
so  essentially  depended. 

To  determine  at  once  the  question  whether  the  grade 
of  commodore  should  be  a  substantial  grade  of  the  navy, 
he  would  move  to  strike  it  out. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  in  oppo* 
sition  to  the  motion, 

Mr.  SHEPLEY  observed  that  he  should  take  it  for 

granted,  if  this  grade  of  commodore  were  established, 

there  being  no  such  grade  either  in  the  British  or  French 

navar  service,  that  difficulties  would  occur  in  foreign 
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ports,  between  our  commodores  and  the  officers  of  those 
nations,  about  matters  of  ceremony  and  questions  of 
precedence. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  replied  that  such  difficulties  had 
occurred,  and  it  was  because  we  had  no  officers  of  a 
higher  grade  in  the  navy  than  captains.  By  giving  in-i 
cr^eased  grades  to  our  officers,  the  chances  of  such  diffi- 
culties occurring  would  be  diminished. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  would  have  preferred  retaining  the 
old  established  grade  of  admiral,  which  was  well  under* 
stood,  instead  of  having  this  unknown  grade  of  commo- 
dore. He  was  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  commodores^ 
and  would,  when  the  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate^ 
move  to  reinstate  the  grade  of  rear  admirals.  He 
thought  tliis  promotion  was  due  to  the  gallant  officers 
who  had  added  so  much  to  our  naval  renown. 

On  taking  the  question,  the  nine  commodores  were 
stricken  out. 

Mr.  CUTHBERT  suggested  that  as  the  bill  now 
stood,  it  provided  for  one  admiral  and  two  vice  admirals^ 
He  thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  one  of  each  of 
the  three  grades,  admiral,  vice  admiral,  and  rear  admi- 
ral. He  would  suggest  another  amendment.  The  bill 
provided  for  two  grades  of  lieutenants.  Now,  in  the 
naval  service,  there  was  no  necessity  for  having  two 
grades  of  lieutenants,  it  being  totally  different  from  the 
land  service  in  that  particular.  It  bad  been  tried  either 
in  the  British  or  French  naval  service,  he  did  not  recollect 
which,  and,  being  found  to  be  attended  with  inconve- 
niences, had  been  abandoned. 

Mr.  PORTER  inquired  if  there  was  any  difference  of 
pay  in  the  two  g^des  of  first  and  second  lieutenants. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  replied  that  there  undoubtedly 
would  be,  if  the  difference  in  the  grades  was  established. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  second  ]ieu<« 
tenants  were  stricken  out. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  then  moved,  as  the  one  hundred 
second  lieutenants  were  stricken  out,  to  amend  the  bill 
further  by  increasing  the  number  of  lieutenants  to  350 
instead  of  250. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  that  in  looking  over  the  navy 
list,  he  found  that  the  number  of  lieutenants  now  consists 
ed  of  257,  and  that  at  least  one  half  of  them  were  on 
furlough  or  leave  of  absence,  waiting  orders.  He  had 
been  informed  that  the  number  of  these  officers  was  too 
great  to  allow  them  sufficient  opportunities  of  goin^  to 
sea  to  acquire  skill  and  experience  in  their  profession, 
He  was  aware  that  large  appropriations  had  been  made 
this  year  for  keeping  afloat  a  great  naval  force;  but  there 
was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  this  was  to  be  continued. 
He  thought  it  better  not  to  increase  the  number  of  lieu-, 
tenants,  as  there  were  enough  in  the  service  to  officer 
all  the  vessels  that  would  be  employed. 

Mr.  CUTUBERT  said  that  he  had  made  a  careful  ex- 
amination to  ascertain  the  number  that  would  be  re-i 
quired;  and  taking  into  consideration  that  they  wouM 
now  have  at  sea  double  the  number  of  vessels  ever 
before  afloat,  the  number  of  navy  yards  and  receiving 
ships,  with  the  casualties  of  sickness  and  other  causes^ 
he  did  not  think  they  could  do  with  a  less  number  than 
was  proposed. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  said  that  the  gentleman,  in  his  ex- 
amination of  the  Naval  Register,  had  not  taken  into  coui 
sideration  the  few  vessels  that  were  afloat.  They  would 
have  now  double  the  number  at  sea  that  had  ever  been 
"at  sea  before. 

Mr.  WALKER  expressed  the  opinion  that  they  could 
not  do  with  a  less  number  than  was  proposed.  He  had 
always  been  opposed  to  extravagant  appropriation?*,  yet 
he  thought  in  ^his  case  the  expenditure  was  highly  ne- 
cessary. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  that  it  would  be  easy  enough 
to  increase  the  number,  but  it  would  not  be  so  easy  to 
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diminish  it.  According  to  the  chairman's  own  statement, 
it  was  not  necessary  to  increase  the  number  of  lieuten- 
ants; for  if  one  half  the  number  of  lieutenants  had  been 
heretofore  asltore  awaiting  orders^  now  that  they  were 
going  to  aend  double  the  number  of  diips  to  sea,  this 
half  would  be  just  enough  for  the  purpose.  He  did  not 
belieye  that  he  should  succeed,  and  he  would  therefore 
be  content  if  only  iif\y  more  were  added,  making  the 
number  of  lieutenants  three  hundred  Instead  of  the  pres- 
ent number  of  two  hundred  and  Bfty^seven. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  observed  that  the  amendment  did  not 
imperatively  require  that  there  should  be  tliree  hundred 
and  fifty  lieutenants;  but  that  the  President  might  ap- 
point that  number  if  he  should  deem  it  necessary.  Pre- 
suming that  the  President  would  not  appoint  more  than 
were  required  for  the  service,  he  should  vote  for  the 
amendmenr. 

After  some  further  observations  from  Messrs.  CUTH- 
BGRT,  MANGUM,  and  BUCHANAN,  the  question  was 
taken  and  carried  on  striking  out  the  word  *<  two"  and 
inserting  **  three,"  thus  making  three  hundred  and  fifty 
instead  of  two  hundred  and  fifty. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  moved  to  strike  out  the  word  •*  fif- 
ty," so  as  to  leave  the  number  of  lieutenants  at  two  hun- 
dred and  fiAy;  rejected:  Ayes  22,  noes  not  counted. 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table; 
which  motion  was  lost:  Yeos  11,  nays  25,  as  follows: 

Teas — Messrs.  Brown,  Buchanan,  Hubbard,  King  of 
Georgia,  Alangum,  Morris,  Niles,  Robinson,  Shepley, 
Tipton,  White— 11. 

NATS—Messrs.  Bayard,  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Cuthbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  Nicholas, 
Porter,  Prentiss,  Preston,  Rives,  Bobbins,  Ruggles, 
Southard,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  Webster— 25. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill, 
by  striking  out  fifty,  and  inserting  forty,  for  the  number 
of  captains,  and  by  striking  out  seventy-five,  and  insert- 
ing sixty,  for  the  number  of  commanders;  which  motion 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill, 
by  striking  out  seventy-five  for  the  number  of  passed 
midshipmen,  and  inserting  one  hundred  and  twenty-five; 
which  motion  was  also  agreed  to. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  CUTHBERT, 
SOUTHARD,  and  WEBSTER,  the  bill  was  so  amend- 
ed as  to  provide  for  one  admiral,  one  vice  admiral,  and 
three  rear  admirals;  after  which,  it  was.  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

A  number  of  bills  were  severally  read  the  second  time, 
and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  the  Senate  went  into 
the  consideration  of  executive  business;  after  which, 

|t  adjourned. 

Satuadat,  Juvs  25* 
NEW  YORK  SUFFERERS. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  bill 
for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the  late  fire  at  New 
York;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  to  amend  the  bill  so  as  to  make 
It  a  bill  to  extend  the  relief  of  the  hill  now  in  existence 
to  the  sufferers  who  had  paid  their  bonds  previous  to 
the  passage  of  the  act,  and  whose  losses  exceeded  #1,000. 

Mr.  W.  explained  that  there  had  been  bonds  paid 
by  sufferers  to  the  amount  of  $405,115  before  the  pas- 
sage of  the  act. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 
GRATUITIES  OF  LAND. 

Mr*  BENTON  moved  to  postpone  the  previous  or. 


ders,  for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  the  bill  to  grant  cer- 
tain quantities  of  land  to  the  States  of  Indiana,  Illi- 
nois, Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Missouri;  which  was 
agreed  to. 

Messrs.  BENTON,  WALKER,  and  HENDRICKS* 
advocated  the  bill. 

Mr.  MANGUM  opposed  the  bill,  and  said  tliat  he 
would  move  to  lay  It  on  the  table ;  and  if  that  motion 
failed  he  would  then  move  to  insert  a  grant  of  500,000 
acres  of  land  for  each  of  the  old  States. 

Mr.  CLAY  addressed  the  Senate  in  opposition  to  the 
bill. 

Mr.  WALKER  spoke  in  its  support. 

Mr.  BLACK  said  he  would  not  detain  the  Senate  by 
entering  into'a  discussion  of  the  principles  upon  which 
similar  grants  had  been  made  to  several  of  the  new  States, 
and  upon  which  this  donation  of  land  is  asked.  The 
bill  had  been  many  times  before  the  Senate,  and  the 
principle  had  been  acknowledged  and  sanctioned  by  the 
land  bill. 

I  (said  Mr.  B.)  was  one  who  voted  for  the  land  bill* 
because,  as  I  have  on  another  occasion  stated,  I  was 
fully  aware  that  there  would  be  on  hand,  after  the 
proper  disbursements  of  tl\e  money,  a  large  surplus — a 
surplus  of  some  thirty  millions  of  dollars.  This  sur- 
plus, every  one  roust  see,  could  not  and  ought  not  to  be 
permitted  to  remain  idle  where  it  was  not  wanted.  I, 
for  one,  knew  and  said  it  would  not;  the  result  has  veri- 
fied what  I  said. 

Sir,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  I  am  glad  to  find  that  I  have  the 
support  and  countenance  of  my  colleague  in  favor  of  this 
bill;  for  I  remember,  in  discussing  the  land  bill,  he  de 
clared  he  would  not  accept  a  five  hundred  thousand  acre 
grant  on  the  conditions  prescribed,  which  are  the  same 
as  this  bill,  word  for  word.  This  was  said  in  disparage- 
ment of  the  land  bill.  I  am  glad  that  it  is  looked  at 
in  a  different  light  since  the  passage  of  the  general  dil^ 
tribution  act,  now  a  law.  By  the  land  bill,  Mississippi 
would  have  got  a  million  Jind  a  half  of  dollars  during 
1837;  by  this  bill,  not  one  half  that  sum,  besides  resign- 
ing this  valuable  grant.  Sir,  I  am  in  hopes  the  repre- 
sentatives will  turn  their  attention  to  this  matter,  and  to 
the  figures  of  the  case. 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table; 
which  was  carried:  Yeas  22,  nays  17,  as  follows: 

YsAS— Messrs.  Bayard,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden. Cuthbert,  Davis,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  Knight, 
King  of  Georgia,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Page,  Prentiss,  Pres- 
ton, Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Shepley,  Southard,  Swif^,  Web- 
ster—22. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan,  Hendricks, 
King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Moore,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Porter, 
Rives,  Robinson,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walker,  Wall, 
White— 17. 

MICHIGAN. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  due  execution  of  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  the  State  of  Michigan. 

The  amendment  struck  out  the  salary  of  (2,000  ap- 
propriated by  the  Senate  bill  for  the  district  judge  of 
Michigan,  and  substituted  $1,500. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Clattok  to 
strike  out  $1,500  and  insert  $1,800, 

Mr.   CLAYTON  withdrew  his  proposition,  and  the 
amendment  of  the  House  was  concurred  in, 
R.  W.  MEADE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  bill  to  settle  the  claim 
of  the  executrix  of  Richard  W*  Meade  was  taken  up, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  slight  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  the  bill  was  amended,  and 
read  a  third  time  and  passed, 
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MARINE  CORPS. 
The  bill  to  regulate  and  increase  the  pay  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  marine  corps  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  explained  that  the  hill  provided  that 
the  pay  of  the  colonel  should  be  $3,500  per  annum;  of 
the  lieutenant,  colonel  ^,000  per  annum;  of  the  majors 
$2,500;  and  thus  going  gradually  down  to  the  lowest  offi- 
cer, $500  less  for  each  grade. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  making 
the  pay  of  the  marine  officers  the  same  as  that  of  offi- 
cers of  like  grades  in  the  infantry  of  the  United  States 
army,  while  serving  on  shore,'  and  that  when  serving  at 
sea  their  pay  shall  be  the  same  as  that  of  officers  of  equal 
rank  in  the  navy — the  rank  to  be  previously  determined 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

This  amendment  was  supported  by  Messrs.  BUCHAN- 
AN and  WEBSTER,  and  opposed  by  Messrs.  SOUTH- 
ARD,  CLAYTON,  and  PRESTON;  after  which,  the 
amendment  was  lost. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  when  Mr. 
BUCHANAN  renewed  his  motion  to  amend;  and  after 
a  debate,  in  which  the  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs. 
BUCHANAN,  CLAY,  and  WEBSTEIt,  and  opposed  by 
Messrs.  PRESTON,  WRIGHT,  and  CLAYTON,  it  was 
adopted  by  the  following  vote; 

Yeas— Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Clay,  Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks, 
Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  Linn, 
Mangiim,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page,  Prentiss,  Rives,  Robin- 
son, Riiggles,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster— 27. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Clayton,  Moore,  Preston,  Rob- 
.     bms,  Southard,  Tallmadge,  Walker,  White,  Wright— 10. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  provi- 
ding that  it  shall  take  effect  from  and  after  the  18th  June, 
1834;  which  was  carried;  and 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading. 

JOSEPH   GRANT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KNIGHT,  the  bill  to  extend  the 
patent  right  of  Joseph  Grant  was  taken  up,  and  after 
some  remarks  from  Mr.  K.  in  its  support,  and  from 
Messrs.  NILES  and  WALL  in  opposition  to  it, 

Mr.  RUGGLES  submitted  an  amendment  providing 
that  the  rights  of  those  persons  who  have  used  said  in- 
vention or  invested  capital  in  it  since  the  expiration  of 
the  patent,  up  to  the  passage  of  the  bill,  shall  not  be  af- 
fected by  it;  but  before  takmg  any  question. 

The- Senate  adjourned. 

MOITDAT,  Jvsjt  27. 
TEXAS. 
Mr.  WHITE  presented  the  proceedings  of  a  large 
meeting  of  citizens  assembled  at  Nasliville,  and  a  memo- 
rial praying  that  Texas  may  be  acknowledged  as  a  sov- 
ereign,  free,  and  independent  State.  Mr.  Whitb  ex- 
pressed his  acquiescence  in  the  feeling  and  action  of 
this  meeting;  and,  on  his  motion,  the  proceedings  were 
read,  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  re- 
ported the  bill  from  the  House  making  appropriations 
for  fortifications,  with  two  amendments.  The  amend- 
ments (Mr.  W.  sUled)  were  of  no  considerable  impor- 
tance,  and  he  would  move  for  the  printing  of  them,  and 
move  to  take  up  the  bill  for  consideration  tomorrow. 
This  bill  contains  appropriations  for  works  in  progress, 
and  appropriates  liberally  and  largely,  the  sums  being 
equal  to  what  would  have  been  appropriated  last  year, 
had  not  the  annual  bill  been  lost  between  the  two  Houses, 
as  well  as  during  this  session. 

The  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  printed. 


-PENSION    BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TOMLINSON,  the  Senate  recon- 
sidered the  vote  by  which  a  bill  granting  pensions  to  cer- 
tain individuals  therein  named  was  passea  on  Saturday; 
and  the  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

ADJOURNMENT    VETO. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  returning  the  bill  fixing 
a  day  for  the  annual  meeting  of  Congress,  and  for  the 
close  of  the  first  session  of  each  Congress. 

The  question  beinp  on  the  passage  of  the  bill,  the  ob- 
jections of  the  President  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing. 

Mr.  MORRIS  stated  at  len^h  the  reasoning  which 
had  brought  him  to  the  conclusion  that  the  objections  of 
the  President  are  not  sustained  by  the  soundest  construc- 
tion of  the  constitution. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH  asked  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  for  a  moment  only,  as  he  was  well  aware,  at  this 
late  period  of  the  session,  that  the  request  was  a  great 
one;  he  would  give  his  construction  of  the  constitution, 
in  relation  to  the  question  before  them,  with  studied 
brevity  and  conciseness. 

The  topic  is  somewhat  a  new  one,  and  has,  for  the 
most  part,  escaped  the  attention  of  commentators;  for 
what  reason,  whether  considered  as  perfectly  obvious, 
or  as  not  important  enough  to  engage  them,  he  would 
not  undertake  to  decide;  of  this  the  Senate  were  con- 
vinced, that  it  was  a  subject  wholly  free  from  all  party 
feelings,  or  from  any  other  sinister  influence  that  could 
mislead  the  mind.  Nothing  could  be  further  from  the 
expectation  of  those  who  voted  for  this  bill,  than  an  idea 
of  violating  the  constitution,  or  infringing  upon  execu- 
tive prerogative;  and  the  frankness,  the  conciliating 
temper,  together  with  the  concluding  sentence  of  the 
veto  message,  afford  unquestionable  evidence  of  the 
good  spirit  that  moved  the  Executive. 

The  President,  sir,  in  his  message  has  quoted  those 
parts  of  the  constitution  which  he  thinks  bear  upon  this 
subject,  and  has  arranged  them  in  succession;  it  will  be 
useful,  and  will  facilitate  construction,  if  we  examine 
and  remark  the  location  of  these  quoted  sections  of  the 
constitution,  and  see  their  bearing.  The  first  quotation 
is  from  the  first  article  in  the  constitution,  which  treats 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  and  the  conclusion  of 
the  fifth  section  refers  to  the  several  powers  of  each 
House.  The  next  section,  in  the  same  article,  which  ia 
quoted,  refers  to  the  joint  powers  of  the  two  Houses. 
The  first  says  that  **  neither  House,  during  the  session 
of  Congress,  shall,  without  the  consent  of  the  other, 
adjourn  for  more  than  three  days,  nor  to  any  other  place 
than  that  in  which  the  two  Houses  shall  be  sitting." 

The  obvious  design  of  this  section  is  to  keep  the  two 
Houses  together,  both  as  to  time  and  place,  pending 
their  session.  The  next  quotation  is  from  that  section 
of  the  same  article  which  prescribes  the  course  that  bills 
shall  take  in  Congress  before  they  become  laws,  as  well 
as  the  course  of  every  order,  resolution,  or  vote,  to  which 
the  concurrence  of  the  two  Houses  is  necessary,  and  is  in 
the  following  words:  •*  Every  order,  resolution,  or  vote, 
to  which  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  may  be  necessary  (except  on  the  ques- 
tion of  adjournment)  shall  be  presented  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,"  &c.,  and  shall  be  subject  to 
his  approbation  or  disapprobation,  as  bills  are.  Thus, 
sir,  this  section  regulating  the  course  of  bills  in  Con- 
gress, as  well  as  all  resolutions,  orders,  or  votes,  which 
require  the  concurrent  vote  of  both  Houses,  provides 
that  they  shall  be  prest  nted  to  the  President  for  his  ap- 
probation or  disapprobation,  but  excepts  the  question 
of  adjournment  from  that  course.     They  who  framed 
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the  constitution,  having  in  the  previoas  teetion  provided 
that,  pendine  the  session  of  Congress,  the  two  Houses 
should  not  bave  the  power  to  adjourn  for  more  than 
three  days,  nor  to  another  place  than  that  in  which  they 
shall  be  sitting,  excepted  this  question  of  adjournment, 
thus  arranged,  from  the  prescribed  course  of  other 
joint  acts  of  the  two  Houses;  thus  making  the  applica- 
tton  of  this  exception  of  the  question  of  adjournment, 
directly  and  naturatly,  to  the  foregoing  adjournment, 
pending  the  session. 

But  the  President,  in  his  veto  message,  contends  that 
the  question  of  adjournment  is  not  a  matter  of  legisla* 
tion,  and  rests  it  upon  this  clause  in  the  constitution; 
and  there,  I  think,  with  respectful  deference,  is  the  er- 
ror in  the  message,  viz:  making  the  exception  of  ad- 
journment, in  the  clause  stated,  universal  in  its  applica- 
tion, instead  of  special  to  adjournments,  pending  the 
session.  The  power  of  regulating  the  sessions  of  Con- 
gress by  law  seems  to  be  an  incidental  and  necessary 
power.  Already  the  sessions  of  Congress  are  in  part 
regulated  by  law.  The  commencement  of  the  sessions 
is  prescribed  by  the  highest  law,  the  constitution,  em- 
powering Congress  to  change  it  by  law  if  they  think 
proper;  and  the  termination  of  a  Congress  is  also  pre- 
scribed by  law;  the  doubt  arises  exclusively  upon  reg- 
ulating the  first  session  of  Congress,  which  is  always  the 
long  session.  The  bill  now  under  consideration  takes 
away  no  power  from  a  future  Congress,  ss  it  provides 
**  that  the  day  of  adjournment  of  the  first  session  of 
every  succeeding  Congress  shall  be  the  second  Monday 
in  May,  unless  Congress  shall,  at  any  such  session,  by 
joint  resolution,  otherwise  provide."  If  it  is  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  good  of  the  country  and  the  conve- 
nience of  Congress  require  that  this  long  session  should 
be  limited  by  Taw,  unless  the  Congress  in  session  at  the 
lime  should  find  it  necessary  to  provide  otherwise,  shall 
it  be  prohibited  to  Congress  to  effect  this  good  and  this 
convenience,  merely  because  the  question  of  adjourn- 
ment is  excepted  from  being  presented  to  the  President 
for  his  approbation,  as  all  other  resolutions,  orders, 
or  votes  are,  which  require  a  concurrent  vote  of  both 
Houses?  This  would  seem  to  be  a  strained  construc- 
tion, and  more  particularly  as  a  nmch  more  natural  and 
direct  application  of  that  exemption  has  been  shown  to 
the  adjournments  authorized  during  a  session. 

The  next  quoted  section  of  the  constitution  is  from 
the  article  relating  to  the  Executive,  and  is  the  third 
section,  which  treats  on  the  regular  and  eventful  power 
of  the  Executive.    It  is  in  these  words,  viz : 

<*He  (the  President)  majr,  on  extraordinary  occasions, 
convene  both  Houses,  or  either  of  them,  and,  in  case  of 
disagreement  between  them,  with  respect  to  the  time  of 
adjournment,  be  may  adjourn  them  to  such  time  as  he 
shall  think  proper,"  &c. 

From  this  section  the  President,  in  his  veto  message, 
concludes  that  the  proposal  to  fix  a  day  by  law,  to  be 
binding  in  all  future  time,  unless  changed  by  consent  of 
both  Houses  of  Congress,  is  "to  take  away  the  contin- 
gent  power  of  the  Executive,  which,  in  anticipated 
cases.  Is  vested  in  him."  Here,  again,  I  think  the 
President  generalizes  too  much  in  his  construction.  If 
we  examine  this  section  closely,  we  shall  find  both  its 
grammatical  and  legal  construction  in  exact  concurrence. 
The  part  of  the  third  section  of  the  second  article  quo- 
ted is  one  sentence,  where  all  its  parts  have  a  direct 
reference  to  each  other,  and  to  nothing  else.  In  enu- 
merating the  eventual  or  contingent  powers  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive, it  states  "  that  he  may,  on  extraordinary  occa- 
sions, convene  both  Houses,  or  either  of  them,"  and 
then  goes  on,  in  the  same  breath,  to  say,  **  in  case  of 
disagreement  between  them,  in  respect  to  the  time  of 
adjournment,  he  may  adjourn  them  to  such  time  as  he 
pleases;"  evidently  confining  this  power  to  the  conven- 


tion of  both  Houses  "on  extraordinarv  occasions," 
where,  as  experience  has  shown,  it  would  be  much  more 
likely  to  anticipate  that  its  use  would  be  necessary.  By 
thus  confining  the  exercise  of  this  contingent  power  of 
interfering  in  adjournments,  (grammatically,  and  by 
every  principle  of  construction,  as  I  have  done,)  said 
Mr.  G.,  to  the  special  cases  referred  to,  and  with  which 
it  is  placed  in  immediate  relationship,  the  contingent 
executive  power  is  lef^  untouched,  and  no  fear  of  iU  in- 
vasion remains;  and  that  such  is  the  true  construction  I 
cannot  hesitate  to  believe.  With  these  views,  sir,  (said 
Mr.  G.,)  I  am  constrained  to  dissent  from  the  veto.  I 
would,  Mr.  President,  say  a  word  ui>on  the  policy  of 
this  law,  if  it  was  admissible  at  this  time,  as  I  am  con- 
vinced that  these  extremely  protracted  sessions  of  Con- 
C^ss  are  injurious,  and  must  eventually.  If  persisted  in, 
drive  thoie  men  from  Congress  who  are  most  fit  and 
best  qualified  to  be  there.  But  I  do  not  consider  this 
question  now  before  us;  the  policy  of  this  law  has  been 
decided  by  a  large  majority  of  both  Houses,  and  is  con- 
ceded by  the  Executive;  the  only  question  before  you 
is  that  presented  by  the  veto,  and  which  has  been  spread 
upon  your  journals— the  constitutional  question— and  on 
that  we  are  alone  called  to  decide.  Any  other  course, 
sir,  would  involve  an  absurdity;  for  suppose  a  Senator 
here,  who,  objecting  to  the  policy  of  the  law,  but  en- 
tirely clear  as  to  its  constitutionality,  opposed  its  passage, 
the  President  returns  the  Uw  with  a  constitutional  ob- 
jection  alone,  admitting  iU  sound  policy.  If  such  a 
Senator,  confident  that  the  kw  is  constitutional,  still 
perseveres  to  decide  on  his  opinion  of  its  policy,  which 
is  already  decided  on  and  admitted,  he  sustains  the  veto 
in  effect,  though  he  condemns  and  opposes  it  in  opin- 
ion; and  the  express  objeetof  the  veto,  in  presenting 
the  President's  special  objections  to  a  law  for  considera- 
tion, fails. 

Mr.  PORTER  said  he  had  voted  agfainst  the  bill  when 
it  was  brought  forward,  but  he  was  opposed  to  the 
grounds  taken  by  the  President. 

Mr.  WALL  sustained  the  argument  of  the  President 
in  a  few  observations; 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  had  voted  against  the  bill,  because 
he  considered  thst  its  provisions  involved  an  inconve- 
nience; but  he  was  satisfied  that  Congress  had  the  consti- 
tutional power  to  pass  the  law,  and  he  could  not  there- 
fore sustain  the  veto,  but  should  vote  for  the  bill,  the 
decided  vote  of  the  two  Houses  having  settled  the  ques- 
tion of  expediency. 

Mr.  NILES  sustained  the  principles  of  the  message, 
and  maintained  that  the  bill  could  not  be  sustainable, 
because  it  fettered  the  successors  of  the  Congress  which 
passed  the  law. 

Mr.  WAT^RER  referred  to  the  constitution  to  show 
that,  when  a  bill  was  vetoed  by  the  President,  it  was  not 
required  of  Congress  to  reconsider  his  reasons,  but  only 
to  reconsider  the  bill. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill,  the  President's  objections  notwithstanding,  and  de- 
cided as  follows: 

YsAS— Messrs.  Bayard,  Buchanan,  Clay,  Chyton, 
Davis,  Goldsboroug^,  Hendricks,  Kent,  Knight,  Mor- 
ris, Bobbins,  Robinson,  Southard,  Swif\^  Tipton,  Web- 
ster— 16. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Calhoun, 
Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hubbard,  King  of 
Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Leigh,  Linn,  Mangum, 
Nicholas,  Niles,  Psge,  Porter,  Rives,  Tallmadge,  Walk- 
er, Wall,  White,  Wright— 23. 

So  the  bill  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  introduce 
a  bill  to  fix  the  day  for  the  annual  meeting  of  Congress; 
which  was  read  a  first  time,  and  ordered  to  a  second 
reading. 
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[Senate. 


[This  bill  merely  fixes  the  day  of  meeting  for  the  first 
Monday  in  November*] 

JOSEPH  GRANT. 
The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Grant  was  taken  up, 
and  the  amendment  moved  by  Mr.  Walkxh  on  Satur- 
day being  agreed  to,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engross- 
ed: Yeas  17,  nays  14. 

FRENCH  AND  NEAPOLITAN  INDEMNITIES. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  to  lay  the  preceding  orders  on 
the  Uble,  that  the  Senate  might  take  up  the  bill  to  anti- 
cipate the  payment  of  the  indemnities  due  to  the  claim- 
ants under  the  French  and  Neapolitan  treaties. 

He  said,  he  was  not  disposed,  at  this  stage  of  the  ses- 
sion, to  occupy  unnecessarily  the  time  of  the  Senate 
with  this  or  any  other  bill;  but  he  must  say  he  consider- 
ed this  one  of  the  most  important  public  bills  upon  the 
files  of  the  Senate.  There  was  now  a  pressure  upon 
the  money  market  in  all  the  trading  towns,  and  he  knew 
of  no  way  in  which  Congress  could  so  effectually  con- 
tribute to  the  relief  of  the  mercantile  interests,  to  the 
extent  proposed,  as  by  the  passage  of  this  bill.  Every 
Senator  would  recollect  that  the  instalments  were  still 
due  under  the  French  treaty,  the  one  to  become  due  in 
one  and  the  other  in  two  years  from  the  present  time. 
Under  the  Neapolitan  treaty,  bis  recollection  was  that 
•even  instalments  were  yet  due,  to  be  paid  annually.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  seven  years  before  the  money 
would  be  paid  under  this  last  treaty.  All  the  money 
due  under  both  treaties  was  bearing  an  interest  of  at 
least  four  per  centum  per  annum,  which  would  make 
the  advance  of  the  money  a  safe  and  profitable  operation 
for  the  Treasury,  while  its  advance  would  contribute 
instant  relief,  to  the  amount  of  about  four  millions  of 
dollars,  to  the  great  mercantile  interests  of  the  country, 
which  are  now  suffering  for  the  want  of  immediate  cash 
capital.  The  present  condition  of  the  Treasury  would 
permit  the  advance  without  any  injury  to  any  national 
interest,  and  he  most  earnestly  hoped  that  the  bill  would 
be  taken  up,  and  would  meet  the  favor  and  approbation 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  W.  said  his  object  in  making  the  motion  at  this 
time  was  that  it  might  be  a  test  of  the  disposition  of  the 
Senate  as  to  the  bill  itself.  He  had  made  the  motion  a 
few  days  since,  unsuccessfully;  and  he  had  not  at  that 
time  made  any  explanations  whatever  of  his  views  in 
reference  to  the  bill  and  its  public  importance.  He  now 
hoped  he  might  so  far  obtain  the  attention  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  body  as  to  prepare  every  Senator  to  vote 
upon  the  motion  he  had  now  made  with  reference  to  the 
fate  of  the  bill.  There  could  be  no  questions  of  detail. 
The  only  provisions  contained  in  the  bill,  and  the  only 
provisions  required,  were  tliat  the  money  should  be  ad- 
vanced from  the  Treasury  to  the  claimants,  and  that 
assignmentsof  their  claims  against  these  respective  for- 
eign Governments  be  taken  by  the  United  States  in  ex- 
change for  the  money.  The  effect  would  merely  be  an 
investment  of  the  money  at  an  interest  of  four  per  cent, 
per  annum,  while  the  capital  advanced  would  go  to  the 
immediate  relief  of  the  mercantile  interests.  He  had 
made  careful  inquiries  at  the  Treasury,  and  found  that 
the  appropriation  would  not  vary  far  from  four  millions 
of  dollars,  and  would  not,  very  certainly,  exceed  that 
sum. 

Mr.  W.  said  he  had  made  these  remarks  that  the  vote 
might  be  decisive  of  the  fate  of  the  bill  for  the  present 
session.  If  the  Senate  should  refuse,  upon  the  present 
occasion,  to  take  up  the  bill,  he  should  not  feel  it  to  be 
his  duty  ag^in  to  move  it.  He  therefore  would  ask  the 
ayes  and  noes  upon  the  question,  that  the  expression 
might  be  decisive  and  satisfactor}'',  as  well  to  the  Senate 
as  to  the  parties  and  interests  concerned. 


After  a  few  words  of  conversation  between  Messrs. 
WEBSTER,  PORTER,  LINN,  and  WRIGHT,  the  vote 
was  taken,  and  the  motion  was  lost.  The  ayes  and  noes 
upon  it  were  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Benton,  Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  lUinois« 
Grundy,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia^ 
Leigh,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page,  Rives,  Ruggles, 
Tallmadge,  Walker,  Wall,  Wright— 18. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bayard,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan« 
Calhoun,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Goldsbo- 
rough,  Hendricks,  Knight,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Porter^ 
Bobbins,  Southard,  Swift,  Tipton,  Webster,  White— 21. 

ARMORIES,  ARSENALS,  &c. 

The  bill  to  establish  a  foundry,  an  armory  in  the  West 
and  one  in  the  South,  arsenals  in  the  States  in  which  the 
same  have  not  yet  been  established,  and  depots  for  arms 
in  certain  States  and  Territories,  was  taken  up  and  con« 
sidered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  thought  it  was  too  late  in  the  session 
to  act  on  a  bill  of  such  importance,  involving  such  heavy 
appropriations;  and  he  would  therefore  move  tliat  it  be 
indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  LINN  hoped  that  the  postponement  would  not  be 
ordered.  For  many  years  Congress  had  acted  in  both 
of  its  branches  favorably  for  an  armory  in  the  West» 
though  not  in  both  at  the  same  time,  and  there  never 
had  been  a  doubt  of  the  importance  of  some  of  the  ob- 
jects included  in  this  bill. 

The  history  of  the  last  war  showed  the  great  impor- 
tance of  an  armory  on  the  western  waters,  and,  in  fur- 
ther confirmation  of  the  necessity  of  one  there,  he  would_ 
call  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to  the  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  on  the  subject.  The  Secretary  (Mr.  L. 
said)  went  into  an  exact  estimate  of  the  difference  of  the 
cost  of  arms  manufactured  in  the  West  and  those  manu- 
factured east  of  the  mountains,  the  difference  being  in 
favor  of  the  former.  The  importance  of  an  armory  in 
the  West  in  time  of  war  was  manifest;  every  one  ac- 
quainted with  the  resources  of  Missouri  would  at  once 
see  the  great  economy  there  would  be  in  having  arms 
manufactured  there.  Within  a  compass  of  twenty  miles 
square,  in  that  State,  could  be  found  every  material  used 
both  in  the  manufacture  of  arms  and  of  gunpowder;  and 
this,  too,  where  there  were  the  greatest  facilities  for 
water  transportation.  He  regretted  that  the  armory  for 
the  West  did  not  stand  in  a  bill  by  itself;  but,  as  it  was, 
he  should  vote  for  the  whole  bill. 

Mr.  BENTON  observed  that  there  were  now  nine  op 
ten  arsenals  in  the  United  States,  distributed  in  the  dif- 
ferent States — ^principally  at  the  North — and  it  was 
thought  right  by  the  Military  Committee,  that  there 
should  be  one  in  every  State  in  the  Union.  It  was 
thought  right  that  every  State  should  be  put  on  the 
same  footing  with  the  eight  or  nine  States  who  now  had 
arsenals.  With  respect  to  the  armory,  it  rested  on  dif- 
ferent foundations.  We  of  the  West,  sard  be,  have  for 
fifteen  years  been  endeavoring  to  get  an  armory  estab- 
lished on  our  waters.  We  have  had  reports  upon  re- 
ports in  favor  of  it — all  showing  that  the  expense  of 
the  transportation  of  arms  beyond  the  mountains  was 
of  itself  sufficient  -to  authorize  the  measure.  As  the 
arms  on  hand  became  fewer  and  fewer,  in  consequence 
of  use  and  decay,  it  would  readily  be  seen  what  a  sup- 
ply the  West  would  require  for  her  constantly  growing 
population*  History  showed  the  impossibility  of  sup- 
plying a  country  with  arms  at  any  one  period.  The  sup- 
ply must  be  constantly  going  on.  In  England  and 
France,  the  manufacture  of  arms  was  continued  with  as 
much  regularity  as  if  they  had  never  manufactured 
arms  at  all.  Now,  in  Europe,  the  regular  armies  only 
were  armed,  while  the  body  of  the  people  went  unarm- 
ed.    Our  people  should  be  well  armed,  and  not  sufl'er- 
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ed  to  muster  in  time  of  peace  with  cornstalks,  and  carry 
arms  in  time  of  war  that  they  are  afraid  of.  The  se- 
cret of  the  great  success  of  the  western  people  In  bat- 
tie  was  in  their  being  accustomed  from  their  childhood 
to  the  handling  of  arms.  Mr.  B.  referred  to  a  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  War  in  1818,  which  recommended 
an  armory  on  the  western  waters,  on  account  of  cheap- 
ness, and  the  considerable  expense  that  would  be  saved 
in  transportation.  We  of  the  West  (said  Mr.  B.)  ha?e 
miscarried  heretofore,  by  endeavoring  to  fix  upon  the 
pUce.  They  had  now  abandoned  that  idea^  and  left 
the  location  to  the  discretion  of  the  Executive,  lliey 
saw  that  of  the  two  armories  of  the  United  States  both 
were  east  of  the  mountains,  and  if  a  line  were  drawn 
from  Florida  point  to  Maine,  they  would  be  found  in  a 
quarter  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  observed  that  his  imipressions  were 
in  &vor  of  the  bill;  but  he  observed  an  appropriation  of 
$100,000  for  a  foundry,  and  he  desired  ta  know  where 
it  was  to  be  located* 

Mr.  BENTON  replied  that  the  object  was  tor  have  a 
pattern  foundry  at  the  seat  of  Government,  to  bring  to 
the  same  test,  not  only  the  caliber  of  all  the  guns,  but 
the  metal  used  in  making  them. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  said  that  he  was  rather  in  fa- 
vor of  the  general  objects  of  the  bill,  but  on  examina- 
tion it  seemed  to  him  that  there  were  some  objections  to 
it.  He  thought,  as  the  bill  stood,  the  foundry  might  be 
located  either  at  Louisville  or  St.  Louis.  The  South- 
west, too,  the  most  important  part  of  the  Union  for  an 
armory,  was  entirely  excluded  from  the  bill.  It  had 
heretofore  been  considered  that  the  most  favorable  po- 
sition for  an  armory  was  at  the  bend  of  the  Tennessee 
river,  west  of  the  Muscle  Shoals,  where  every  conveni- 
ence of  water  power,  facilities  of  transportation,  and 
materials,  were  to  be  found.  He  thought  this  would  be 
the  most  favorable  position  for  an  armory,  as  it  would 
there  be  most  convenient  for  all  the  western  and  south- 
western States.  With  regard  to  arsenals  of  depot, 
every  gentleman  would  see  the  propriety  of  having 
them  in  every  Slate,  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  arms 
to  the  militia.  No  gentleman,  he  believed,  would  ob- 
ject to  this.  With  regard  to  arsenals  of  construction, 
he  understood  it  as  another  name  for  an  armory.  Why 
should  they  have  one  at  the  South,  and  one  in  tlie  West, 
and  establish  another  arsenal  of  construction  at  St. 
Louis?  An  arsenal  of  construction,  he  presumed,  was 
for  the  manufacture  of  small  arms,  and  it  was  therefore 
the  same  thing  as  an  armory.  He  would  vote  against 
the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill,  with  a  view  of 
having  such  amendments  made  as  would  relieve  the  bill 
from  any  objections. 

Mr.  FOR TEU  said  he  agreed  with  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  that  there  was  no  particular  reason  for  having 
an  armory  in  the  South.  He  believed  that  St.  Louis 
was  as  advantageous  a  position  for  Louisiana  as  any 
other  place,  considering  the  facilities  of  transportation 
from  there. 

Mr.  LINN,  in  reply  to  Mr.  King  of  Alabama,  said 
that  he  really  thought  that  the  gentleman's  State  be- 
longed to  the  West.  He  had  always  been  very  willing^ 
to  claim  Alabama  as  a  western  State.  The  position 
spoken  of  by  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  had  been 
recommended,  when  the  resources  of  Missouri  were  not 
•o  well  understood  as  they  now  were.  When  he  was  up 
before  he  remarked,  that  within  the  compass  of  twenty 
miles  square,  in  Missouri,  could  be  found  all  the  advan- 
tages of  water  power,  with  the  facilities  of  transporta- 
tion to  any  part  of  the  West,  together  with  all  the  ma- 
terials in  the  greatest  abundance  used  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  arms  and  ammunition;  such  as  iron,  copper, 
coal,  manganese,  zinc,  ammonia,  nitre,  sulphur,  and 
lead.    He  was  perfectly  willing  that  Missouri  should  en- 


ter into  competition  with  Alabama,  and  to  yield  to  the 
latter,  if  she  could  show  superior  advantages  for  an  ar- 
mory on  her  waters. 

Mr.  CALHOUN,  after  some  remarks,  renewed  hii 
motion  for  the  indefinite  postpoitement  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  said  that,  as  respected  additional 
armories,  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War  was  deci- 
dedly averse  to  them.  If  an  armory  were  established  in 
the  West,  he  thought  one  of  those  now  existing  ought 
to  be  abolished.  The  Secretary  said  that  the  present 
establishments  could  turn  out  about  thirty  or  forty  thou- 
sand stand  of  arms  a  year,  and  that  there  were  about 
eight  hundred  thousand  now  on  hand — a  number,  he 
should  suppose,  sufficient  for  the  present  wants  of  the 
country.  He  was  not  disposed,  Mr.  K.  said,  to  increase 
the  number  of  armories,  but  he  would  be  very  willing 
to  support  the  principles  of  this  bill  so  far  as  to  establish 
depots  for  arms  in  the  States  where  there  were  no  ar- 
senals. But,  as  it  was  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  they  had  hardly  time  this  session  to  act 
with  a  sufficient  understanding  of  the  subject,  and  he 
hoped  the  motion  to  postpone  would  prevail. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  LINN  and  WALL, 
in  opposition  to  the  postponenaent,  the  question  was 
Uken  on  Mr.  Calbous's  motion,  and  it  was  rejected  by 
the  following  vote: 

TsAS— Messrs.  Calhoun,  Crittenden,  Kent,  King  of 
Georgia,  Knight,  Mangum,  Moore,  Page,  Preston,  Rob- 
bins,  Southard,  Swift— 12. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks, 
Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Rob- 
inson, Ruggles,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walker,  Wall, 
Webster,  White,  Wright— 22^. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  BENTON  and  BU- 
CHANAN in  favor  of  the  bill,  and  from  Mr.  KING,  of 
Georgia,  in  favor  of  t\\e  postponement,  Mr.  K.  moved 
to  lay  the  bill  on  the  tablej  which  motion  was  rejected: 
Yeas  16,  nays  17. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  moved  to  strike  out  the  armory 
in  the  South;  and  after  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  CAL- 
HOUN and  PRESTON,  in  oppomtion  to  the  motion,  it 
was  carried. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  moved  further  to  amend  the 
bill  by  inserting  the  words  •*  or  Southwest."  The  effect 
of  this  amendment  is  to  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
President  to  locate  the  armory  either  in  the  West  or 
Southwest. 

This  motion  was  adopted. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  arsenal  of  con- 
stniction  at  St.  Louis  was  stricken  out;  after  which 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business;  and,  after  re- 
maining for  some  time  with  closed  doors,  on  reopening, 

Tlte  Senate  adjourned. 

TuKSDAT,   Jujra  28. 
RESCINDING  RESOLUTION. 

The  following  preamble  and  resolution,  offered  by  Mr. 
Whitb,  being  under  consideration —  * 

Whereas,  on  the  28lh  day  of  March,  1834,  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  adopted  a  resolution  in  the  words 
following,  to  wit: 

•«  Resolved,  That  the  President,  in  the  late  executive 
proceedings  in  relation  to  the  public  revenue,  has  as- 
sumed upon  himself  authority  and  powers  not  conferred 
by  the  constitution  and  laws,  but  in  derogation  of  both." 

And  whereas,  upon  the  question  whether  said  resolu- 
tion should  be  adopted,  it  was  decided  by  one  fifth  of  the 
Senators  present  that  the  same  should  be  taken  by  yeas 
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and  nays,  and  the  votes  of  the  leveral  members  now 
stand  recorded  on  the  journal  of  the  Senate: 

And  whereas  the  said  resolution  stiU  remains  on  the 
journal  of  the  Senate  in  full  force,  not  rescinded,  revers- 
ed, repealed,  or  annulled;  and  cannot  now  be  expunged, 
cancelled,  or  in  any  way  obliterated  or  defaced  without 
violating  that  clause  of  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States  which  is  in  the  following  words,  to  wit:  **  Each 
House  shall  keep  a  journal  of  its  proceedings,  and  from 
time  to  time  publish  the  same,  excepting  such  parts  as 
'  may,  in  their  judgment,  require  secrecy;  and  the  yeas  and 
nays  of  either  House,  on  any  question,  shall,  at  the  desire 
of  one  fifth  of  those  present,  be  entered  on  the  journal:" 

And  whereas  each  Senator,  before  taking  his  seat,  was 
bound  to  take,  and  did  take,  an  oath  to  support  said  con- 
stitution: 

And  whereas  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in 
the  late  executive  proceedings  in  relation  to  the  public 
revenue,  alluded  to  in  said  resolution,  did  not,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Senate,  assume  upon  himself  authority  and 
powers  not  conferred  upon  him  by  the  constitution  and 
laws:  Therefore,  it  is 

'  Reaohed,  That  the  said  resolution,  and  the  opinion 
therein  expressed,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are,  rescind- 
ed, reversed,  and  annulled;  and  it  is  hereby  declared 
that  the  said  resolution  ought  not  to  be  considered  as 
having  had,  or  as  now  or  hereafler  having,  any  force  or 
effect  whatever. 

Mr.  WHITE  addressed  the  Senate  as  follows; 

Mr.  President,  by  means  not  within  my  control,  I 
have  become  so  far  connected  with  this  subject  as  to 
consider  it  a  duty  to  submit  the  resolution  now  under 
consideration,  and  to  urge  its  adoption  by  such  reasons 
as  are  satisfactory  to  my  own  mind.  During  our  last 
session,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri  offered  a 
resolqtion,  proposing  that  we  should  order  the  resolution 
of  the  28tb  of  March,  1834,  to  be  expunged  from  the 
journal.  When  it  was  taken  up  for  consideration,  en- 
tertaining the  opinion  that  the  Senate  had  not  the  power 
to  make  such  an  order,  I  moved  to  amend  the  resolu- 
tion, by  striking  out  the  order  to  expunge,  and  all 
which  followed  it,  and  inserting  that  the  resolution 
should  be  rescinded,  reversed,  repealed,  and  declared 
to  be  null  and  void.  The  Senator  from  Alabama  moved 
that  the  question  be  first  taken  on  striking  out  the 
word  "expunge,"  and,  after  a  very  short  debate,  it 
was  stricken  out  by  almost  a  unanimous  vote;  and  then, 
upon  the  motion  of  one  of  the  Senators  from  Massachu- 
setts, the  subject  was  laid  on  the  table.  At  this  session 
we  have  a  proposition,  which  is  now  on  the  table,  for  a 
qualified  or  limited  expunging.  Still  believing  my  first 
impressions  on  the  subject  were  correct,  1  have  ventured 
to  submit  my  resolution,  and  upon  it  will  desire  the  de- 
cision of  the  Senate. 

The  first  position  assumed  in  the  preamble  to  my  reso- 
lution liable  to  doubt  is*  that  we  have  not  the  power  to 
expunge  from  our  journal  the  resolution  of  the  2Slh  of 
March,  1834. 

Our  Government  is  republican,  and,  by  the  constitu- 
tion, it  was  intended  that  all  agents  in  the  different 
departments  of  it  should  be  responsible  for  their  public 
conduct.  With  a  view  to  secure  this  accountability,  so 
far  as  the  two  Houses,  of  Congress  are  concerned,  and 
also  for  the  purpose  of  perpetuating  a  knowledge  of 
what  should  be  done  by  them,  it  is  provided  by  the  con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  5th  section  of  the  1st 
article,  that  <*each  House  shall  keep  a  journal  of  its 
proceedings,  and  from  time  to  time  publish  the  same, 
excepting  such  parts  as  may,  in  their  judgment,  require 
secrecy;  and  the  yeas  and  nays  of  the  members  of  either 
House,  on  any  question,  shall,  at  the  desire  of  one  fifth 
of  those  present,  be  entered  on  the  journal."  Generally, 
that  interpretation  of  the  constitution,  or  of  a  statute,  is 


the  true  one,  which  would  be  put  upon  ft  by  a  common 
man.  It  appears  to  me  -very  clear  that  were  a  common 
man  asked  what  did  the  framers  of  the  constitution  mean 
should  be  done,  when  they  used  the  language  just 

Jiuoted,  be  would  answer,  that  each  House  should  have 
aithfuUy  recorded  the  proceedings  of  each  day,  and 
carefully  preserve  the  book  in  which  they  were  record- 
ed. To  determine  the  meaning  of  this  word  ••  keep," 
we  are  not  to  look  into  a  glossary  to  see  how  many 
different  definitions  we  can  find,  but  to  the  context  and 
to  the  object  the  framers  of  the  constitution  wished  to 
attain.  Bach  House  is  directed  to  keep  a  ioumal  of  its 
proceedings,  and  from  time  to  time  publish  the  same.  The 
object  evidently  is,  that  the  body  itself  may  at  all  times 
know  what  it  and  its  predecessors  have  done,  and  that 
the  constituent  may  also  know  what  has  been  done,  and 
by  whom. — [Bayard'e  Exposition  of  the  Constitution^ 

If,  as  soon  as  we  have  recorded  our  daily  proceedings, 
we  hwve  performed  the  whole  duty  required  by  this 
clause,  and  may  then  bum,  tear  up,  obliterate,  or  ex- 
punge the  jounmal,  the  whole  object  will  be  defeated. 
The  convention  were  aware  that  neither  House  would 
be  always  in  session,  and  that,  when  in  session,  the  mem- 
bers themselves  could  not,  in  person,  keep  the  journal; 
provision  is  therefore  made  in  article  1»  sections  2  and  3, 
that  each  House  shall  have  power  to  appoint  the  neces- 
sary officers.  Through  officers  thus  appointed,  the 
journal  is  kept  and  preserved,  as  the  records  of  courts 
are  kept  and  preserved  by  their  clerks. 

We  are  not  only  to  keep  the  journal,  but  from  time  to 
time  to  publish  the  same.  The  journal  which  is  kept  is 
the  one  which  is  to  be  published;  not  once  only,  but 
from  time  to  time.  If  we  admit  that  afler  our  proceed- 
ings  have  been  once  published,  then  we  may  expunge, 
how  shall  we  comply  with  the  injunction  to  publish  from 
time  to  time?  Those  to  whom  the  printed  copies  have 
been  delivered  are  under  no  constitutional  obligation  to 
preserve  their  copies.  They  rtay  be  destroyed  at 
pleasure.  Upon  their  care  we  must  depend  to  enable 
us  to  publish  a  second  or  third  edition;  yet  we  have 
been  directed  to  keep,  and  from  time  to  time  publish. 
Ag^n:  if  we  do  not  publish  a  second  or  third  edition 
from  our  own  journal,  having  expunged  some  of-oup 
proceedings  immediately  after  the  first  publication,  then 
the  first  edition  and  the  subsequent  ones  will  not  agree, 
because  the  expunged  proceedings  will  not  appear  in 
the  last  publications,  no  matter  whether  the  expunging 
is  considered  literal  or  figurative.  And,  what  will  make 
the  matter  worse  is,  there  will  be  no  record  in  charge 
of  our  own  officer,  by  which  to  prove  which  edition  is  a 
true  copy. 

The  provisions  in  the  ^th  section  of  the  same  article 
strongly  support  the  construction  for  which  I  contend: 

«  Every  bill  which  shall  have  passed  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives and  the  Senate,  shall,  before  it  become  a  law, 
be  presented  to  the  President  of  the  United  States;  if  he 
approve,  he  shall  sign  it ;  but  if  not,  he  shall  return  it,  with 
bis  objections,  to  that  House  in  which  it  shall  have  origin- 
ated, who  shall  enter  the  objections  at  large  on  their 
journal,  and  proceed  to  reconsider  it.  If,  af\er  such 
reconsideration,  two  thirds  of  that  House  shall  agree  to 
pass  the  bill,  it  shall  be  sent,  together  with  the  objec- 
tions, to  the  other  House,  by  which  it  shall  likewise  be 
reconsidered;  and,  if  approved  by  two  thirds  of  that 
House,  it  shall  become  a  law.  Bat  in  all  such  cases,  the 
votes  of  both  Houses  shall  be  determined  by  yeas  and 
nays,  and  the  names  of  the  persons  voting  for  and  against 
the  bill  shall  be  entered  on  the  journal  of  each  House, 
respectively.  If  any  bill  shall  not  be  returned  by  the 
President  within  ten  days  (Sundays  excepted)  after  it 
shall  have  been  presented  to  him,  the  same  shall  be  a 
law,  in  like  manner  as  if  he  had  signed  it,  unless  the 
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Congress,  by  their  adjournment,  prevent  its  return;  in 
which  case  it  shall  not  be  a  law." 

The  like  ceremonies  are  to  be  gone  through  in  relation 
to  orders,  resolutions,  or  votes,  in  which  the  concurrence 
of  both  Houses  is  necessary.  Now,  sir,  is  any  gentle- 
man prepared  to  say  that,  in  any  case  arising  under  this 
section,  we  have  the  power  to  expunge  the  journal?  If 
we  cannot,  how  can  we  in  any  other  case?  The  lan- 
guage requiring  us  to  keep  a  journal  of  our  proceedings 
IS  as  strong  and  imperative  as  the  language  of  this  sec- 
tion requiring  the  President's  objections  to  be  entered 
on  the  journal,  and  the  names  of  the  voters  to  be  re- 
corded. The  same  solemn  guards  are  thrown  around 
both{  and  if  we  now  have  the  power  to  expunge  the 
journal  of  March,  1834,  we  also  have  the  power  to  go 
back  and  expunge  from  the  journals  the  proceedings  in 
relation  to  any  veto  sent  to  us  by  any  President. 

To  keep  a  journal  of  our  proceedings  must  mean  that 
we  shall  have  them  faithfully  recorded,  and  then  the  re- 
cord carefully  preserved;  otherwise,  the  whole  context 
is  disregpirded,  and  the  great  object  of  responsibility  of 
legislative  agents  defeated.  Let  us,  for  a  moment,  con- 
sider some  of  the  familiar  cases  pat  by  the  other  side. 
We  employ  a  man  *<  to  keep  the  door."  AAer  he  has 
opened  it,  and  let  some  person  in  or  out  of  the  House, 
surely  he  is  not  at  liberty  to  break  the  door.  A  man 
employs  a  person  to  keep  his  house.     After  the  house  is 

gut  in  g^od  order,  the  housekeeper  is  not  at  liberty  to 
reak  or  burn  the  furniture,  or  to  expunge  it,  by  ma- 
king  black  marks  around  it.  A  merchant  employs  a 
person  to  keep  his  store  and  books.  Af\er  the  day's 
or  week^  work  is  over,  the  clerk  is  not  at  liberty  to  tear 
out  or  expunge  any  of  the  entries,  showing  the  goods 
sold,  or  the  cash  received;  yet  all  these  things  might 
lawfully  be  done  by  these  different  persons,  if  the  argu- 
ments in  favor  of  expunging  our  journal  are  correct. 

It  has  been  sometimes  urged  that  each  House  has  a 
discretion  as  to  the  matter  that  shall  be  put  on  its  jiSlirnal. 
This,  to  some  extent,  is  true,  but  cannot  affect  my  argu- 
ment. Each  House  is  forever  bound  to  put  enough 
matter  on  the  journal  to  show  on  what  subjects  it  acted 
and  the  decision  of  the  body  on  each  subject.  To  prove 
this  discretionary  power,  it  is  said  we  may  select  for 
publication  such  parts  of  the  journal  as  we  please,  and 
Iceep  the  rest  secret.  It  is  true,  by  the  clause  under 
consideration,  each  House  is  bound  to  keep  a  journal  of 
all  its  proceedings,  but  may  refrain  from  having  publish- 
ed such  parts  as  the  public  interest  requires  should  be 
Icept  secret.  This  power  to  refrain  from  publishing  is 
expressly  given,  and  therefore  may  be  legally  exercised. 
It  is,  with  me,  conclusive  to  show  that  we  are  bound 
always  to  preserve  the  journal.  Parts  of  it  we  need  not 
publish.  Now,  if  we  are  not  bound  to  preserve  the  re- 
cord of  our  proceedings,  there  would  be  no  evidence  in 
existence  of  what  had  been  done  upon  those  subjects  in 
relation  to  which  the  journal  had  not  been  published. 

Again:  we  have  the  express  power  given  not  to  pub' 
lish  some  parts  of  our  proceedings;  if,  in  addition  to 
this,  we  assume  the  power  which  is  not  given,  to  ex- 
punge what  we  please,  we  may,  and  probably  will,  some 
time  choose  not  to  publish  some  proceeding  which 
would  not  be  acceptable  to  our  constituents;  and  then, 
af^er  it  had  performed  what  we  intended,  we  could  ex- 
punge it,  and  thus  evade  all  that  responsibility  intended 
to  be  secured.  It  is  said  the  journal  is  nothing  but  in- 
ducement to  some  other  matter  more  important.  This 
opinion  I  do  not  think  is  well  founded.  The  journals, 
so  far  from  being  considered  as  merely  introductory,  or 
inducement  to  something  more  important,  and  therefore 
in  our  power  to  dispose  of  as  we  please,  ought  to  be 
viewed  as  sacred,  because  they  contain  the  only  evidence 
of  the  judgment  of  the  representatives  of  the  people  upon 
the  different  subjects  acted  on;  they  are  the  very  es- 


sence, or,  as  the  lawyers  term  it,  the  gist  of  the  whole 
matter. 

In  our  free  and  happy  country  our  laws  are  binding, 
because  they  contain  the  will  of  the  people  themselves, 
expressed  by  their  representatives,  in  the  mode  pointed 
out  in  the  constitution.  The  journal  is  the  only  evidence 
of  this  will.  An  act  is  not  binding  because  it  is  signed 
by  the  presiding  officers  of  the  two  Houses,  but  because 
it  is  the  expressed  will  of  a  majority  in  each  House; 
and  the  journal  is  the  highest  evidence  of  this  will.  At 
the  last  session,  by  some  mistake,  a  bill,  which  our  jour- 
nal shows  was  indefinitely  postponed,  was  signed  by 
the  presiding  ofRcers  and  by  the  President.  It  was  no 
law,  although  it  had  the  form  of  one.  It  wanted  the 
essence,  the  will  of  a  majority  of  one  of  the  Houses,  and 
the  journal  of  that  House  is  the  highest  and  only  evi- 
dence of  the  defect.  I  therefore  deny  that  we  have 
any  power  to  expunge,  on  the  ground  that  the  journal 
is  mere  inducement  to  something  more  important,  llut, 
again,  even  if  it  were  only  inducement,  I  deny,  on  that 
account,  we  have  any  power  to  disobey  a  command  of 
the  constitution.  It  says  we  shall  keep  a  journal  of  pur 
proceedings.  We  call  Heaven  to  witness  we  will  obey 
this  command.  In  consequence  of  this  solemn  promise, 
we  are  intrusted  with  matters  of  the  highest  interest. 
We  have  faithfully  recorded  one  of  our  proceedings, 
but  afterwards  tear  or  blot  it  out,  or  expunge  it— that 
is,  prick  it  out — and  are  called  upon  for  the  reason,  and 
answer,  it  was  of  no  consequence,  because  it  was  mere 
inducement  to  something  els^.  The  excuse  ought  never 
to  be  admitted;  if  it  is  in  one  case,  it  might  be  in  every 
case.    We  may  obliterate,  expunge,  or  burn,  the  whole. 

It  is  further  urged,  if  the  whole  record  is  destroyed, 
after  the  journal  has  been  published,  it  makes  no  differ- 
ence, because  each  printed  copy  is  the  journal.^  This  I 
think  an  entire  mistake;  the  printed  journal  is  only  a 
copy  of  the  original,  and,  although  it  may  be  admitted 
as  evidence  in  court,  it  is  only  because  it  is  supposed  to 
be  a  true  copy  of  the  original,  and  it  has  been  printed 
by  public  authority;  and  because  you  cannot  procure  the 
original,  it  being  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  to  keep  it  in 
his  own  possession.  The  original  is  the  best  evidence; 
and  the  party  is  onljr  excused  from  producing  it  because 
he  cannot  procure  it.  Suppose  the  copy  offered  not  a 
true  one,  the  error  is  always  corrected  by  having  re- 
course to  the  original. 

Again:  if  all  these  printed  copies  are  originals,  and 
we  order  the  journal  to  be  expunged,  we  must  make 
our  Secretary  apply  the  process  to  each  copy;  if  he  does 
to  one,  and  not  to  all,  they  will  vary  from  each  other; 
and  if  we  spply  the  process  to  the  original,  and  not  to 
the  printed  copies,  every  copy  will  vary  from  the  origi- 
nal. The  journal  of  1834  has  been  published— many 
copies  of  it — the  obnoxious  resolution  with  the  rest. 
Suppose  we  now  expunge  it,  actually  or  figuratively, 
and  then  publish  another  edition,  the  resolution  would 
not  appear  in  the  last  edition,  and  thus  it  would  vary 
from  that  now  in  existence.  If  we  decide  that  the 
printed  copies  are  to  be  considered  as  the  originals,  and 
not  copies  merely,  it  appears  to  me  we  endanger  the 
purity  of  our  whole  proceedings.  It  will  be  very  easy 
for  those  who  are  ingenious  in  villany  to  print  with  our 
mark  and  impose  on  the  world  spurious  copies,  and  in- 
sert as  our  proceedings  matters  which  never  occurred. 

It  is  thought  we  err  in  giving  the  same  sanctity  to 
our  journal  which  Is  properly  given  to  the  records  of 
courts  of  justice;  which,  it  is  admitted,  cannot  be  ex- 
punged or  altered  after  the  term.  In  my  opinion,  our 
journal  ought  to  be  considered  the  most  sacred  of  the 
two.  The  records  of  the  courts  only  affect  the  private 
rights  of  individuals;  our  records  affect  all  society. 
Records  of  courts  are  only  required  to  be  kept  by  legis- 
lative enactments;  the  records  of  e^ch  House  of  Con- 
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gress  were  not  left  to  statutory  enactments,  but  are  re- 
quired to  be  kept  by  the  constitution  itself. 

Those  who  insist  that  we  have  the  power  to  expunge, 
seek  support  from  precedents;  and  it  has  been  said  that 
in  the  sixth  year  of  the  reign  of  Henry  YIII.  it  was 
enacted  that  a  record  should  be  kept  of  the  leaves  of 
absence  granted  to  different  members  of  the  Parliament. 
'And  from  this  it  is  argued  that  Parliament  was  bound 
by  law  after  that  time  to  keep  a  journal;  and  if  they 
expunged  any  of  their  proceedings,  so  may  we.  To 
this  I  answer,  that  the  expunging  of  an  entry  made  on 
the  journal  after  that  time,  on  any  other  subject  than 
of  giving  leave  of  absence  to  a  member,  is  of  no  more 
weight  than  if  such  a  statute  had  never  been  enacted; 
and  gentlemen  had  not  produced,  and  I  do  not  believe 
they  can  produce,  a  case  in  which  either  House  ex- 
punged any  such  entry.  The  statute  did  not  require  a 
record  to  be  made  of  any  thing  except  leave  of  absence; 
and  if  any  other  proceeding  was  recorded  in  the  same 
book,  it  was  by  some  order  of  the  House;  and  the  same 
power  could,  at  any  time,  order  it  to  be  expunged,  just 
as  well  as  if  it  had  been  recorded  in  any  other  book. 
Our  constitution  requires  that  we  shaH  keep  a  journal 
of  all  our  proceedings;  and  we  ought  to  preserve  the 
whole  with  as  much  care  as  the  Parliament  did  their 
leaves  of  absence. 

By  the  articles  of  confederation.  Congress  was  required 
to  publish  every  month  the  journal  of  their  proceedings; 
and  from  this  it  is  inferred  they  were  bound  to  keep  a 
journal  of  all  their  proceedings.  In  the  first  place,  I 
think  this  inference  very  far  from  imposing  the  same 
obligation  upon  the  old  Congress  that  is  imposed  on  us 
by  the  present  constitution.  In  the  next  place,  if  it  did, 
what  cases  have  gentlemen  shown  of  any  matter  being 
expunged  from  their  journals?    None. 

It  were  a  useless  consumption  of  time  in  me  to  notice 
in  detail  the  different  cases  cited,  to  show  that  the  jour- 
nals have  been  expunged  by  both  Houses  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, under  the  Colonial  Government  in  Virginia,  and  in 
the  State  of  Massachusetts;  because  the  same  general  an- 
swer may  be  given  to  all.  The  Legislature  was  not  requi- 
red, by  either  a  constitution  or  a  Law,  to  keep  a  journal. 
The  journal  was  only  kept  by  virtue  of  the  order  or 
usage  of  each  House,  and  could  be  changed  at  any  time, 
to  any  extent  either  House  might  think  right.  But  a 
precedent  has  been  referred  to  in  my  own  State,  and 
there  the  constitution  does  require  that  each  House  shall 
keep  a  journal.  Gentlemen  who  rely  upon  this  precedent 
have  been  misinformed.  They  have  not  named  the  case, 
but  I  can  be  at  no  loss  as  to  what  the  reference  is  made. 
It  must  be  the  case  of  Judge  Williams,  who  was  im- 
peached and  tried;  and  to  convict,  the  constitution  re- 
quired two  thirds  of  the  members.  When  opinions  were 
expressed,  there  were  two  thirds  for  conviction,  if  absent 
members  were  not  counted;  if  they  were,  there  were  not 
two  thirds.  Upon  this  point  there  was  a  great  variety  of 
opinion,  and  ultimately  the  presiding  member  discharg- 
ed the  Judge  as  acquitted.  On  the  next  morning,  when 
the  journal  was  read,  a  member  moved  to  correct  it,  be- 
cause the  court  had  authorized  no  such  order.  This 
motion,  it  will  be  perceived,  was  in  a  court;  tlierefore, 
no  precedent  for  us.  Next,  it  was  not  to  expunge  any 
thing  which  the  Senate  had  done,  but  to  strike  from  the 
journal  that  which  had  been  put  there  by  mistake,  and 
which  the  body  never  had  ordered.  Now,  sir,  if  a  man 
were  set  to  search  a  case  unlike  the  one  before  us,  he 
could  not  do  better  than  take  the  Tennessee  case. 

Two  precedents  have  been  referred  to  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Congress,  upon  which  I  will  make  one  or 
two  remarks. 

On  the  last  day  of  the  session  of  1806,  two  petitions 
were  presented  by  a  member  of  the  Senate,  complain- 
ing or  the  conduct  of  one  of  our  courts.    They  were 
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received  by  the  body,  and  disposed  of.  During  the 
same  day  a  member  moved  to  return  the  petitions,  and 
to  expunge  the  order  for  their  reception  from  the  jour- 
nal; which  was  done  accordingly. 

The  first  observation  I  make  is,  that  we  are  to  keep 
a  journal  of  our  proceedings.  In  other  words,  at  the 
end  of  each  day  our  record  ought  to  show  the  result  of 
our  judgpnent  upon  each  subject  before  us.  The  jour- 
nal of  that  day  does  not  show  this  precisely.  Af\er  the 
entry  was  expunged,  the  subject  of  those  memorials  was 
placed  precisely  where,  in  the  judgment  of  that  body, 
it  ought  to  rest;  and  that  was,  that  Congress  should  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  will  illustrate  my  meaning  by  a 
familiar  case.  A  merchant,  in  the  forenoon,  sells  a  bale 
of  cloth  to  a  customer,  who  pays  him  one  hundred  dol- 
lars for  it.  He  enters  the  transaction  on  his  journal.  In 
the  afternoon  of  the  same  day  the  customer  returns,  and 
asks  the  merchant  to  take  back  the  cloth,  and  return 
him  his  money;  with  which  request  he  complies;  and, 
instead  of  encumbering  his  journal  with  another  useless 
entry,  he  scratches  out,  or,  in  other  words,  expunges, 
the  entry  he  made  when  he  sold  the  cloth.  After  this 
expunging,,  his  Journal  will  show  the  exact  truth  relative 
to  this  bale  of  cloth;  that  is,  it  will  give  no  account  what- 
ever of  the  transaction,  because  the  cloth  was  his  in  the 
morning,  and  it  is  still  his  the  next  morning.  If  we  ex* 
punge  the  resolution  of  28th  March,  1834,  by  an  order 
now  made,  our  journal  of  that  day  will  be  so  altered  as 
not  to  show  the  result  of  the  Senate's  judgment  on  that 
day  upon  that  subject;  therefore,  there  is  no  likeness  if>. 
the  two  cases. 

Again:  if  they  were  similar,  the  precedent  ought  to 
have  no  weight  whatever.  There  was  no  time  for  either 
discussion  or  deliberation.  Besides,  this  was  done  in 
high  party  times;  related  to  an  exciting  topic — Burr's 
eonspiracy^~and  the  expunging  was  ordered  by  a  strict^ 
ly  party  vote. 

The  second  case  is  that  which  occurred  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  in  1822. 

Mr.  Randolph  announced  the  death  of  Mr.  Pinckney, 
who  was  not  dead;  and,  for  that  reason,  moved  an  adr 
journment.  The  adjournment  took  place;  and  the  next 
day  he  moved  that  the  reason  assigned  for  the  adjourn- 
ment should  be  expunged,  because  il  was  not  true;  and  it 
was  accordingly  expunged.  In  this  case,  what  the  House 
did  was  not  expunged.  It  had,  in  fact,  adjourned,  and 
so  the  journal  still  shows;  but  the  reason  why  they  came 
to  a  decision  to  adjourn,  being  founded  in^mlstake,  was 
expunged. 

Now,  sir,  the  journal  at  this  moment  shows,  as  well 
as  it  did  when  the  entry  was  made,  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  on  that  day;  and  all  the  alteration  produced 
is,  that  the  reason  for  one  of  their  acts  cannot  be  known, 
as  it  is  expunged.  But  in  the  case  under  consideration* 
to  expunge  would  be  to  destroy  all  evidence  of  a  deci- 
sion itself;  for  which  I  insist  we  have  no  precedent  in 
the  case  relied  on.  The  truth  must  be,  the  members  of 
the  convention  were  well  aware  of  all  the  precedents  in 
Great  Britain,  and  in  our  own  country,  which  existed 
when  they  framed  the  constitution,  and  intended  to  leave 
nothing  to  the  discretion  of  either  House.  They  intend- 
ed effectually  to  secure  a  just  accountability  from  the 
representative  to  the  constituent;  therefore,  they  used 
in  the  constitution  itself  the  imperative  language,  **Eacli 
House  shall  keep  a  journal,"  &c.  Let  us  not,  then,  be 
misled  by  precedents  which  we  fancy  may  bear  us  out. 
At  best  they  are  nothing  "  but  crutches  on  which  weak 
minds  sustain  themselves;"  and  if  we  are  sustained  by 
these  precedents  in  expunging  the  resolution  of  1834^ 
the  precedent  which  we  will  now  make  may  sustain 
those  who  come  after  us  in  expunging  important  princi- 
ples from  the  constitution  itself.. 
It  is  urged  that  the  mere  act  of  expunging  the  journal 
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18  not  a  matter  of  any  importance;  it  is  the  effect  or 
moral  of  the  resolution  which  it  is  desired  to  remove. 
Why  not  adopt  my  resolution^  then?  No  man  can  doubt 
our  power  to  rescind,  repeal,  and  reverse,  the  resolu- 
tion. The  bad  moral  taught  by  the  resolution  will  be 
removed  by  the  subsequent  decision  pronouncing  the 
former  one  to  be  erroneous.  But  it  is  thought  best  to 
use  the  word  "  expunge,"  as,  by  the  use  of  that  word 
in  parliamentary  proceedings,  the  principles  of  civil 
liberty  have  been  maintained  in  other  countries.  If 
it  has  been  always  used  for  wise  and  good  purposes  else- 
where, let  us  be  cautious  that  we  do  not  so  use  tt  as 
•eventually  to  produce  mischief  in  this  the  most  free  and 
favored  country  in  the  world. 

It  appears  to  me,  however,  that  this  word,  like  every 
thing  else  over  which  we  have  no  control,  has  been 
sometimes  used  when  correct  principles  were  asserted, 
and,  in  other  instances,  when  the  reverse  was  the  case. 
When  King  James  entered  one  of  the  Houses  of  the 
British  Parliament,  and  with  his  own  hand  expunged 
the  journal;  when  the  House  of  Lords  expunged  the 
recognisance  entered  into  before  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
London;  and  when  the  journals  of  the  Virginia  Legisla- 
ture were  expunged,  or  attempted  to  be  expunged, 
during  the  Colonial  Government,  it  was  not  the  watch- 
word of  the  friends  of  liberty.  I  am  not  aware  that  it 
ever  has  been  used,  and  I  fear  it  never  will  be  used,  in 
aid  of  civil  liberty,  or  the  rights  of  man,  when  the  pro- 
cess is  resorted  to  to  gratify  the  feelings  of  those  in 
power,  who  are  generally  too  prone  to  believe  liberty  is 
attacked  whenever  any  portion  of  their  conduct  is^  dis9p- 
proved,  or  there  is  any  attempt  to  impose  restraints  on 
their  liberty  to  do  as  they  imagine  is  most  for  the  public 
good. 

Mr.  President,  I  propose  in  the  next  place  to  exam- 
ine the  soundness  of  the  reason  assigned  why  we  may 
and  ought  to  expunge. 

It  is  briefly  this:  that,  as  the  Senate  is  the  tribunal  es- 
tablished by  the  constitution  to  try  the  President  when 
impeached,  it  is  unconstitutional  to  pass  a  resolution 
which  charges  him  with  a  crime  for  which  he  might  be 
impeached  i  and  that  this  resolution  not  only  charges, 
but  convicts  him  of  a  crime.  I  do  not  concur  in  this 
opinion,  and  beg  leave  to  assign  my  reasons  for  dissent- 
ing from  it. 

tinder  the  constitution,  the  powers  of  the  Senate  are 
judicial,  executive,  or  legislative;  judicial,  when  trying 
impeachments,  executive,  when  advising  the  President 
in  relation  to  treaties,  or  as  to  the  persons  to  be  appoint- 
ed to  office;  legislative,  in  making  laws,  and  in  every 
thing  connected  with  making^  amending,  or  repealing 
them.     [Constitution  U.  S.,  art.  1,  sec.  1.] 

The  power  of  the  Senate  in  all  legislative  matters  is 
equal  to  that  of  the  House  of  Representatives  in  all  re- 
spects, with  the  single  exception,  that  bills  to  raise  rev- 
enue must  originate  in  the  House.  In  the  discharge  of 
any  legislative  or  executive  duty,  any  individual  flaem- 
ber  may  say  in  his  place  that  the  President,  or  anv  other 
civil  officer,  has  assumed  powers  not  conferred  upon 
him  by  the  constitution  or  laws.  What  any  one  may 
lawfully  say,  every  other  may  say  with  equal  propriety. 
What  any  one  or  all  may  say,  individually,  all,  or  a  ma- 
jority, may,  with  propriety,  express  by  way  of  resolu- 
tion, which  is  nothing  but  an  expression  of  the  opinion 
of  a  majority  on  a  given  subject. 

The  objection  to  this  resolution  is,  that  it  charges  the 
President  witti,  and  convicts  him  of,  a  crime,  for  which 
he  may  be  impeached  by  the  House;  and,  in  that  case, 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Senate  to  try  him;  therefore, 
ft  was  unconstitutional  to  adopt  the  resolution. 

To  this  I  answer,  first,  if  it  were  an  unconstitutional 
act  to  pass  the  resolution,  it  furnishes  no  reason  why 
it  should  be  expunged.    If  it  did,  we  might  go  back 


and  expunge  from  the  journal  every  thing  which  had 
been  done  by  political  opponents,  from  tlie  adoption  of 
the  constitution,  which  we  chose  to  wty  was  unconstitu- 
tional; all  entries  relative  to  the  alien  Mid  sedition  laws, 
chartering  of  banks,  &c.  These  entries,  which  we 
deem  violations  of  the  constitution,  of  all  others,  are  the 
ones  we  ought  to  desira  should  stand.  By  them  the 
disgrace  of  political  oppoaenta  would  be  perpetuated. 
Were  I  one  of  a  majority  who  voted  for  such  unconsti- 
tutional proceedings,  I  would  feel  very  grateful  to  op- 
ponents who  would  wipe  out,  or  expunge,  the  evidence 
of  my  disgrace  so  soon  as  they  obtained  the  power. 

But  again:  we  find  in  the  constitution,  ^rst  article, 
third  section,  these  words: 

'*  Judgment  in  cases  of  impeacliment  shall  not  extend 
further  than  to  removal  from  office,  and  disqualification 
to  hold  and  enjoy  any  office  of  honor,  tnist,  or  profit, 
under  the  United  States;  but  the  party  convicted  shall, 
nevertheless,  be  liable  and  subject  to  indictment,  trial, 
judgment,  and  punishment,  according  to  law.*' 

And,  in  article  two,  section  four,  the  language  follow- 
ing: 

*'  The  President,  Vice  President,  and  all  civil  officers 
of  the  United  States,  shall  be  removed  from  office  on 
impeachment  for,  and  conviction  of,  treason,  bribery, 
or  other  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors." 

To  my  mind  it  is  very  clear  that  neither  the  President 
nor  any  other  civil  officer  can  be  impeached,  unless  he 
is  charged  with  some  crime.  The  question  then  is, 
does  the  resolution  of  the  28th  of  March,  1834»  charge 
the  President  with  the  commission  of  a  crime?  It  is  in 
these  worde^: 

''Besoked,  That  the  President,  in  the  late  executive 
proceedings  in  relation  to  Ihe  public  revenue,  has  as- 
sumed upon  himself  authority  and  powers  not  conferred 
by  the  constitution  and  laws,  but  in  derogation  of  both." 
It  is  with  this  resolution,  and  this  oniy,  we  have  to 
deal.  As  to  what  the  bank  or  its  agents  had  said  or 
done,  or  as  lo  the  arguments  or  speeches  of  gentlemen, 
the  Senate  has  given  no  opinion;  and,  upon  the  question 
now  pending,  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  them.  I 
affirm  that  this  resolution  does  not  impute  to  the  Presi- 
dent any  crime  or  misdemeanor  whatever.  There  can 
be  no  such  thing  as  a  crime,  without «  bad  motive.  The 
resolution  is  entirely  silent  as  to  the  motives  by  which 
the  Chief  Magistrate  was  governed.  It  therefore  charges 
nothing  but  mere  error  of  judgment.  It  alle^^s  he 
assumed  powers  not  conferred  by  the  constitution  or 
laws;  but  whether  the  motives  which  induced  him  to 
assume  these  powers  were  virtuous,  or  the  reverse,  is 
not  stated.  If  they  were  to  promote  the  public  good, 
and  he  honestly  believed  the  powers  he  assumed  had 
been  conferred,  although  he  might  be  mistaken,  yet  he 
ought  to  be  apphiuded  as  a  patriot,  instjead  of  being  cen- 
sured as  a  criminal. 

Intention  to  do  wrong-^ad  motives — are  the  essence 
of  crime;  and  without  them  there  can  be  no  such  thing. 
In  this  very  case,  if,  in  every  act  the  President  did,  lie 
mistook  his  powers,  but  still  acted  from  high  and  pure 
motives,  no  honest  tribunal  upon  earth  could  convict  him 
of  crime.  This  new  doctrine  of  crime  without  evil  in- 
tent has  no  sanction  in  moralsfb  in  reason,- or  in  any  ad- 
judged case.  The  only  cases  referred  to  for  its  support 
are  the  impeachments  against  Judges  Chase  and  Picker- 
ing. In  the  first  of  these,  it  is  true,  some  of  the  articles 
of  impeachment  did  not  charge  bad  motives,  but  upon 
those  he  was  acquitted  without  a  dissenting  voice. 

In  Pickering's  case,  the  question  was  whether  he  was 
sane  or  not.  He  had  been  a  highly  respectable  man, 
but  acted  badly  on  the  bench;  and  it  was  alleged  he  was 
deranged.  It  was  answered,  if  he  was  deranged,  it  was 
from  intemperance,  and  therefore  an  aggravation  of  the 
offence;  and  on  that  ground  he  was  convicted.     God 
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forbid  that  a  doctrine  so  unreasonable,  so  inconsistent 
with  our  imperfect  condition,  as  that  of  crime  without 
evil  design,  should  ever  be  sanctioned  anywhere,  espe- 
cially here.  You  and  I  are  obliged  to  act  in  this  very 
question;  it  is  our  public  duty  to  form  opinions,  and  act 
upon  them;  we  disagree;  must  one  of  us  be  guilty  of  a 
crime?  Look  at  the  situation  of  courts.  A  cause  is  tried 
before  two  judges  in  an  inferior  court,  and  they  disagree; 
must  one  be  a  criminal?  A  writ  of  error  is  taken  from 
an  inferior  to  a  higher  tribunal,  and  the  judgment  re- 
versed; are  the  judges  of  the  court  to  be  viewed  and 
treated  as  criminals?  If  they  are,  suppose  there  to  be  a 
still  higher  tribunal,  to  which  the  same  cause  is  carried, 
and  the  last  decision  reversed,  and  the  first  established: 
what  are  you  to  do  then— punish  the  second  set  of 
judges? 

In  the  federal  circuit  courts,  a  judge  of  the  Supreme 
Court  and  the  district  judge  decide  a  cause;  a  writ  of 
error  is  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court,  where  the  same 
judge  forms  oae  of  the  court,  and  he  concurs  with  his 
brethren  in  reversing  his  own  diecision.  What  is  to  be 
done  with  him?  Accordfng  to  this  strange  doctrine,  he  is 
obliged  to  be  guilty  of  a  crime,  because  he  has  decided 
against  himselrl  Away  with  such  doctrine;  it  is  absurd. 
Brror  and  crime  are  as  distinct  as  the  motives  by  which 
angels  and  devils  are  governed. 

The  great  error  in  the  argument  on  the  other  side  is 
occasioned  by  not  attending  to  the  distinction  between 
the  acts  of  private  citizens  and  public  officers.  A  private 
individual  does  an  unlawful  act;  the  law  presumes  he  did 
it  from  bad  motives;  because,  so  far  from  being  com- 
pelled to  act,  it  was  his  duty  not  to  act  In  the  case  of 
a  pubKc  officer,  he  is  compelRd  to  act;  he  is  sworn  to 
do  so(  and  whenever  he  does  an  official  act,  the  pre- 
sumption is  that  his  motives  were  good,  although  the 
act  may  have  been  contrary  to  law.  If  the  law  were  not 
so,  no  honest  man,  conscious  of  his  defects,  would  ever 
fill  an  office.  He  is  bound  to  act — sworn  to  do  so;  and 
when  he  uses  alt  the  means  within  his  reach  to  inform 
himself,  and  exercises  his  best  judgment,  he  is  mnocent, 
whether  his  acts  are  lawful  or  the  reverse.  This  dis- 
tinction between  the  acts  of  individuals  an^  of  public 
officers  runs  through  all  the  cases  which  can  be  found  in 
our  books.  The  acts  spoken  of  in  the  resolution  as 
assumptions  of  power,  in  derogation  of  the  constitution 
and  law,  were  acts  done  by  the  President  in  his  official 
capacity;  therefore,  the  resolution  imputes  to  him  no 
criminality  whatever. 

The  Senate  unanimously  adopted  a  resolution  against 
the  late  Postmaster  General,  condemning  some  of  his 
acts  as  unlawful;  but  it  charges  him  with  no  crime.  If 
error  is  hereafter  to  constitute  crime  in  our  public  offi- 
cers, I  should  like  to  know  who  is  to  be  judge.  Who  feels 
that  he  has  the  infallible  standard  ^  If  any  one  will  say 
••I  have  it,**  my  word  for  it,  if  you  wilf  cultivate  his 
acquaintance,  you  will  soon  find  he  wants  the  common 
requisites — ^integrity  and  talents— essential  to  constitute  a 
tolerable  judge. 

If  we  expunge  the  journal,  then  we  will  have  estab- 
lished the  doctrine  that,  in  every  case,  a  President,  or 
any  other  civil  officer,  may  assume  authority  and  powers 
not  conferred  by  the  constitution  and  laws,  but  in  dero- 
gfation  of  both,  and  we  dare  not  say  that  is  our  opinion. 
Against  such  a  doctrine  I  enter  my  protest.  We  not 
only  have  the  power,  but  it  is  our  duty  to  exercise  it 
whenever  such  a  case  occurs.  Suppose  the  President 
to  nominate  for  some  office  a  man  who  already  holds  the 
office  of  gt>vernor  or  judge;  I  surely  would  have  a  right 
to 'say  I  win  not  vote  for  him,  (^ecause  I  think  he  has,  in 
the  office  he  now  holds,  assumed  powers  he  did  not  pos- 
sess, and  therefore  I  will  not  trust  him  farther.  Af^er 
having  said  so,  if  he  is  impeached,  I  cannot  be  chal- 
lenged and  excluded  firom  sitting  as  one  of  his  triers. 


I  have  charged  him  with  no  crime;  and,  having  given 
an  opinion  that  his  conduct  was  unlawful  does  not 
disqiiarify  me.  If  this  were  so,  we  must  reverse  the 
whole  order  of  things;  and  whenever  a  judge  is  called 
on  to  decide  a  cause  similar  to  one  he^  had  before  de- 
cided, we  must  exclude  him,  and  appoint  some  other; 
whereas  the  common  impression  has  ever  been,  that  the 
judge  is  the  better  qualified  for  having  examined  and 
previously  decided  the  same  or  a  similar  question. 

In  England  a  peer  cannot  be  challenged  because  he 
has  previously  given  an  opinion;  nor  can  a  Senator  here. 
They  are  judges,  having  a  right  to  decide  the  law  as 
well  as  the  facts  of  the  case. 

But  the  Senate  heretofore  attempted  to  exercise  this 
very  power  in  the  case  orihe  Panama  nominations.  Mr. 
Adams,  (I  beg  pardon,  the  late  President,)  in  his  mes- 
sage, told  us  he  had  the  power  to  have  sent  ministers 
without  consulting  the  Senate,  but,  as  they  were  soon  to 
be  in  session,  he  thought  It  best  to  delay  the  appoint- 
ments, and  consult  them.  A  resolution  was  submitted, 
denying  this  claimed  power,  and  a  long  discussion  en- 
sued. If  we  contested  this  claimed  but  unexerted 
power,  can  any  one  doubt  but,,  if  it  had  been  exercised, 
we  would  have  denied  it  by  a  resolution  if  we  could? 
For  one,  I  never  doubted  but  the  President  honestly 
entertained  the  opinion  expressed. 

The  subject  of  removing  the  deposites  had  been  regu- 
larly brought  before  the  Senate  by  the  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  It  was  one  on  which  we  had 
a  right  to  legislate.  We  had  a  ripht  to  know  why  it  was 
done,  and  how  it  was  done;  to  either  approve  or  disap- 
prove; to  legislate  upon  it;  to  direct  the  money  to  be 
returned,  or  to  be  kept  any  where  else;  in  short,  to  ap* 
prove  or  disapprove  what  had  been  done.  We  could 
have  thanked  the  Executive  for  his  prompt  attention  to 
the  public  interest;  for  his  efficiency  in  displacing  one 
Secretary,  who  would  not  remove  the  money,  and  ap- 
pointing another  who  would.  Why,  then,  had  the  Sen- 
ate no  power  to  say  that,  in  doing  these  things,  he  trans- 
cended his  powers?  To  me  it  appears  they  had  consti- 
tutionally the  power  to  pass  the  resolution.  But  it  then 
was,  and  yet  is,  my  opinion  that,  in  exercising  this  pow- 
er, the  Senate  themselves  erred  when  they  resolved  that 
he  had  assumed  powers  not  conferred.  I  believed  he 
had  the  power  to  remove  the  Secretary,  and  to  do  every 
other  act  then  attributed  to  him,  if  he  believed  a  proper- 
case  was  made  out  for  its  exercise.  Am  I  to  be  told  by 
Senators  who  voted  for  the  resolution  that  I  committed 
a  crime  when  I  voted  against  them?  I  hope  not.  Nor 
am  I  at  liberty  to  say  they  committed  a  crime  when  they 
disagfreed  in  opinion  with  me.  This  is  every  thing  the 
resolution  charges  the  President  with.  He  thought  Iks 
had  the  power  which  he  exercised;  a  majority  of  the 
Senate  thought  he  had  not,  and  so  expressed  tliemselve» 
in  the  resolution,  not  questioning  the  purity  of  the  mo* 
tives  from  which  he  acted.  By  doing  so,  they  did  not 
assume  any  power  not  conferred  on  them  by  the  consti- 
tution. 

In  Qreat  Britain  the  House  of  Lords  acts  as  a  court. 
A  writ  of  error  lies  there  to  remove  a  cause  from  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench.  Suppose  a  cause  thus  removed, 
and  the  judgment  reversed,  because  the  judges  had  as- 
sumed powers  they  did  not  possess;  if  they  were  after- 
wards impeached  for  so  deciding,  because  they  were 
bribed,  could  not  the  Peers  try  the  impeachment?  Un- 
doubtedly they  could.  I  cannot  vote  to  expunge  or  de- 
face our  journal,  because  I  think  the  constitution  forbids 
it.  I  cannot  assign  as  a  reason  for  either  expunging  or 
rescinding  the  resolution  that  the  Senate  had  no  power 
to  adopt  It,  because  I  do  not  think  so;  and  because  i 
think  it  of  the  last  importance  we  should  retain  with  the 
Senate  those  powers  vested  in  it  for  high  and  important 
purposes,  and  which  are,  or  may  be,  essential  to  pre- 
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serve  the  liberty  of  the  people:  but  most  willingly  can  I 
vote  to  rescind,  reverse,  and  repeal,  the  resolution:  be- 
cause I  think  that  the  Senate  erred  in  adopting  it.  To 
say  the  least,  there  are  doubts  of  our  power  to  expunge; 
and  no  one,  I  think,  ought  to  be  certain  the  Senate  had 
no  power  to  adopt  the  resolution.  Why,  then,  shall  we 
cling  to  the  word  **  expunge,"  and  to  this  reason,  when 
there  is  a  plain  course  to  pursue,  in  which  what  is  due 
to  the  Chief  Magistrate  and  to  ourselves  can  be  accom- 
plished? To  me  the  reason  is  obvious.  l*o  expunge 
bas  become  an  executive  measure,  it  is  now  the  watch- 
word of  a  party;  and,  by  its  use,  those  are  to  be  hunted 
down  who  will  not  conform  to  the  will  of  the  party.  In 
March,  1834,  when  the  resolution  was  adopted,  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate  was  opposed  to  the  Chief  Magistrate. 
His  long  and  valuable  services  have  endeared  him  to  the 
American  people.  They  are  sensitive  as  to  every  thing 
which  can  affect  his  reputation  as  a  man  or  as  an  officer. 
At  the  last  session,  the  member  from  Missouri  (I  doubt 
not,  from  a  conviction  of  tlie  correctness  of  the  proce- 
dure) submitted  his  proposition  to  expunge.  The  Chief 
Magistrate  had  made  up  bis  miod  who  should  be  his  suc- 
cessor, and  had  determined  to  use  all  his  personal  influ- 
ence and  official  patronage  to  secure  his  election.  Whilst 
there  was  a  majority  of  the  Senate  opposed  to  him,  this 
patronage  could  not  be  brought  to  operate  with  full  ef- 
fect. Upon  discussing  the  expunging  -cesolution,  the 
opinions  of  every  Senator  were  expressed.  The  times 
of  some  were  then  expiring-^the  very  day  of  voting. 
The  venerable  Chief  Magistrate  at  once  saw  the  use 
which  could  be  made  of  this  instrument,  and  be  has  given 
it  his  full  influence  ever  since,  under  the  hope  that, 
through  its  use,  the  Senate  could  be  expurgated;  mem- 
bers whom  he  deemed  unworthy  of  the  station  excluded; 
and  their  places  supplied  by  others,  in  his  opinion,  more 
worthy.  He  seized  the  weapon,  and  bas  wielded  it  with 
All  the  effect  he  could.  The  cry  *'  expunge"  was  raised, 
and  has  been  continued.  I  shall  speak  of  what  I  know, 
and  what  I  believe  to  be  true.  The  time  of  one  of  the 
Senators  in  my  own  State  had  expired.  Members  of  the 
Legislature  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives  were  to 
be  elected  in  August.  The  Chief  Magistrate  interfered, 
through  the  agency  of  others,  in  the  elections  to  be 
made  by  the  people,  and  in  the  election  to  be  made  by 
the  Legislature.  Does  any  one  who  hears  me  doubt 
this  statement?  He  need  not.  The  following  facts  will 
show,  incontestably,  that  he  interfered  in  the  elections 
to  be  made  by  the  people: 

1st.  His  two  letters  addressed  to  the  Rev.  Mr.  Gwin, 
which  all  who  look  into  newspapers  must  have  read. 
They  were  intended  for  publication,  and  were  actually 
published. 

2d.  Besides  the  number  of  copies  of  the  Globe 
itself,  hundreds  of  which  he  has  sent  to  Tennessee  un- 
der his  frank,  he  franked  many  copies  of  the  pros- 
pectus for  the  extra  Globe,  which  contains  very  little 
except  misrepresentations  and  insinuations  utterly  un- 
founded and  untrue.  There  can  be  no  pretence  that 
this  was  sent  because  it  contained  any  speech,  or  any 
public  document.  There  is  no  such  thing  in  it. '  I  hold 
one  that  he  sent  to  Tennessee,  frank  and  all,  in  my  hand, 
just  as  received  by  the  gentleman  to  whom  it  was  ad- 
dressed; and  many  others  were  scattered  through  the 
country  under  his  frank. 

3d.  He  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Curry,  which  was  used 
in  Colonel  Standefer's  district,  with  a  view  to  influence 
public  opinion. 

4ih.  He  wrote  a  letter  to  my  colleague,  a  copy  of 
which  was  furnished  to  Mr.  Johnson,  who  used  it  m  his 
canvass  upon  the  stump,  with  a  view  to  aid  his  election; 
and  it  must  have  been  intended  for  such  use  when  writ* 
ten,  otherwise  we  must  suppose  my  colleague  abused 
the  confidence  of  the  Chief  Magistrate,  in  permitting 


his  letter  to  be  applied  to  a  purpose  not  intended  by  the 
writer. 

These  few  facts,  independent  of  many  others  which 
might  be  stated,  satisfy  me  that  he  did  interfere,  and  use 
his  influence  with  the  people  to  regulate  their  opinions 
in  the  elections. 

Secondly.    He  interfered  with  the  Legislature. 

1.  On  the  next  day  af\er  they  assembled,  under  his 
frank,  each  member  received  three  numbers  of  the  ex- 
tra Globe,  amounting  to  three  hundred.  Here  is  one  of 
them,  frank  and  all.  Some  of  these  Globes  contain 
matter  of  the  lowest  kind,  intended,  no  doubt,  to  dis- 
gust the  members  with  their  former  Senator,  and  to  pre- 
vent his  re-election. 

2.  He  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Nicholson,  one  of  the 
members,  which  we  have  seen  published  in  the  newspa- 
per, in  which  he  complains  of  the  former  Senator  for 
not  defending  him  on  the  expOnging  resolution  at  the 
last  session,  and  justifying  the  use  made  of  his  franking 
privilege.  * 

3.  He  wrote  a  similar  letter  to  Mr.  Brown,  another 
member,  a  copy  of  whi^h  I  now  hold  in  my  band. 

4.  He  wrote  to  I^Ir.  Guild,  one  of  the  leading  mem- 
bers, a  letter  containing  an  argument  to  prove  the  propri- 
ety of  instructing  the  Senators  to  vote  for  expunging  the 
resolution  of  March,  1834,  and  urging  the  propriety  of 
giving  such  instructions,  and  authorized  Mr.  Guild  to 
submit  it  to  the  perusal  of  other  members,  which  he 
did;  and 

5.  From  this  place  was  tent  to  this  same  Mr.  Guild 
a  copy  of  the  form  of  expunging,  which  the  Senators 
were  to  be  instructed  to  use;  and  this  form  corresponds, 
as  I  have  understood,  with  that  used  in  the  resolution 
proposed  at  this  session  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

All  these  facts  prove  that  the  first  object  was  to  de- 
feat the  re-election  of  a  Senator  who,  at  the  Ust  ses- 
sion, had  shown  he  would  not  conform  his  conduct  to 
the  will  of  the  Chief  Magistrate;  and,  when  that  failed, 
to  cause  such  instructions  to  be  given  as  it  was  known 
that  that  Senator  could  not  obey,  and  thereby  force  him 
to  resign.  Both  these  objects  failed.  The  Senator  was 
re-elected,  and  the  Legislature  would  not  give  any  in- 
structions. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  stated  these  facts  by  way  of 
complaint  against  the  Executive.  I  perhaps  am,  least 
of  all  others,  competent  to  judge  whether  such  a  course 
was  in  conformity  with  his  station  or  his  peculiar  situa- 
tion; but  I  state  them  that  justice  may  be  done  to  the  in- 
dependence of  the  Legislature,  and  to  their  determina- 
tion not  to  be  persuaded  or  forced  from  what  they 
thought  to  be  the  path  of  duty.  Their  course  is  the 
more  commendable,  when  it  is  remembered  they  sat 
within  a  few  miles  of  his  residence;  were  surrounded  by 
his  personal  friends;  and  that  they  themselves  can  fur- 
nish from  their  own  body  many  of  his  earliest,  firmest, 
and  most  undeviating  political  and  personal  friends.  Let 
it  be  remembered,  also,  that  they  then  were,  and  now 
are,  the  firm  and  unflinching  supporters  of  his  adminis- 
tration, upon  every  point  where  his  measures  conform 
to  the  principles  avowed  to  bring  him  into  power.  Yet 
they  would  not,  and  did  not,  give  their  Senators  any  in- 
structions upon  this  question.  They  were  willine  to 
trust  them  without  instructions  upon  this  as  well  as 
other  points;  and  on  this  account  it  is  that  I  feel  myself 
under  higher  obligations  to  endeavor  to  carry  out  the 
will  of  my  State  upon  this  subject,  than  I  should  have 
been  if  formally  instructed. 

My  opinion  had  been  expressed,  and  was  well  known; 
I  believe  it  conforms  to  the  opinion  of  my  State  and  its 
Legislature;  and  I  hold  myself  especially  bound  to  en- 
deavor to  have  it  effected  by  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
1  tion  which  1  have  submitted.     Those  who  believe  that 
t  either  I  or  the  people  of  my  State  are  opponents  of  the 
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administratioiiy  mistake  our  character.  Our  politics  are 
as  they  have  been;  we  now  stand  on  the  same  ground, 
advocate  the  same  principles  we  did  in  1828,  when  sus- 
taining General  Jackson  to  bring  him  into  power.  But 
we  are  the  slaves  of  no  man;  and  when  it  is  attempted 
to  ingraft  on  our  principles  a  system  which  does  not  be- 
long to  them,  I  will  not  yield  my  assent,  be  the  conse- 
quences what  they  may.  Mv  wish  is  to  rescind,  reverse, 
and  repeal,  the  resolution  of  1834,  because,  in  my  judg- 
ment, it  is  erroneous,  and  because  I  believe  such  is  the 
judgment  of  my  State.  To  vote  to  expunge  it,  I  can- 
not; because,  in  my  opinion,  the  constitution  forbids  it; 
and,  anxious  as  my  constituents  are  to  vindicate  the 
character  of  the  Chief  Magistrate,  they  will  never  re- 
quire me  to  do  so  at  the  expense  of  that  sacred  instru- 
ment, which  we  are  all  under  the  most  high  and  most 
solemn  obligations  to  maintain  inviolate. 

Mr.  WALKER  expressed  the  grounds  on  which  he 
should  vote  against  the  resolution. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  ordered,  the  (juestion  was  ta- 
ken on  the  rescinding  resolution,  and  decided  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  King  of  Georgia,  White — 2. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Bu- 
chanan, Clay,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Cuthbert,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King 
of  Alabama,  Knight,  Leigh,  Linn,  Nicholas,  Page, 
Rives,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Swift,  Tomlinson, 
Walker,  Wright--28. 

So  the  resolution  was  negatived. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  presented  certain  resolutions  of  the 
Legislature  of  New  York,  instructing  their  Senators  to 
support  Mr.  Bsnton's  expunging  resolutions.  Mr.  W. 
said  that  be  had  bad  these  resolutions  in  his  possession 
for  some  time,  and  had  only  delayed  presenting  them  till 
the  subject  was  called  up  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CliAY  observed  that,  as  the  resolution  of  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  was  disposed  of,  he  thought  it 
would  be  proper  to  take  up  the  other  resolution  on  the 
same  subject  and  dispose  of  it  also.  He  had  not  the 
charge  of  these  resolutions,  and  would  therefore  make 
no  motion. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  that  he  would  move  to  take  it  up. 
He  did  not  wish  to  make  a  speech  on  it,  but  having  been 
instructed  by  his  Legislature  to  vote  against  these  ex- 
punging resolutions,  be  wished  to  record  his  vole  in  obe- 
dience to  his  instructions. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  observed  that  there  were  only  thirty 
Senators  present,  and  he  hsrdly  thought  {gentlemen 
would  take  a  question  of  such  importance  when  the 
Senate  was  so  thinly  aUended. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  he  had  intended  to  ask  for  the 
vote  on  his  resolution  after  the  resolution  of  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  was  disposed  of,  or  rather  to  give  no- 
tice of  the  hour  when  he  would  call  it  up,  in  order  that 
there  might  be  a  full  attendance  of  Senators  when  they 
came  to.the  vote.  If  12  o'clock  to-morrow  was  agree- 
able to  thQ.  Senate,  he  would  call  up  the  resolution  at 
that  hour. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  expressed  his  concurrence  in  Mr. 
Bxhtoh's  notice,  and  withdrew  his  motion. 

JOSEPH  GRANT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KNIGHT,  the  vote  by  which  the 
-bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Grant  had  been'ordered  to  a 
third  reading  was  reconsidered. 

It  was  then  moved  by  Mr.  KNIGHT  to  strike  out  the 
amendment  which  secured  from  harm  those  who  bad 
used  the  invention  (for  hat  bodies)  since  the  patent  had 
expired,  which  this  bill  was  intended  to  renew. 

Some  discussion  took  place,  in  which  Mr.  RUGGLES, 
Mr.  WRIGHT,  Mr,  PORTER,  Mr.  CLAYTON,  Mr. 
CLAY,  Mr.  PRESTON,  Mr.  KNIGHT,  and  Mr.  NILES, 
took  part- 


The  ayes  and  noes  were  then  demanded  by  Mr^ 
WRIGHT,  and  ordered,  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 

The  question  was  then  about  to  be  taken*  when 
Mr.  HUBBARD  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table; 
which  was  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas  18,  nays  20. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  recon- 
sider the  vote  amending  the  bill  by  inserting  the  proviso, 
and  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas  18,  nays  19. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  engrossment  of 
the  bill,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas  19, 
nays  17. 

[This  bill  was  to  renew  a  patent,  expired  perhaps  two 
years  ago,  for  a  machine  for  making  hat  bodies.  Since 
the  expiration  of  the  patent,  the  invention  had  fallen 
into  the  public  hands,  and  was  now  in  common  use. 
Mr.  RuooLxs  introduced  an  amendment  to  secure  to 
those  who  have  the  machines  the  right  of  using  them, 
notwithstanding  the  renewal  of  the  patent.  The  bill 
had  been  originally  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  with 
this  amendment  ingrafted  upon  it{  but  as  it  was  com- 
plained that  this  prevented  the  patentee  from  making 
any  advantage  of  his  invention,  the  motion  to  reconsider 
was  made.] 

PATENT   OFFICE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  RUGGLES,  the  Senate  took  up 
the  bill  providing  for  a  building  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  Patent  Office,  the  bill  being  on  its  third 
reading. 

Mr.  CLAY  called  for  the  reading  of  the  communica- 
tion made  by  William  Brent  and  others,  ofTering  to  sell 
the  old  brick  capitol  to  the  Government,  for  the  use  of 
the  Patent  Office;  which  being  read, 

Mr.  RUGGLES  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tion from  the  chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  other 
House  on  the  subject?  which  was  read;  and  after  some 
remarks  from  Mr.  RUGGLES  in  support  of  the  bill,  and 
from  Messrs.  CRITTENDEN  and  CLAYTON  in  oppo- 
sition to  it, 

Mr.  CLAYTON  moved  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciarv,  with  instructions  to  report  a 
bill  providing  for  the  purchase  of  the  building  formerly 
used  for  the  temporary  accommodation  of  Congress;  and 
after  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  RUGGLES,  CLAY- 
TON, and  CALHOUN,  the  motion  was  rejected  by  the 
following  vote: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Bayard,  Black,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden,  Davis,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  Leigh,  Moore, 
Nicholas,  Page,  Porter,  White— 14. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Buchanan,  Calhoun,  Ewing 
of  Ohio,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King  of  Alabama,  King 
of  Georgia,  Linn,  Morris,  Niles,  Preston,  Rives,  Robin- 
son, Ruggles,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Walker,  Wall— 19. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding 
the  following  proviso:  «*  providing  a  contract  can  be 
made  for  the  erection  and  completion  of  the  same  in  a 
workmanlike  and  faithful  manner,  for  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing 1108,000,  to  include  all  expenses  whatever;"  which 
annendment  was  agreed  to;  and  on  the  question.  Shall 
this  bill  pass  as  amended?  it  was  decided  in  the  affirms- 
tive:  Yeas  20,  nays  11,  as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Buchanan,  Calhoun, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of 
Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  Nicholas,  Niles, 
Page,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Walker. 
Wall— 20. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crittenden,  Da- 
vis, Goldsborough,  Leigh,  Moore,  Porter,  South- 
ard— 11.    " 

JOHN  BRAHAN. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MOORE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
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Treasury,  In  answer  to  a  resolution  of  his  on  the  subject 
of  money  paid  by  the  legal  representatives  of  the  late 
General  Brahan  to  the  United  States  district  attorney  for 
the  northern  district  of  Alabama,  and  by  him  paid  into 
the  hands  of  certain  men  in  Madison  county,  Alabama. 

Mr.  MOOHFi  said  he  had  introduced  the  resolution 
ivhich  had  brought  forth  the  report  and  accompanying 
documents  as  a  response^  under  a  sense  of  official  public 
duty,  in  consequence  of  rumors  having  obtained  cur- 
rency deeply  implicating  the  Treasury  Department,  the 
United  Slates  district  attorney  for  the  northern  district 
of  Alabama,  and  others,  concerning  a  loan  of  public 
money,  amounting  to  something  like  thirty-six  thousand 
dollars,  to  Caruthers  &  KInkle,  and  others,  in  Alabama, 
for  one,  two,  three,  four,  and  five  years.  In  order  that 
others  may  fully  understand  the  history  of  this  transac- 
tion, it  would  be  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  that,  in 
1819,  the  late  General  Brahan  became  indebted  to  the'^ 
Government  for  about  eighty  thousand  dollars;  and  upon 
his  executing  deeds  of  trust  and  mortgage,  upon  real 
and  personal  property,  which  gave  the  Government  full 
and  ample  indemnity,  indulgence  had  been  given  him  in 
his  lifetime,  which  had  been  extended  to  his  legal  rep- 
resentatives until  a  short  time  past;  and  now,  he  pre- 
sumed, in  consequence  of  the  very  great  exigency  and 
straitened  condition  of  the  public  finances  at  present, 
the  Department  was  not  permitted  to  give  longer  indul- 
gence, and  that  the  Executive  had  been  required  to 
coerce  payment  from  the  estate;  which  having  been 
done,  and  the  money  paid  into  the  hands  of  the  district 
attorney  for  the  northern  district  of  Alabama,  he,  in 
pursuance  of  what  he  presumed  to  be  his  instructions 
from  the  Treasury  Department,  had  paid  the  same  over 
to  Caruthers  8c  Kinkle,  and  others,  on  a  loan  upon  time, 
and  still  holding  the  estate  of  the  late  General  Brahan 
responsible  for  the  final  payment  of  the  debt. 

Mr.  M.  said,  from  the  conspicuous  situation  these  ben- 
eficiaries and  recipients  of  the  favor  of  the  Treasury 
Department  occupy  in  the  correspondence  now  before 
the  Senate,  it  may  not  be  improper  to  inquire  who  they 
are,  and  more  particularly  as  regards  Caruthers  &  Kin- 
kle. Sir,  said  he,  these  gentlemen  are  celebrated  in 
their  section  of  country  as  being  warm  and  enthusiastic 
political  partisans,  great  favorites  of  the  administration, 
and  particularly  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  from 
which  they  have  heretofore  (not  under  the  present  head 
of  that  Department)  obtained  all  the  important  mail  con- 
tracts in  that  section  of  country;  and  having  risen  to 
affluence  by  a  liberal  participation  in  the  extra  allowance 
system,  they  Take  «*  Turner  also,"  Simon  Pure,  into 
the  firm,  who,  by  carrying  religion  on  his  lips  and  poli- 
tics in  his  heart,  had  rendered  himself  acceptable  to  the 
parly.  The  firm,  the  trio,  have  been  loud  and  noisy 
politicians,  ''express  great  fears  of  the  awful  conse- 
quence of  dividing  the  party;  yes,  ihe  democratic  party, 
in  their  estimation,  ought  not  to  be  divided.*'  They 
have  been  active,  also,  in  exciting  and  prosecuting  an 
unnatural  and  illiberal  persecution  against  any  public 
servant  whom  they  thought  had  been  too  honest  to  sac- 
rifice his  principles  and  his  honor  for  party  considera- 
tions, who  was  too  proud  to  become  a  fawning  syco- 
phant, and  too  independent  to  be  as  servile  as  some  of 
their  own  party  and  they  themselves  were.  And  now, 
when  from  the  laborious  exertions  of  his  honorable  friend 
from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Ewiiro,]  and  his  colleagues  on  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  to  whom 
the  public  owe  much  for  the  exposure  of  that  mal-ad- 
ministration  and  system  of  favoritism  and  espionage  that 
had  bankrupted  the  Department,  and  which  exposure 
had  put  a  stop  to  the  extra  allowance  system,  these  gen- 
tlemen abandoned  many  of  their  contracts  for  carrying 
the  mail,  and  became  successful  applicants  for  the  loan 
of  the  public  money,  in  order  to  carry  on  large  land 


speculations,  whieh  promise  greater  advantages  than 
mail  contracts  without  extra  allowances.  For  he  was 
informed,  upon  good  authority,  that  Caruthers  went 
forth  with  the  money  to  the  great  land  market,  for  the 
purpose  of  investing  it  in  land  speculations.  It  was 
necessary  that  he  should  be  in  a  hurry,  because  he  had 
good  reason  to  believe  that  the  heirs  of  General  Brahan 
might  complain,  (as  they  have  done,)  and  cause  an  ex- 
amination to  be  made  into  the  transaction,  which  might 
produce  utter  disappointment. 

And  although  he  would  not  say  that  the  head  of  the 
Treasury  Deplirtment  had  been  wilfully  derelict  in  duty, 
yet  he  would  say  that  he  thought  the  whole  corre- 
spondence authorized  a  strong  suspicion  that  he  had  not 
used  due  diligence  in  this  matter,  in  order  to  prevent 
impositions.  Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  will  any  one  believe,  if 
he  had  been  so  lost  to  a  proper  sense  of  what  was  due 
to  himself  as  a  public  functionary,  and  those  whom  he 
represented,  as  to  have  interested  himself  for  any  politi- 
cal friend,  that  he  could  have  obtained  from  the  Treas- 
ury Department  the  use  of  thirty-six  thousand  dollars 
for  five  years,  under  similar  circumstances?  No,  sip. 
No  one  lyiew  better  than  did  the  President,  [Mr.  Kiko,] 
that  his  application,  either  for  himself  or  his  friend, 
would  have  been  properly  scrutinized;  and  the  impro- 
priety would  have  appeared  glaring.  Can  any  one 
doubt  whether  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  would 
then  have  replied  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  so 
readily,  and  in  such  laconic  style,  "make  the  arrange- 
ment (forthwith)  to-day?"  Mr.  M.  said  he  was  not  so 
much  opposed  to  these  men  having  the  use  of  this 
money — for  he  would  as  soon  they  should  have  it  as  for 
the  p«t  banks  to  receive  it  and  loan  it  out  to  other  par- 
tisans— but  his'objection  was  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  been  unnecessarily  coerced  from  the  worthy  widow 
and  heirs  of  the  late  General  Brahan,  whom  he  thought 
had  more  claim  upon  the  public  sympathy  than  those 
into  whose  hands  it  had  been  placed,  whose  only  merit 
was  their  zeal,  activity,  and  devotion,  in  party  politics. 

Sir,  (said  Mr.  M.,)  one  thing  most  extraordinary  was, 
that  whilst  the  Treasury  Department  acknowledges  the 
debt  already  well  secured,  and  that  "  it  had  no  right  to 
substitute  one  debtor  in  the  place  of  another  for  the 
same  debt,"  that  it  should  have  seen  the  propriety  and 
utility,  as  connected  with  the  public  interest,  and  a  due 
regard  to  that  justice  which  the  worthy  widow  and  heirs 
of  the  late  General  Brahan  had  a  right  to  demand,  of 
granting  indulgence  for  the  payment  of  this  money^ 
when  a  portion  had  already  been  paid  into  the  hands  of 
the  executors,  and  the  property  sold  and  bonds  obtained 
entirely  sufficient  to  meet  the  payment  of  the  remainder^ 
and  upon  application  not  made  by  the  widow  and  heirs 
or  legal  representatives,  but  those  unconnected  with 
the  estate;  but  for  the  estate  to  be  held  still  responsible 
for  the  final  payment  of  the  debt  virtually  already  dis- 
charged, whilst  others  have  the  use  of  the  money  for 
speculative  purposes,  was  truly  "the  unkindest  cut  of 
all."  Sir,  (said  Mr.  M.,)  men  are  so  ignorant  and  blind 
as  not  to  see  the  leading  cause  which  infiuences  these 
men  in  their  political  course;  why  they  inscribe  on  the 
door  of  their  mail  coaches  the  name  of  the  heir  apparent 
"  in  large  capital  letters;"  why  they  cry  out  so  loud, 
"don'tdivide  the  democratic  party;"  yes,  "the  lovely  de- 
mocratic party"  "must  not  be  divided;"  why  the  Gov- 
ernor of  Alabama  appoints  the  senior  contractor  his  aid- 
de-camp,  and  why  his  aid  franks  him  and  his  slavish  crea^ 
lures  in  turn  through  all  their  line  of  many  contracts. 

Sir,  (said  Mr.  M.,)  is  it  not  a  little  surprising  that  this 
military  Governor  should  have  permitted  his  patriotic 
and  military  aid  to  go  in  pursuit  of  large  land  specula- 
tions, instead  of  accompanying'him  to  the  Creek  nation 
in  pursuit  of  that  rich  harvest  of  military  glory  and  mili- 
tary laurels  which  have  been  so  profusely  heaped  upon 
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him  of  late?  But,  sir,  to  be  serious.  The  plain  Engllah 
of  all  this  19,  they  do  not  want  "the  spoils  divided?" 
they  want  <*  all  the  loaves  and  fishes,"  all  the  money 
themselves;  and  to  obtain  it  they  are  willing  to  become 
**  man-worshippers"  and  mere  subalterns  in  the  ranks  of 
unprincipled  partisans. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  would  detain  the  Senate  no  longer; 
but  concluded  by  asking  that  it  would  indulge  him  in 
his  proposition  to  have  the  report  and  accompanying 
documents  printed. 

Here  Mr.  WRIGHT  moved  that  the  motion  to  print 
be  laid  on  the  table  until  to-morrow  morning;  which  was 
agreed  to. 

Afler  transacting  some  other  business. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wednxsbat,  June  29. 
COLONIZATION  SOCIETY. 
Mr.  CLAT  rose  and  said  he  had  a  petition  to  present 
from  the  citizens  of  a  portion  of  Kentucky,  recommend- 
ing the  Colonization  Society  to  the  favorable  notice  of 
Congress,  and  asking  aid  in  its  behalf.  Mr.  C.  said  it 
was  too  late,  he  was  aware,  for  any  action  on  the  peti- 
tion at  this  session;  but  he  would  take  occasion  to  re- 
mark that,  after  all  his  experience  and  his  observation 
of  the  course  of  the  society,  his  convictions  as  to  the 
utility  of  this  great  project  remained  without  change; 
and  he  trusted  that  the  society  would  hereafter  receive  a 
larger  portion  of  the  public  favor  than  it  had  heretofore 
enjoyed.  At  present,  he  would  merely  move  to  lay  the 
petition  on  the  table;  which  was  agreed  to. 
JOHN  BRAHAN. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  the  Senate  re- 
sumed the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  in  the  case  of  General  John  Brahan, 
which  was  yesterday  laid  on  the  table;  and  a  discussion 
ensued,  which  lasted  several  hours,  in  which  Mr.  KING 
of  Alabama,  Mr.  PORTER,  and  Mr.  EWING  of  Ohio, 
participated. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  had  not  been  disappointed  in  the 
effort  made  by  his  colleague«to  palliate  the  censure 
which  he  thought  was  likely  to  fall  upon  the  Treasury 
Department  for  the  course  it  had  pursued  relative  to 
this  matter;  but  he  could  not  believe  he  had  been  at  all 
successful  in  that  effort.  Mr.  M.  said  his  colleague  had 
been  adroit  in  his  attempt  to  change  the  true  issue.  He 
had  done  him  the  honor  to  refer  to  his  course  some 
three  or  four  years  since,  in  opposition  to  the  bill  for 
the  relief  of  General  Brahan  himself.  He  would  not 
deny  that  at  that  time  he  opposed  the  bill,  believing 
conscientiously  that,  from  the  peculiar  manner  in  which 
the  debt  had  accrued,  he,  consistently  with  a  duty  he 
then  owed  those  whom  be  represented,  was  bound  to 
oppose  it;  and  although  he  then  differed  from  his  col- 
league, the  Senate  then  accorded  in  his  views.  But 
times  had  changed.  The  Treasury  at  that  time  was  not 
overflowing.  The  wits  of  the  best  statesmen  then  had 
not  been  put  to  the  rack  in  order  to  devise  ways  and 
means  for  its  appropriation.  The  bill  then  was  for 
the  relief  of  General  Brahan,  for  the  reasons  alluded  to, 
which  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  enlarge  upon.  It 
was  true  he  opposed  it  from  a  sense  of  duty,  but  he 
could  not  admit  that  his  colleague  had  done  him  justice 
in  quoting  some  terms  in  which  that  opposition  was 
made;  in  that  he  had  been  mistaken.  But  this  was  a 
matter  foreign  to  the  question  before  the  Senate.  He 
had,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
been  desirous  that  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  widow 
and  heirs  of  the  late  General  Brahan  should  have  received 
their  favorable  consideration,  and  was  yet  in  hopes  the 
Senate  would  pass  the  bill,  and  for  this  he  did  not  con- 
sider himself  as  obnoxious  to  the  charge  of  inconsis- 


tency. Times  were  different;  the  parties  had  changed, 
and  the  bill  itself  was  a  different  measure.  Ag[ain  he 
said  his  colleague  had  unnecessarily  and  gratuitously 
volunteered  himself  in  the  defence  of  the  honorable 
member  in  the  other  House  who  represented  the  district 
in  which  the  parties  resided,  before  any  charge  against 
him  had  been  made;  he  had  never  mentioned  his  name 
in  any  remarks  of  his  in  connexion  with  this  matter; 
his  volunteering  his  defence,  therefore,  was  altogether 
uncalled  for.  He  knew  his  colleague  was  unwilling  to 
see  any  thing  like  politics  connected  with  the  giving 
Caruthers  &  Kinkle  and  D.  B.  Turner  the  use  of  the 
thirty-six  thousand  dollars  of  the  public  money.  It  was 
natural  for  his  colleague  to  be  skeptical  and  unwilling 
to  receive  light  on  this  subject,  yet  he  hoped  he  would 
be  willing  to  let  the  report  and  accompanying  documents 
be  printed,  which  wotild  enable  others  to  judge  for 
themselves.  Mr.  M.  said  it  was  contended  that  all  who 
had  had  any  agency  in  this  matter  had  acted  with  a  view 
of  promoting  the  interest  of  Mrs.  Brahan  and  the  heirs 
of  the  late  General  Brahan;  but  with  such  views  the 
course  pursued,  he  thought,  was  inconsistent,  and  not 
at  all  calculated  to  produce  such  a  result. 

If  the  indulgence  and  the  use  of  the  money  had  been 
sought  for  them,  the  application  would  have  been  made 
by  them  or  the  leg^l  representatives;  and  if,  as  has  been 
contended  by  his  colleague,  the  object  in  giving  the* 
order  upon  the  United  States  district  attorney  in  favor 
of  Caruthers  had  been  only  to  suspend  the  final  settle- 
ment of  the  matter  until  time  was  given  to  know  the 
final  action  of  Congress  upon  the  biH  now  pending,  why 
then  he  would  say  they  had  been  very  unfortunate  in 
the  means  they  had  availed  themselves  of  in  order  to 
effect  ihat  object. 

With  such  an  object  in  view,  it  seemed  to  him  the 
order  would  have  been  different.  Not  that  the  "  ar- 
rangement" should  be  made  to-day,  or  immediately  (he 
believed  was  the  word;)  but  let  a  conditional  arrange- 
ment be  made  by  which  these  men  may  have  the  money 
for  the  use  of  the  estate  until  the  fate  of  the  bill  pending 
before  Congress  shall  be  known;  but,  in  lieu  of  this, 
orders  were  given  that  these  partisan  gentry  should  have 
the  benefit  of  the  money  for  five  years,  unconditionally, 
and  without  consulting  the  widow  and  heirs  immediately 
interested. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  thought,  as  he  had  said  before,  that 
if  the  application  for  the  use  of  this  money  had  proceed- 
ed from  those  entertaining  different  political  views,  and 
by  some  who  had  been  less  distinguished  as  enthusiastic 
and  zealous  partisans,  the  application  would  have  been 
more  rigidly  scrutinized,  and  the  result  different;  but 
he  was  willing  the  public  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
forming  a  correct  opinion  upon  thisi  subject,  and,  to 
enable  it  to  do  so,  he  hoped  the  report  and  documents 
would  be  printed;  and  they  were  ordered  to  be  printed 
accordingly. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WRIGHT,  the  bill  from  the  House 
making  appropriations  for  the  fortifications  of  the  United 
States  for  the  year  1836,  was  taken  up;  and  Mr.  W. 
went  into  an  explanation  of  the  details  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  moved  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  with  instructions  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  appropriations,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  expend  so  large  a  sum  as  that  appropriated 
during  the  remainder  of  the  year,  economical ly  or  prof- 
itably. The  old  rate  of  expenditure  for  fortifications, 
he  said,  had  never  exceeded  ^800, 000  in  a  yeap;  and  now 
it  was  proposed  to  appropriate,  in  time  of  profound 
peace,  when  there  was  not  the  slightest  prospect  of  a 
war,  in  this  bill,  and  the  one  that  had  been  sent  from 
the  Senate  to  the  House,  at  least  four  and  a  half  millions 
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of  dollars.  He  wished  to  know,  and  he  earnestly  de- 
sired gentlemen  to  answer  him,  why  it  was  sought  to 
make  this  vast  and  unusual  appropriation  at  this  time. 
Was  it  intended  that  it  should  remain  locked  up  in  the 
Treasury,  or  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  disbursing 
agents?  It  was  perfectly  clear,  he  said,  that  this  money 
would  not  be  required,  and  ought  not  be  appropriated; 
and  he  therefore  moved  to  recommit  tbe  bill  with,  in- 
structions to  reduce  the  appropriations  one  half. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  did  not  consider  the  appropriations 
too  high,  considering  that  last  year  the  fortification  bill 
was  lost,  and  that  they  were  now  appropriating  for  two 
years  instead  of  one.  In  order  to  obviate  the  difficulties 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  as  to  the 
moneys  remaining  idle  in  the  hands  of  the  disbursing 
agents,  he  would  submit  an  amendment,  providing  that 
it  shall  not  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury  until  it  is  want- 
ed for  the  expenditures  authorized  b^  the  bill* 

Mr.  CALHOUN  withdrew  his  motion  to  recommit,  in 
order  to  give  way  to  the  above  amendment  by  Mr. 
Clattov. 

Mr.  CLAY  thought  there  was  no  inconsistency  be- 
tween the  two  propositions,  to  amend  the  bill  as  propo- 
sed by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  with  the  view 
of  reducing  the  amount  proposed  for  fortifications,  and 
to  amend  it  as  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Delaware, 
to  restrain  the  issue  of  money  from  the  public  Treasury, 
except  as  it  should  ^be  called  for  in  a  course  of  regular 
disbursement.  Both  might  be  well  adopted,  and  he 
hoped  would  be. 

He  had,  however,  risen  more  particularly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  enor- 
mous and  alarming  amount  of  appropriations  which  had 
been  actually  made,  or  were  in  progress,  during  the  ses- 
sion. He  had  procured  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate a  statement  of  such  as  had  been  made  by  bills  which 
had  passed  one  or  both  Houses  up  to  the  27th  of  last 
month,  when  it  amounted  to  about  twenty-five  millions. 
Since  then,  other  bills  had  passed,  which  swelled  it  up 
to  thirty-two  or  three  millions;  and  other  bills  were  now 
in  progress,  and  would  probably  pass,  carrying  it  up 
to  forty  millions,  or  beyond  that  sum.  Forty  millions  of 
dollars  in  one  year,  when  we  have  no  debt,  and  no  for- 
eign war!  Will  not  the  country  be  justly  alarmed,  pro- 
foundly astonished,  when  it  hears  of  these  enormous  ap- 
propriations? Is  it  possible  to  proceed  with  the  Gov- 
ernment on  such  a  scale  of  expenditure? 
«  Why,  sir,  it  is  a  greater  amount  than  is  appropriated 
to  similar  objects  by  the  British  Parliament,  smce  its  re- 
form, in  one  year.  The  whole  revenue  of  Great  Britain 
is  about  forty-two  millions  sterling,  of  which  sum  twen- 
ty-eight millions  is  applied  to  the  public  debt,  six  to  the 
payment  of  pensions,  annuities,  &c.,  and  only  about 
eight  millions  to  the  current  annual  expenses  of  the 
whole  of  their  vast  establishment,  military  and  naval,  and 
the  civil  Government  at  home  and  abroad.  Now,  forty 
millions  of  dollars  exceed  eight  millions  sterling.  Who 
would  have  supposed  that  an  administration  which  came 
in  upon  pledges  and  promises  of  retrenchment,  reform, 
and  economy,  should  in  the  eighth  year  of  its  rule  have 
swelled  the  expenditure  of  the  Government  to  an  amuur^ 
exceeding  that  of  Great  Britain?  And  this  surprise  must 
be  increased  when  we  reflect  that  the  British  Parliament 
stands  to  the  people  of  Great  Britain  in  the  double  rela- 
tion of  the  Federal  and  State  Governments  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States. 

When  Mr.  Adams  left  the  administration,  the  current 
annual  expenses  of  the  Government,  exclusive  of  the  pub- 
lic debt,  amounted  to  about  twelve  millions.  Only  a 
few  years  ago  a  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  under  the 
present  administration  (Mr.  McLane)  estimated  the  or- 
dinary  expenses  of  the  Government  at  fifteen  millions 
annually.    Even  during  the  present  session,  the  able 


Senator  from  New  York,  when  the  land  bill  was  under 
discussion,  placed  them,  for  a  series  of  succeeding  year% 
at  eighteen  millions.  And  now  we  propose,  in  this  year, 
to  more  than  treble  the  amount  of  expenditure  during 
the  extravagant  administration,  as  it  was  charged,  of  Mr. 
Adams! 

Mr.  C.  hoped  the  Senate  would  pause.  He  called  upon 
the  friends  of  the  administration,  in  no  taunting  or  re-> 
proachful  spirit,'  to  redeem  the  pledges  and  promises 
with  which  they  came  into  power.  If  the  love  of  coun- 
try, if  a  faithful  discharge  of  duty  to  the  people,  if  a  just 
econdmy  would  not  animate  them,  aiid  stay  these  extrav- 
agant appropriations,  he  hoped  the  devotion  to  partj 
would.  Could  they  expect  to  continue  in  power  (and 
be  candidly  confessed  that  he  was  not  particularly  anx- 
ious that  they  should)  with  such  unexampled  appropria- 
tions? How  can  they  meet  their  constituents  with  these 
bills  staring  them  in  the  face? 

And  for  what  purpose  shall  they  be  made?  Does  any 
man  believe,  will  any  Senator  rise  in  his  place  and  say, 
that  these  immense  appropriations  can  be  prudently, 
safely,  and  wisely  disbursed?  jEIe  had,  indeed,  heard  it 
was  not  expected  they  would  be.  He  had  heard,  what  wai 
too  wicked,  profligate,  and  monstrous,  for  him  tobelieve, 
that  it  was  intended  to  withdraw  the  appropriations  from 
the  public  Treasury,  place  them  to  the  credit  of  dis- 
bursing officers,  in  the  custody  of  local  banks,  and  thus 
elude  the  operation  of  the  deposite  bill  which  has  re- 
cently passed.  That  bill  had  been  demanded  by  the 
people  of  this  country.  It  had  passed,  from  a  profound 
sense  of  duty,  in  consequence  of  that  demand,  by  un- 
precedented majorities  in  both  Houses.  And  he  would 
not  allow  himself  for  a  moment  to  believe  that  a  sinister 
design  existed  any  where  to  elude  the  operation  of  that 
great  and  salutary  measure.  What,  sir!  is  the  money  of 
the  people  of  this  country  to  be  held  in  the  deposite 
banks,  one  of  which,  according  to  a  statement  g^ing  the 
rounds  of  the  papers,  has  made  14^  per  cent,  dividend 
for  six  months? 

The  annual  average  appropriations  for  fortifications 
heretofore  have  been  about  seven  hundred  and  fifty  or 
eight  hundred  thousand  dollars;  and  by  the  bill  now  be- 
fore us,  and  that  for  a  similar  object  which  we  have  sent 
to  the  House,  if  both  pass,  we  shall  have  appropriated 
for  fortifications  for  one  year  four  millions  and  a  half.  Is 
it  possible  in  one  year  judiciously  to  expend  this  enor- 
mous sum?  When  we  look  at  the  price  of  labor,  the  de- 
mands upon  it,  for  an  increase  of  the  army,  for  volun- 
teers, and  for  the  general  avocations  of  society,  does 
any  body  believe  that  this  vast  sum  can  be  judiciously 
laid  out>  It  has  been  said  that,  having  omitted  to  make 
any  appropriation  last  year,  we  ought  this^ear  to  appro- 
priate double  the  ordinary  sum.  But,  if  you  cannot 
safely  expend  it,  why  should  that  be  done?  He  was  wil- 
ling to  make  large  and  liberal  appropriations  for  the  navy 
and  for  fortifications;  we  ought,  however,  to  [look  to  all 
our  great  interests,  and  regulate  the  appropriations  in  ref- 
erence to  a  survey  of  the  whole  country;and  he  earnestly 
entreated  the  Senate  to  fulfil  the  hopes  and  expecUtions 
which  had  been  recently  inspired  in  the  people  of  this 
country,  by  checking  and  puttiug  itself  decide<lly  against 
this  rash,  wild,  and  ruinous  extravagance.  He  would 
vote  for  the  commitment,  to  reduce  the  appropriations 
one  half;  after  which  there  would  remain  an  amount 
equal  to  double  the  ordinary  annual  appropriaiions,  with- 
out including  the  sum  in  the  bill  now  before  the  House. 
Mr.  WRIGHT  opposed  the  recommitment  in  a  speech 
of  some  length.  He  denied  that  the  appropriations  were 
unreasonable,  considering  that  they  were  now  passing  a 
bill  for  two  years,  instead  of  one,  in  consequence  of  the 
loss  of  the  fortification  bill  of  the  last  year.  He  asked 
gentlemen  to  point  out  any  particular  item  in  the  bill, 
and  show  that  it  was  unnecessary  and  unreasonable.  The 
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tppropriationsy  ho  said,  were  all  founded  on  estimates 
from  the  War  Department,  and  made  with  a  view  to 
economy,  as  far  as  was  consistent  with  the  public  service. 
Even  if  gentlemen  were  correct  in  their  predictions, 
there  could  be  no  inconvenience  in  appropriating  more 
money  than  would  be  expended  within  the  year;  for 
by  the  deposite  bill  just  passed,  it  would  all,  after  the  Ist 
of  January,  be  distributed  among  the  States,  no  more  be- 
ing drawn  from  the  Treasury  than  would  be  wanted  for 
expenditure.  In  reply  to  Mr.  CALRonir's  argument,  as 
to  time,  Hr.  W.  said  that  last  year  not  a  dollar  was 
appropriated;  and  now  that  they  were  in  the  middle  of 
the  year,  without  having  appropriated  a  dollar,  they 
were  told  that  they  must  not  appropriate  this  money  be- 
.<»use  it  could  not  be  expended.  When,  he  asked, 
would  another  bill  for  fortifications  be  passed?  Why, 
not  before  the  3d  of  March  next;  and  the  works  would 
be  stopped.  Mr.  W.  said  that  gentlemen,  in  speaking 
of  the  heavy  appropriations  under  this  bill,  did  not  seem 
to  consider  that  there  was  a  considerable  amount  appro- 
priated in  it  that  had  no  connexion  with  fortifications. 
Mr.  W.  then  took  a  view  of  these  items;  such  as  arse- 
nals, accoutrements  for  the  volunteers  and  for  the  army, 
fire  engines,  to  be  distributed  among  the  public  build- 
ings. Sec.  As  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Delaware,  he  had  no  objections  to  it. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  expressed  his  strong  objec- 
tions to  appropriating  at  this  time  so  much  larger  a  sum 
than  had  ever  been  before  applied  to  such  objects;  and 
contended  that  the  experience  of  former  years  showed 
that  when  appropriations  did 'not  run  over  $800,000, 
large  balances  of  it  remained  unexpended  at  the  end  of 
the  year.  He  was  satisfied  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  spend  more  than  one  third  of  this  money,  from  the 
want  of  engineers,  and  the  difficulty  of  procuring  labor 
and  materials  in  sufficient  quantities.  If  there  was  any 
one  to  blame  for  the  lateness  of  the  appropriation,  it  was 
the  House  of  Representatives,  who  had  kept  the  bill  back 
to  this  time. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  CALHOUN, 

Mr.  Clattojt's  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALL  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  providing 
that  of  the  appropriation  in  the  18th  line,  for  Fort  Dela- 
ware, the  Secretary  of  War  shall  be  authorized  to  ex- 
pend a  sum  not  exceeding  ^6,000,  to  perfect  the  title 
of  the  Unite<)  States  to  the  Pea  Patch,  in  case  it  shall  be 
his  opinion,  and  that  of  the  Attorney  General,  that  such 
perfection  of  title  is  necessary. 

An  elaborate  and  lengthy  legal  argument  grew  out  of 
this  motion,  in  which  the  original  and  conflicting  titles 
of  the  States  of  Delaware  and  IjJew  Jersey,  and  the  title 
of  the  United  States  under  Delaware,  and  that  of  Dr. 
Gale  under  New  Jersey,  was  discussed  with  great  force 
and  ability.  Messrs.  WALL  and  SOUTHARD  contend- 
ing for  the  validity  of  the  title  of  New  Jersey,  to  show 
that  the  title  of  the  United  States  was  imperfect,  and 
Messrs.  BAYARD  and  CLAYTON  contending  for  the  va- 
lidity of  the  title  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  and  the  per- 
fection of  the  grant  to  the  United  States;  the  argument 
being  principally  between  Messrs.  WALL  and  BAYARD. 

On  taking  the  question,  Mr.  Wall's  amendment  was 
rejected  by  tne  following  vote: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Brown,  Clay,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Linn, 
Niles,  Preston,  Robinson,  Southard,  Tomlinson,  Wall— 10. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Black,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden, Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hen- 
dricks, Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Leigh,  Moore, 
Nicholas,  Page,  Porter,  Rives,  Robbins,  Swif\,  q'alU 
madge.  Walker,  Webster,  White,  Wright— 25. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  then  moved  to  recommit  the  bill  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  with  instructions  lo  reduce 
the  appropriations  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  one  mil- 
lion six  hundred  thousand  dollars. 
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AHer  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  CALHOUN,  CRIT- 
TENDEN, and  EWING  of  Ohio,  in  favor  of  the  motion, 
and  from  Mr.  CLAYTON,  in  opposition  to  it,  the  ques- 
tion was  taken  and  lost:  Yeas  18,  nays  20,  as  follows: 

Ykab — Messrs.  Bayard,  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crit- 
tenden, Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Kent,  King  of 
Alabama,  Leigh,  Moore,  Porter,  Preston,  Robbins, 
Southard,  Swin,  Toralinson,  White— 18. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Clayton, 
Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  Linn, 
Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page,  Rives,  Robinson,  TalU 
madge,  Tipton,  Walker,  Webster,  Wright— 20. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  for 
the  purpose  of  going  into  executive  business. 

Mr.  BENTON,  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered,  and  the  question  was  decided:  Yeas  15, 
nays  21,  as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Clayton,  Crit- 
tenden, Ewing  of  Ohio,  Kent,  Leigh,  Moore,  Porter, 
Preston,  Robbins,  Southard,  Swif^,  Tomlinson,  Web- 
ster—16. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan^ 
Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Hendricks,  Hubbard,  King 
of  Alabamg,  Linn,  Morris,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page, 
Rives,  Robinson,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Walker,  White, 
Wright— 21. 

Mr.. CLAY  said  he  would  make  another  effort  to  bring 
down  the  expenditures  of  this  bill,  and  this  would  be 
the  last  effort  he  would  make  for  arresting  the  enor- 
mous, extravagant,  and  alarming  appropriations  of  this 
Congress.  After  some  remarks,  Mr.  C.  moved  to  re* 
commit  the  bill  with  instructions'  to  reduce  the  appro- 
priations one  third. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question. 
He  desired  to  see  it  taken  on  the  question  of  recommit- 
ment first.  He  felt  the  force  of  the  arguments  of  the 
Senators  from  South  Carolina  and  Kentucky,  and  be 
was  willing  that  the  bill  should  be  recommitted,  in  order 
that  an  examination  might  be  made  to  see  if  any  of  the 
items  could  be  reduced  consistently  with  a  due  regard 
to  the  public  service.  But  he  never  could  give  his  vote 
to  instruct  the  committee  to  bring  down  the  appropria- 
tions to  an  arbitrary  standard  without  considering  what 
could  or  could  not  be  properly  reduced.  Gentlemen 
talked  of  unprecedented,  enormous,  and  alarming  appro- 
priations, and  this  might  all  be  so,  but  he  doubted  it. 
He  wanted  gentlemen  to  put  their  fingers  on  a  single 
item  of  this  bill  and  show  him  that  it  could  be  dispensed 
with.  He,  for  his  part,  could  not  see  any  that  ought  (o 
be  dispensed  with.  He  knew  that  there  were  many 
items  in  this  bill  which  were  in  the  bill  of  the  last  year 
that  was  lost,  and  no  roan  objected  to  them.  Now  gen- 
tlemen talked  of  the  enormous  appropriations  in  the 
aggregate,  without  showing  any  particular  items  that 
could  be  objected  to. 

Mr.  CUTHBERT  said  that  it  was  well  known,  in  the 
first  place,  that  this  bill  had  not  suddenly  sprung  up,  and 
that  It  did  not  conoe  before  them  without  sufficient  esti- 
mates. It  came  to  them  with  the  approbation  of  the 
other  House,  with  whom  appropriations  usually  origi- 
nate. It  was,  therefore,  not  a  little  extraordinary  that 
the  Senators  from  Souih  Carolina  and  Kentucky  should 
indulge  in  a  strain  of  invective  and  declamation,  not  to 
show  that  the  appropriations  were  not  suited  to  the  ex- 
igencies of  the  country,  but  against  the  strength  and 
capacity  of  the  country  to  carry  on  the  usual  and  ordi- 
nary operations  in  providing  for  its  defence.  Never  be- 
fore was  it  doubted  that  a  nation  had  the  strength  and 
capacity  to  use  the  ample  means  at  its  own  disposal.  A 
most  wonderful  and  profound  calculation,  that  the  pow- 
er of  a  nation  to  provide  for  the  security  and  happiness 
of  its  members  was  dimini&hed  in  proportion  to  the 
abundance  of  its  resources!    He  had  no  objections  to  a 
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full  ezAmination  of  the  appropriations  contained  in  this 
bill;  but  let  it,  he  said,  be  made  on  just  and  correct 
principles,  and  not  in  accordance  with  the  denunciations 
of  the  Senators  from  Kentucky  and  South  Carolina.  It 
was  not  the  mere  sound  of  pompous  language  and  loud 
declamation  that  should  weigh  against  the  appropriations 
in  this  bill.  Let  gentlemen,  as  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware had  well  remarked,  point  out  tiie  items  that  were 
extravagant  or  unnecessary;  let  gentlemen  correct  the 
estimates,  and  show  that  they  were  too  high,  instead  of  in- 
dulging in  fl^neral  demmciations .  Convince  him  that  any 
particular  item  was  extravagant  or  unnecessary,  and  he 
would  most  cheerfully  vote  either  to  reduce  or  strike  it 
out. 

The  debate  was  further  continued  by  Messrs.  WEB- 
STER, CALHOUN,  PRESTON,  and  DAVIS,  after 
which  the  question  was  taken  on  the  recommitment 
without  instructions,  and  carried:  Yeas  34,  nays  18,  as 
follows: 

Ykas— Messrs.  Bayard,  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Clay- 
Ion,  Crittenden,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Hendricks,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia, 
Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Porfer,  Preston,  Bobbins, 
Southard,  Swift,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White — 24. 

Nats— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cuthbest, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hubbard,  Linn,  Morris, 
Nicholas,  Page,  Rives,  Robinson,  Tallmadge,  Tipton, 
Walker,  Wright— 18. 

After  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tbvbsdat,  Juvx  30. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  announced  that  he  should 
not  resume  the  Chair,  during  the  present  session,  after 
this  day. 

EXPUNGING  RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  BENTON,  after  a  few  remarks,  in  reference  to 
the  cause  which  prevented  him  from  calling  up  the  ex- 
punging resolution  yesterday,  said  he  leA  it  to  the  Sen- 
ate to  act  in  reference  to  it  as  they  might  think 
proper. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  PRESTON,  Mr. 
CLAY,  and  Mr.  BENTON,  the  subject  was  finally 
dropped. 

The  remarks  of  Mr.  Ckat  were  as  follows: 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  be  would  take  the  opportunity 
of  saying  that  it  had  been  his  fixed  purpose,  considering 
the  relation  in  which  he  stood  to  the  resolution  of  March, 
1834^  and  to  the  Senate,  as  having  offered  it,  to  address 
the  Senate  on  the  subject  of  it.  He  was  particularly 
^emrous  to  have  vindicated  the  resolution  in  the  asser- 
tion which  it  contained  of  the  exercise  of  executive 
power  in  derogation  from  the  constitution  and  laws  of 
the  United  States.  After  the  fullest  reflection,  his  judg- 
ment remained  unchanged,  that  it  was  an  exercise  of 
illegal  and  unconstitutional  power,  and  dangerous  to  the 
liberties  of  the  people  of  this  country.  And  if  he 
could  have  seen  a  suitable  occasion,  aAer  hearing  all 
that  could  be  urged  against  the  resolution,  he  should 
have  endeavored  to  maintain,  by  argument,  that  propo- 
sition. But  it  has  been  so  treated,  from  time  to  time, 
taken  up  and  laid  upon  the  table,  (the  last  time  to  af- 
ford an  opportunity  to  the  present  Chief  Magistrate  of 
an  eastern  State  to  deliver  his  sentiments  upon  it,  when 
be  (Mr.  C.)  was  detained  from  the  Senate  by  the  illness 
of  a  member  of  his  family,}  that  he  has  not  seea  a  fit 
moment  when  he  could,  according  to  his  sense  of  pro- 
priety,* address  the  Senate.  It  is  now,  as  every  Senator 
must  feel,  entirely  too  late  in  the  session,  when  impor- 
tant public  business  was  pressing  upon  both  Houses,  to 
protract  the  discussion  upon  this  resolution.  Mr.  C. 
was  anxious  to  have  brought  forward  from  the  present 


democratic  fountain  in  this  country  a  precedent,*  on  all 
substantia]  points  directly  applicable,  against  the  process 
of  mutilating  and  expunging  the  journals  of  the  Senate. 
But,  solicitous  as  he  was  to  discuss  the  particular  topic, 
and  to  spread  before  the  Senate  the  precedent  to  which 
he  referred,  he  could  not  think  of  trespassing  on  the 
time  of  the  Senate  during  the  precious  moments  that  re- 
main. With  respect  to  the  final  disposition  to  be  made 
of  the  resolution,  he  was  content  to  acquiesce  in  any  de- 
cision the  Senate  might  think  proper  to  make.  If  it  be 
its  pleasure  to  take  up  the  resolution  and  pass  defini- 
tively upon  it,  without  further  debate,  he  would  be  sat- 
isfied. 

The  bill  from  the  House  to  change  the  time  for  the 
annual  meeting  of  Congress  was  taken  up,  and  indefi- 
nitely postponed:  Yeas  24. 

The  resolution  from  the  House  to  change  the  joint 
rules  so  as  to  continue  all  unfinished  business  in  both 
Houses  over  to  the  next  session  was  indefinitely  post- 
poned. 

TEXAS. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  take  up  the  resolution  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the  subject 
of  Texas. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  Suggested  that  the  subject 
should  be  made  the  special  order  for  the  4th  of  July, 
when  legislative  business  shall  be  ended,  this  being  the 
last  day  when  bills  can  be  sent  to  the  House. 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  to  postpone  the  subject  till 
to-morrow* 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  consideration 
of  the  subject  was  postponed  till  to-morrow. 

ARMORIES,  ARSENALS,  &c 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  bill  to  esUblish  a 
foundry  or  armory  in  the  West,  arsenals  in  the  States  in 
which  none  have  yet  been  established,  and  depots  for 
arms  in  certain  States  and  Territories,  was  taken  up. 

The  bill  was  supported  by  Messrs.  WALKER,  BEN- 
TON, WEBSTER,  and  LINN,  and  opposed  by  Messrs. 
CRITTENDEN  and  CALHOUN. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  said  that,  as  he  was  in  favor 
of  some  of  the  objects  of  the  bill,  it  was  with  great  re- 
luctance that  he  voted  against  the  bill,  on  account  of 
some  items  that  be  could  not  approve.    He  could  not  at 

•  We  have  procured  from  the  printed  journals  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  Pennsylvania  the  following 
extract,  containing  the  precedent  to  which  Mr.  Clat  is 
understood  to  have  alluded. — Ebitobb. 

•*  Saturday,  February  10,  1816. 

**  The  Speaker  informed  the  House  that  a  constitu- 
tional question  being  involved  in  a  decision  by  him  yes- 
terday, on  a  motion  to  expunge  certain  proceedings 
from  the  journal,  he  was  desirous  of  having  the  opinion 
of  the  House  on  that  decision,,  viz:  that  a  majority  can 
expunge  from  the  journal  any  proceedings  in  which  the 
yeas  and  nays  have  not  been  called. 

"Whereupon,  Mr.  Holgate  and  Mr.  Sinith appealed 
from  said  decision. 

*'  And  on  the  question,  *  Is  the  Speaker  right  in  the 
decision?' 

•*  There  were  3  ayes  and  78  noes  (including  the  two 
present  Senators  from  Pennsylvania)  against  the  Speak- 
er's decision. 

«  On  the  same  day, 

**  A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Buchanan  and  Mr.  Kel- 
ly, and  read,  as  follows^  viz: 

*'  Betohed,  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  no  part 
of  the  journals  of  the  House  can  be  expunged,  even  by 
unanimous  consent. '' 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1909 


OF  DEBATES  JN  CONGRESS. 


1910 


JUTTB  so,  1836.] 


Jos^h  Qrant—Fortifleaiim  BiU, 


[Sekatx. 


any  time  vote  for  a  bill,  any  part  of  the  object  of  which 
was  the  expenditure  of  money  alone,  without  regard  to 
national  utility;  and  that  this  was  a  bill  of  this  character 
seemed  partially  acknowledged  by  some  of  its  friends. 
There  was  no  fitness,  he  said,  in  establishing  arsenals  in 
every  State,  without  regard  to  location  or  utility.  And 
one  half  at  least  of  the  arsenals  proposed  would  be  as 
useless  as  would  be  a  horse  stable  in  the  city  of  Venice. 
And  as  to  the  armory  in  the  West,  it  was  about  as  much 
called  for  as  an  additional  Capitol,  or  a  navy  yard  in  the 
western  prairies.  Where  was  the  necessity  for  it?  We 
had  now  on  hand  upwards  of  8,000,000  stand  of  arms, 
which  he  himself  thought  enough,  as  it  was  about  as 
many  as  France  or  England  had,  with  their  largfe  milita- 
ry establishments,  and  three  times  our  population.  The 
utmost  that  any  one  required  was  one  million,  and  we 
now  proposed  to  expend  $555,000  for  an  armory,  only 
required  to  expedite  the  supply  of  two  hundred  thou- 
sand stand  of  arms,  not  needed  immediately,  and  he 
believed  not  needed  at  all;  when  the  number  required 
would  be  supplied  from  existing  establishments  before 
the  work  would  be  completed.  In  answer  to  all  this, 
however,  it  was  said  that  justice  reauired  an  expendi- 
ture of  money  in  the  West.  He  could  not  subscribe  to 
such  a  principle.  The  work  was  a  national  work,  and 
if  it  were  not  necessary  any  where,  it  was  not  necessary 
in  the  West.  If  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  wished 
another  depot  in  his  State,  let  him  have  it;  if  another 
were  needed  in  Missouri,  let  it  be  built;  and  if  more  were 
shown  to  be  necessary  any  where  in  the  West  or  else- 
where, he  was  ready  to  vote  for  them,  but  could  not 
vote  for  works  of  enormous  cost  in  the  construction, 
and  which  would  have  to  be  kept  up  at  a  very  heavy 
additional  annual  expenditure,  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  expending  money  in  any  particular  section  of 
country. 

In  truth,  Mr.  K.said,  the  importance  of  these  expend- 
itures was  greatly  overrated  by  gentlemen.  Wealth 
was  never  created  in  any  community  by  a  mere  expend- 
iture of  money.  Jobbers  might  be  enriched  by  Gov- 
ernment expenditures,  but  communities  were  only  en- 
riched by  a  steady  increase  of  capital,  and  permanent 
investments  increasing  the  quantity  of  valuable  products. 
He  could  refer  his  friend  from  Missouri  to  an  example, 
upon  a  small  scale,  of  a  community  depending  upon 
Government  expenditure  alone.  He  referred  to  the 
District  of  Columbia,  whose  financial  condition  the  Sen- 
ator himself  had  truly  stated  to  be  worse  than  that  of  ten 
miles  square  in  any  part  of  the  globe,  not  excepting  the 
deserts  of  Arabia.  He  thought  uncertain  expenditures 
in  this  country,  where  all  the  population  were  already 
well  employed,  was  attended  often  with  injurious  rather 
than  beneficial  consequences,  as  the  people  are  too  apt  to 
depend  on  expenditures  alone.  After  referring  to  the 
subject  of  a  national  -  foundry,  which,  he  said,  he  was 
disposed  to  vote  for,  that  we  might  have  a  national  es- 
tablishment of  this  kind,  although  we  were  pressed  by 
ho  necessity  on  this  head,  as  we  could  be  abundantly 
supplied  with  cannon  from  the  existing  private  estab- 
lishments, he  concluded  by  regretting  that  he  could  not 
vote  for  the  bill,  in  consequence  of  the  objectionable 
items  it  contained. 

The  bill  was  then  passed:  Yeas  24,  nays  15,  as  fol- 
lows. 

YsAs-^Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Buchanan, 
Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hub- 
bard, Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Morris,  Nicholas, 
Page,  Rives,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Tallmadge,  Tipton, 
Walker,  Wall,  White,  Wright— 24. 

Nats— Messrs.  Calhoun,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  King  of  Georgia,  Leigh, 
Manarum,  Moore,  Preston,  Bobbins,  Southard,  Swift» 
Toim'mson— 15.. 


JOSEPH  GRANT. 

A  bill  granting  a  patent  to  Joseph  Grant  was  read  a 
third  time,  and  passed  by  the  following  vote: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Cuthbert,  Davis,  Goldsborough,  Hen« 
dricks,  King  of  Alabama,  ^night,  Leigh,  Linn,  Mangum, 
Nicholas,  Porter,  Preston,  Rives,  Robbins,  Ruggles, 
Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  White— 19. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Ewing  of  Illi- 
nois, Ewing  of  Ohio,  Grundy,  Hubbard,  King  of  Geor- 
gia, Moore,  Morris,  Robinson,  Southard,  Tipton,  Walk- 
er, Wall,  Wright— 16. 

FORTIFICATION  BILL. 

Mr.  WRIGHT,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to 
which  had  been  referred  the  bill  making  appropriations 
for  certain  fortifications  of  the  United  States  for  the  year 
1836,  reported  that  the  committee  had  had  this  bill  un- 
der consideration (  but  it  having  been  referred  to  them 
without  instructions,  and  believing  that  no  reductions 
could  be  made  consistently  with  the  public  service,  and 
in  the  absence  of  all  information  to  show  the  propriety 
of  such  a  reduction,  they  had  come  to  the  determination 
to  report  back  the  bill  in  the  same  state  in  which  it  had 
been  referred  to  them. 

Mr.  W.  moved  to  strike  out  the  appropriations  for 
arsenals  in  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  at  Memphis,  Ten* 
nessee,  the  same  being  included  in  the  arsenal  bill  just 
passed;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  moved  to  strike  out  the  appropria- 
tion of  $150,000  for  Fort  Delaware,  and  asked  the  yeas 
and  nays;  which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  followsr 

YiAS— Messrs.  Brown,  Clay,  Crittenden,  Ewing  of 
Illinois,  Hendricks,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Porter, 
Preston,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Southard,  Swift,  Tipton, 
Wall— 16.   . 

Nats — Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Grundy,  Hub- 
bard, King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Knight,  Linn, 
Nicholas,  Page,  Rives,  Robbins,  Tallmadge,  Walker^ 
Webster,  White,  Wright— 22. 

Mr.  CRITTENDEN  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,,  with 
instructions  to  reduce  the  appropriations  to  such  sum 
as  may  be  judiciously  expended  by  the  4th  of  Bfarch 
next. 

Mr.  CLAY  made  some  remarks  on  the  singularity  of 
the  committee  having  reported  the  bill  back  without  re- 
duction, after  the  sense  of  the  Senate  had  been  express- 
ed in  favor  of  reduction. 

Mr.  WRIGHT  replied  as  to  the  impossibility  of  the 
committee  having  any  further  information  since  yes* 
terday,  which  had  not  been  before  the  committee  for 
months.  ^ 

Mr.  CLAY  asked  for  what  purpose  the  bill  was  com- 
mitted.- Was  it  to  be  permitted  that  a  majority  of  a 
committee  should  overrule  the  decision  of  a  majority  of 
the  Senate?  After  the  Senator  had  made  the  same 
statement  yesterday,  the  Senate  ordered  the  recommit-^ 
ment,  and  here,  after  a  few  hours,  the  bill  is  brought 
back  in  the  same  form. 

After  some  few  remarks  from  Mr.  PRESTON  and 
Mr.  WRIGHT, 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  it  had  been  stated  that  two  thou- 
sand g^ns  were  all  that  would  be  required  to  arm  the 
fortifications,  and  that  we  had  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighteen;  and,  as  liberal  appropriations  had 
been  made  in  another  bill,  he  could  not  see  the  pruprie- 
tv  of  voting  the  large  sums  in  this  bill.  He  stated  that  . 
^00,000  was  wanted  for  the  transportation  of  arms;  and 
a  gentleman  of  responsibility  had  stated,  in  the  other 
House,  that  all  the  arms  in  the  country  could  be  trans- 
ported for  $25,000. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  adverted  to  the  necessity  for  some 
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point  at  which  the  accumulation  of  arms  must  stop,  and 
when  there  would  be  a  tremendous  reaction,  when  the 
Ipsses  in  consequence  of  risk,  ensurance,  impediment, 
&c.,  would  be  infinitely  greater  than  the  value  of  the 
arms. 

Mr.  CUTHBBRT  stated  his  understanding  of  the 
feelings  and  views  which  influenced  the  Senate  to  re- 
commit the  biUt  and  alleged  that  there  was  a  change  of 
ground,  and,  of  course,  in  the  action  of  the  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side.  He  warned  them  not  to  incur  the 
suspicion  of  acting  only  for  the  purpose  of  winning  pop- 
ular favor,  and  to  recollect  that  the  verdict  of  the  coun- 
try had  been  repeatediv  given  in  favor  of  the  system  of 
defence  on  which  this  bill  was  founded, 

Mr.  PRESTON  said  that  be  was  in  entire  ignorance 
of  the  matters  on  which  he  was  now  called  to  vote.  He 
stated  what  had  been  for  many  years  the  amouut  of  the 
annual  appropriations  for  fortifications,  and  protested 
against  doubling  now,  when  six  months  of  the  year  had 
expired. 

After  some  further  debate,  the  question  was  taken 
on  the  motion,  and  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas  18, 
nays  21. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  engrossing  the  amend- 
ment, and  ordering  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time,  by 
the  following  vote: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Black,  Brown,  Bu- 
chanan, Cuthbert,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hubbard,  Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Morris,  Nicho- 
las, Niles,  Page,  Porter,  Rives,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Rug- 
gles,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Tomlinson^  Walker,  Webster, 
White,  Wright— 58. 

Nats— Messrs.  Calhoun,  Oiay,  Crittenden,  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Preston,  Southard— 9. 
DEATH  OF  JAMES  MADISON. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  DoxxLsoir,  his  sec- 
retary: 

WASRiiftooir,  June  30,  1836. 
7h  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives: 

It  becomes  my  painful  duty  to  announce  to  you  the 
melancholy  intelligence  of  the  death  of  Jakxs  Madisoit, 
Rz-President  of  the  United  States.  He  departed  this 
life  at  half  past  six  o'clock,  on  the  morning  of  the  28th 
instant,  full  of  years  and  full  of  honors. 

I  hasten  this  communication,  in  order  that  Congress 
ma;^  adopt  such  measures  as  may  be  proper  to  testify 
their  sense  of  the  respect  which  is  due  to  the  memory  of 
one  whose  life  has  contributed  so  essentially  to  the  hap- 
piness and  glory  of  his  country,  and  to  the  good  of  man- 
kind. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

Mr.  RIVES  addressed  the  Senate  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  it  would  be  an  act  of  sacri- 
legious temerity,  were  I  to  attempt  to  add  to  the  intrinsic 
pathos  of  the  melancholy  intelligence  just  announced  to 
us  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  any  thing 
in  the  way  of  eulogy  on  the  characler  of  the  great  man 
whose  decease  he  has  communicated  to  us.  The  eulogy 
of  Mr.  Madison  is  written  in  every  page  of  the  history  of 
his  country,  to  whose  service  his  whole  life  was  devoted, 
and  with  every  gr^at  event  in  whose  annals  his  name 
stands  conspicuously  and  enduringly  identified.  Filled, 
however,  as  his  life  was,  from  Us  dawn  to  its  close,  with 
labors  of  patriotism  and  superior  wisdom,  there  is  one 
great  work  of  his  which  must  ever  recur  prominently  to 
the  grateful  memory  of  his  country.  He  was,  in  an 
especial  manner,  the  founder  and  author  of  that  glorious 
constitution  which  is  the  bond  of  our  Union  and  the 
charter  of  our  liberties;  and  it  was  graciqusly  vouchsafed 
to  him,  in  the  order  of  providence,  to  witness,  for  a 
longer  period  than  any  of  his  illDstrious  collea^es,  the 


rieh  blessings  which  have  resulted  fVom  its  establishment. 
He  was  the  last  surviving  signer  of  that  sacred  instru- 
ment. Amid  the  general  grief  which  pervades  the 
nation,  may  we  not  indulge  one  consolation  at  least,  in 
the  hope  that  his  death,  whilst  adding  the  last  seal  to  his 
own  fame  and  glory,  will,  in  some  sort,  canonize  the 
work  of  his  hands,  and  surround  with  a  new  veneration 
that  precious  relic  of  the  wi^om  of  our  departed  patri* 
ots  and  sages. 

But,  sir,  I  will  not  speak  of  the  public  life  of  Mr. 
Madison;  it  is  known  to  us  all;  it  is  appreciated  by  us 
all.  It  was  my  privilege  to  see  and  to  know  him  in  the 
scenes  of  that  classic  retirement  in  which  he  passed  the 
evening  of  his  days.  It  was  there  that  the  mild  lustre  of 
his  private  virtues,  which  formed  the  crowning  grace 
of  his  character,  and  is  the  indispensable  complement  of 
a  true  public  glory,  was  seen  and  felt.  But  who  can 
paint  him  there?  Who  can  adequately  describe  that 
fascinating  suavity  of  temper  and  manners,  that  spirit  and 
grace  of  conversation  so  happily  blended  with  the  ora- 
cles of  philosophy  and  experience,  that  amiable  and  cul- 
tivated benevolence,  ever  watchful  of  the  feelings  and 
comfort  of  others,  even  in  the  minutest  trifles,  which, 
together,  formed,  around  the  hearth  of  Montpelier,  a 
group  of  social  virtues  and  attractions  which,  however 
incompetent  the  powers  of  language  to  portray,  none 
who  have  felt  their  influence  can  ever  forget?  In  speak- 
ing of  these  things,  Mr.  President,  I  am  but  too  forcibly 
reminded  of  my  own  personal  loss  in  the  general  and 
national  calamity  which  welill  bewail.  I  was  the  neigh- 
bor  of  Mr.  Madison,  sir^  and  enjoyed  his  kindness  and 
friendship;  and  if,  in  speaking  of  a  g^eat  national  be- 
reavement mv  mind  recurs  too  fondly  to  the  chasm  his 
death  has  left  in  the  immediate  circle  of  his  friends, 
something,  I  trust,  will  be  pardoned  to  the  feelings  of 
the  heart. 

It  is  my  melancholy  satisfaction  to  have  received,  in 
all  probability,  the  last  letter  ever  si^ed  by  his  hand. 
It  bears  date  only  six  days  before  his  death,  and  fur- 
nishes, in  its  contents,  a  striking  illustration  of  that 
amiable  benevolence,  and  sensibility  to  the  kindness  of 
others,  which  formed  so  prominent  a  trait  in  his  charac- 
ter. In  that  letter,  which  is  now  before  me,  he  spoke 
of  his  "enfeebled  health;  and  his  trembling  and  unsteady 
signature,  so  much  in  contrast  with  the  usual  firmness 
and  regularity  of  hb  writing,  bore  a  graphic  and  melan- 
choly intimation  of  his  approaching  end.  Still  I  trusted 
that  his  light  might  hold  out  to  the  4th  of  July,  that  he 
might  be  restored  on  that  glorious  anniversary  to  an 
immortal  companionship  with  those  great  men  and  pa- 
triots with  whom  he  had  been  intimately  connected  in 
lifcj  and  whose  coincident  deaths,  on  the  birthday  of  the 
nation's  freedom,  had  imparted  to  that  day,  if  possible, 
an  additional  and  mysterious  illustration.  But  it  has 
been  ordered  otherwise.  His  career  has  been  closed  at 
an  epoch  which,  forty-nine  vears  ago,  witnessed  his 
most  efiicient  labors  in  the  illustrious  assembly  which 
laid  the  foundations  of  our  present  system  of  Govern- 
ment, and  will  thus,  by  the  remembrance  of  his  death, 
as  well  as  by  the  services  of  his  life,  more  closely  asso- 
ciate him  with  that  great  work  which  is  at  once  the 
source  and  the  guarantee  of  his  country's  happiness  and 
glory. 

What  honors,  Mr.  President,  are  there,  by  which  we 
can  do  justice  to  a  character  which  history  will  hold  up 
to  future  ages  as  a  model  of  public  and  private  virtue, 
not  surpassed  by  the  brightest  examples  in  ancient  or 
modern  times ^  Sir,  there  are  none.  Still  it  is  proper 
that,  as  representatives  of  the  American  people,  we 
should  show,  by  some  suitable  manifestations,  how  sin- 
cerely and  deeply  we  participate  in  the  universal  feeling 
of  tgrief  on  this  mournful  occasion;  and  I  move  you, 
therefore,  the  following  resolution: 
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Begoived,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate,  to  join  such  committee  as  may  be  appoint- 
ed on  the  part  of  the  Houae,  to  consider  and  report  by 
what  token  of  respect  and  affection  it  may  be  proper  for 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  express  the  deep 
sensibility  of  the  nation  to  the  event  of  the  decease  of 
Mr.  Madison,  just  announced  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted;  and, 
On  motion  of  Mr.  RIVES,  the  committee  was  appoint- 
ed by  the  Chair,  consisting  oF  the  following  gentlemen: 
Messrs.  Riyxs,  Cult,  Calhouv,  Ghvhst,  Buchahav^ 
LxioH,  and  Tallxadgx. 

SUPPLEMfiNTARY  DEPOSITE  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  bill  supplementary 
to  an  act  to  reguUite  the  deposites  of  the  public  money 
was  taken  up  for  consideration. 

[This  bill  goes  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  transfer  money  from  the  deposite  banks  in 
any  State  or  Territory  to  any  other  deposite  bank,  when 
it  IS  necessaiy  to  prevent  the  accumulation  of  too  much 
of  the  public  money  in  any  one  bank.] 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  Uble,  but 
withdrew  the  motion. 

Mr.  WALKER  renewed  the  motion,  and  it  was  nega- 
tived. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was  concurred  in, 
and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
till  seven  o'clock;  which  \ras  agreed  to. 

EvsiriKo  Sxssioir. 

The  bill  supplemental  to  the  act  to  regulate  the  pub- 
lic deposites  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed,  by 
yeas  and  nays,  as  follows: 

YxAS — Messrs.  Bayard,  Buchanan,  Clayton,  Cuthbert, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent, 
King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Linn,  Nicholas, 
Niles,  Page,  Porter,  Preston,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  South- 
ard, Swift,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Wright— 24. 

Nats — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Mangum,  Moore, 
Walker,  White— 6. 

WISCONSIN. 

The  bill  to  create  the  offioe  of  surveyor  of  public 
lands  in  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin  was  taken  up  for 
consideration. 

Mr.  TIPTON  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  con- 
sidering the  office  unnecessary. 

Mr.  EWING  opposed  the  motion,  and,  on  taking  the 
question,  it  was  rejected. 

Mr.  TlPTOifthen  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  stri- 
king out  the  whole,  and  inserting  a  substitute,  providing 
that  the  office  of  surveyor  general  of  the  public  lands, 
for  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Wisconsin,  shall  be  held 
at 1  Indiana. 

Mr.  T.  accompanied  this  motion  with  some  remarks  in 
its  favor. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  said  that  there  were,  no  doubt, 
many  advantages  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  but  he  thought  it  too  late  in  the  session 
now  to  obtain  information  from  the  General  Land  Of- 
fice, which  was  necessary  before  making  so  important  a 
change. 

Mr.  Tipton's  motion  was  rejected,  and  the  bill  was 
ordered  t^be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading.  It  was,  in 
a  subsequent  part  of  the  evening,  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

RESPECT  TO  JAMES  MADISON. 
Mr.  RIVES,  from  tlie  select  committee  appointed  to 
meet  such  committee  as  might  be  appointed  by  the  other 
House  to  consider  and  report  by  what  token  of  respect 


and  affection  it  may  be  proper  for  the  Cong^ss  of  the 
United  States  to  express  the  deep  sensibility  of  the  na- 
tion in  the  event  of  the  decease  of  Mr.  Madison,  report- 
ed the  following  resolutions,  which  were  unanimously 
adopted: 

**  The  President  of  the  United  States  having  commu- 
nicated to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  the  melancholy 
intelligence  of  the  death  of  their  illustrious  fellow-citizen, 
.Tames  Madison,  of  Virginia,  late  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  two  Houses  sharing  in  the  general  grief 
which  this  distressing  event  must  produce — 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Home  of  ReprtieniaUvea  of 
the  United  iStaiea  ofjSmeriea  in  Congress  assembledy  That 
the  chairs  of  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  be  shrouded 
in  black  during  the  residue  of  the  session,  and  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  the  members  and  officers  of  both 
Houses,  wear  the  usual  badge  of  mourning  for  thirty 
days. 

Resolved,  That  it  be  recommended  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States  to  wear  crape  on  the  left  arm,  as 
mourning,  for  thirty  days. 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  transmit  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  to  Mrs. 
Madison,  and  to  assure  her  of  the  profound  respect  of 
the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  her  person  and  charac- 
ter, and  of  their  sincere  condolence  on  the  late  afflicting 
dispensation  of  Providence. 

After  transacting  a  large  amount  of  other  business, 
principally  in  relation  to  bills, 

l*he  Senate  adjourned  at  about  half  past  IS  o'clock. 

Fbidat,  JuIiT  1. 
PRESIDENT  OF  THE  SENATE  PRO  TEM. 

At  eleven  o'clock,  A.  M.,  the  Secretary  called  the 
Senate  to  order;  and. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  election  of  a  President  pro  tem. ;  and  the  ballots 
being  counted,  the  votes  appeared  to  be  as  follows: 
For  Mr.  Kive,  of  Alabama,  ...        22 

For  Mr,  Southahd, 14 

Scattering,  -...--  4 

So  that  Mr.  Kivo,  of  Alabama,  was  declared  to  be 
duly  elected  President  of  the  Senate,  pro  tem.,  and  was 
conducted  to  the  chair  by  Mr.  Whitx. 

The  President  pro  tem.  returned  his  thanks,  to  the  fo!« 
lowing  effect: 
Gentlemen  of  the  Senate.- 

This  flattering  manifestation  of  the  confidence  and 
respect  of  my  brother  Senators  fills  my  heart  with  the 
liveliest  sensibility. 

To  be  called  to  preside  over  the  deliberations  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  distinguished  as  it  is  for 
intelligence,  moral  worth,  and  a  patriotic  devotion  to  the 
principles  of  liberty,  is  an  honor  of  which  the  first  in 
this  land  might  be  justly  proud.  I  shall  enter,  gentle- 
men, upon  the  discharge  of  the  duties  which  your  kind- 
ness has  devolved  upon  me,  with  the  determination  to 
discharge  them  zealously,  faithfully,  and  impartially.  I 
am,  however,  fully  aware  that,  unless  I  am  sustained  by 
the  Senate,  all  my  efforts  correctly  and  usefully  to  dis- 
charge them  must  prove  vain  and  fruitless;  but  the  order^ 
the  decorum,  which  has  heretofore  so  eminently  distin- 
guished the  Senate  of  the  United  States;  the  courtesy 
and  good  feeling  which  has  uniformly  marked  the  official 
and  social  intercourse  of  its  members,  gives  to  me  the 
strongest  assurance  that  I  may  confidently  relv  on  their 
kindness  and  support.  I  earnestly  request  honorable 
Senators  to  make  proper  allowances  for  the  errors  into 
which  I  may  occasionally  fall,  and  to  aid  me  in  correct- 
ing them. 
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TEXAS. 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  rea- 
olution  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relationa  on  the 
gabject  of  Texas. 

Mr.  PRESTON  made  some  remarks,  in  the  course  of 
which  he  stated  that  he  had  with  difficulty  restrained 
himself  from  offering  an  amendment  to  recognise  the  in- 
dependence of  Texas  immediately.  He  gave  a  brief 
narrative  of  the  events  of  the  revolution  in  Texas»  and 
stated  that  he  had  this  morning  received  authentic  infor- 
mation, in  the  form  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Austin,  which 
confirms  the  sUtement  that  General  Filasola  had  carried 
into  effect  the  armistice  agreed  on  between  the  Texian 
Government  and  Santa  Anna.  Thia  treaty  Mr.  P.  re- 
gsrded  as  amounting  to  a  recog^nition  on  the  part  of 
Mexico  of  the  independence  of  Texas.  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  Texas  waa  about  to  proceed  to  Vera  Cruz,  to 
enforce  from  the  mouths  of  the  Texian  guns  the  conclu- 
sion of  a  definitive  treaty  of  peace  between  the  two 
countries. 

Mr.  P.  continued,  at  some  length,  to  expatiate  on  the 
situation  and  achievements  and  claims  of  Texas,  and  ad- 
verted to  certain  treaty  stipulations  with  Mexico  concern- 
ing the  Indians  west  of  the  Sabine,  which  stipulations  it 
would  only  be  in  the  power  of  Texas  now  to  carry  into 
effect.  He  concluded  with  offering  to  amend  the  reso- 
lution by  adding  an  expression  of  the  gratification  which 
the  Senate  felt  on  hearing  of  the  course  tsiken  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  obtain  information  of 
the  situation  of  Texas. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had  no  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment, as  it  is  in  consonance  with  the  tone  of  the  report. 
He  did  not  agree  that  the  fact  of  a  new  State  having  ex- 
pelled her  enemy,  or  having  even  captured  the  head  of 
the  hostile  force,  was,  of  itself,  Efficient  to  warrant  a 
recognition  of  her  Independence  as  one  of  the  family  of 
nations.  In  reference  to  the  remark  of  the  Senator  that 
Texas  only  could  carry  into  effect  the  treaty  we  have 
negotiated  with  Mexico,  (Mr.  C.  said,)  no  principle  in 
the  law  of  nations  was  more  settled  than  that  tne  branches 
of  a  nation  were  bound  to  fulfil  the  stipulations  of  a 
treaty  made  by  the  head;  and  Texas  was  now  as  much 
bound  by  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  as  was  Mexico  herself. 
We  are  bound  to  have  some  sympathy  with  the  people 
of  Mexico,  while  we  heap  indigniiies  upon  the  vain- 
glorious and  cruel  tyrant  Santa  Anna;  and  he  hoped  that 
this  would  be  a  cherished  feeling  towards  the  eight 
millions  of  the  people  of  Mexico,  and  that  we  would  wait 
so  long  as  to  give  them  an  opportunity,  in  the  first  place, 
to  recognise  the  independence  of  Texas,  by  the  treaty 
which  the  Senator  had  said  the  Vice  President  of  Texas 
was  on  his  way  to  Vera  Cruz  to  conclude.  This  would 
be  the  course  most  glorious  and  most  advantageous  to 
Texas.  If  he  were  to  yield  to  his  own  feelings  merely, 
he  might  be  inclined  not  only  to  recognise  Texas,  but  to 
go  still  faKher  to  promote  the  interests  of  those  who  are 
struggling  for  their  freedom.  As  soon  as  the  information 
desired  by  the  President  should  be  obtained,  (and  the 
sooner  the  better,)  he  hoped  the  President  would  take 
that  course  which  would  be  most  in  Conformity  with  the 
feelings  of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  added  a  few  words  to  express  his  en- 
tire acquiescence  in  the  resolution  of  the  committee  and 
the  amendment.  He  was  willing  to  go  so  far  as  to  vote 
funds  to  enable  the  Pres'dent  to  send  out  a  proper  min- 
ister. But  against  a  direct  recognition  he  thought  there 
existed  strong  objections.  It  was  the  proper  function  of 
the  President  to  take  the  lead  in  this  matter.  He  was  of 
the  opinion  that  the  recency  of  the  revolution  was  an 
objection  to  immediate  recognition.  Time  was  expe- 
dient where  the  object  was  not  of  peculiar  urgency.  He 
adverted  to  the  generally  cautious  policy  of  our  Goyem- 


ment,  carried  even  to  the  point  of  timidity  in  reference 
to  Greece;  and  referred  to  the  fact  that  General  Houston 
had  seconded  his  resolutions  on  the  subject  of  sending 
commissioners  to  that  republic. 

Mr.  WALKER  made  some  remarki  to  show  that 
Mexico  had  never  exercised  the  powec  of  government 
in  Texas,  except  during  a  short  interval  when  Santa 
Anna  was  in  Texas. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  concurred  in  every  sentiment  ex- 
pressed in  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  congratu- 
lated the  Senate  on  the  spectacle  exhibited  by  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States,  who,  although  operated  upon 
by  the  strongest  feeling^  of  indignation  at  the  outrageoua 
conduct  of  the  Mexicans,  had  confined  themselves  within 
the  limits  of  our  established  policy.  He  did  not  perceive 
that  any  disadvantage  could  result  to  Texas  from  a  little 
delay,  now  that  she  is  In  the  full  tide  of  her  prosperity. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  congratulated  the  Senate  on  the  tone 
of  the  discussion;  stated  that  he  had  hoped  we  shoud  be 
ready  to  recognise  Texas  before  now;  but  under  existing 
circumstances,  he  thought  we  should  only  go  at  present 
so  far  as  the  report  and  resolution  contemplate. 

Mr.  NILES  said  that  he  did  not  wish  to  prolong  the 
debate;  yet,  from  the  relation  in  which  he  stood  to  the 
subject,  he  felt  it  a  duty  to  express  his  approbation  s>f 
the  resolution  which  had  been  reported  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs.  He  fully  concurred  in  the 
views  of  the  committee.  He  thought  they  had  g^ne 
far  enough,  and  had  stopped  at  the  proper  point.  He 
had  on  a  former  occasion  expressed  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  premature  unqualifiedly  to  recognise  the  in- 
dependence of  Texas  at  this  time,  and  he  had  seen  noth- 
ing to  change  this  opinion.  In  determining  the  question 
of  the  propriety  of  the  recognition  of  the  independence 
of*Texa8,  there  are  two  points  of  inirestigation:  the  first, 
whether  the  people  of  that  portion  of  the  country  are  in 
fact  an  independent  and  distinct  community,  exercising 
the  powers  of  self-government;  and,  the  second,  whe- 
ther there  are  reasonable  grounds  to  believe  that  they 
are  in  a  condition  to  maintain  their  independence. 

In  relation  to  the  first  question,  there  was  no  difficul- 
ty; the  dominion  of  Mexico  over  Texas  is  completely 
and  effectually  overthrown,  and  the  people  have  estab- 
lished^ constitution  and  Government  for  themselves, 
founded  on  liberal  principles,  similar  to  those  forming 
the  basis  of  our  own  institutions.  They  are  at  this  time 
de  fado  a  free  and  independent  State,  governing  them- 
selves, and  managing  their  own  affairs.  This  elevated 
position,  and  the  rights  pertaining  to  it,  no  people  have 
stronger  claims  to;  they  have  been  achieved  and  won 
by  their  valor,  sacrifices,  and  sufferings,  almost  unpar- 
alleled in  so  short  a  contest.  Animated  by  a  spirit  of 
liberty  and  independence,  they  have  contended  against 
fearful  odds,  with  courage  and  determination  that  could 
hardly  fail  of  success,  and  which  led  to  the  glorious  vic- 
tory of  Saint  Jacinto — a  victory  not  surpassed  in  the  rec- 
ords of  modern  warfare.  By  thi^  single  victory,  not  only 
the  power  of  the  Mexican  chief  was  overthrown,  but 
that  of  the  Mexican  nation,  which  still  acknowledges  him 
as  at  the  head  of  its  Government. 

Texas  is  now  free  and  independent;  she  has  thrown 
off  the  dominion  of  Mexico,  and  stands  forth  to  the  world 
as  a  separate  and  sovereign  State.  Bat  before  we  can 
extend  our  arms  to  receive  and  embrace  her  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  family  of  nations,  we  must  be  reasonably  sat- 
isfied that  she  is  capable  of  maintaining  the  high  attitude 
she  has  assumed;  we  must  look  not  only  to  her  military 
power,  but  to  the  number  and  condition  of  her  people. 
Has  she  a  population,  has  she  resources,  sufficient  to 
sustain  the  rank  and  character  of  an  independent  Stated 
Her  population  is  limited;  in  Texas  proper  it  does  not 
perhaps  exceed  sixty  thousand;  and  in  the  whole  terri- 
tory, including  the  State  of  Cohuihui,  less  than  two  bun- 
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dred  thousand.  This,  it  must  be  confessed,  is  a  small 
population  for  an  independent  State;  but  it  is  to  be  re- 
membered that  all  power  is  relative;  and,  in  judging  of 
the  capacity  of  the  Tezians  to  sustain  themselves  as  an 
independent  people,  we  must  also  look  to  the  condition 
and  strength  of  Mexico.  It  is  well  known  that  the  re- 
public of  Mexico,  if  such  it  can  be  called,  has  for  more 
than  twenty  years  been  agitated  and  distracted  by  sue- 
cesMve  revolutions;  that  the  power  has  been  transferred 
from  one  chief  to  another,  according  to  the  fortune  of 
war,  or  the  success  of  the  intrigues  and  ambitious 
schemes  of  political  aspirants.  In  these  protracted  strug- 
gles, and  almost  continuous  civil  broils,  the  nation  has 
become  enfeebled  and  exhausted,  and  the  people  im- 
poverished and  plundered  by  the  rapacity  of  the  chiefs 
and  military  rulers.  Although  possessed  of  a  consider- 
able population,  Mexico  is  a  weak  and  feeble  State.  She 
has  no  navy,  and  possesses  none  of  the  elements  for 
constructing  one.  The  physical  position  and  advantages 
of  a  State  form  an  important  element  in  its  means  and 
capacity  of  defence.  On  the  Rio  del  Norte  there  is  a 
desert  of  sixty  miles  in  breadth,  which  seems  to  be  a 
natural  barrier  that  separates  the  southern  from  the 
northern  portion  of  the  Mexican  territory.  Or  it  may 
become  the  barrier  and  natural  boundary  between  two 
great  nations  on  this  continent;  the  one  extending  south 
to  the  isthmus  of  Darien,  the  other  embracing  the  whole 
country  north. 

If  Texas  is  a  small  community  for  an  independent 
State,  it  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  there  are  many  small 
independent  States  in  Europe,  surrounded  by  the  most 
powerful  nations;  such  are  Portugal,  Switzerland,  and 
others.  However  small  a  State  may  be,  yet  if  it  have 
asserted  and  established  its  independence,  and  from 
physical  or  other  causes,  or  the  weakness  of  the  Power 
claiming  dominion  over  it,  it  is  able  to  maintain  it,  the 
small  amount  of  its  population,  and  its  weakness,  as  com- 
pared with  the  large  Powers  of  (he  earth,  form  no  ob- 
jections to  its  being  recognised  and  received  into  the 
family  of  nations.  The  same  principles  of  justice  and 
of  national  law  apply  to  a  small  State  as  to  a  large  one. 
In  either  case  the  question  is,  is  it  in  fact  independent? 
Is  it  in  the  possession  of  a  Government  and  civil  consti- 
tution, and  in  a  condition  to  maintain  themf  In  estima- 
ting the  capacity  of  Texas  to  sustain  the  attitude  she  has 
assumed  in  relation  to  Mexico,  we  must  not  overlook  the 
character  of  her  population,  a  large  portion  of  them 
having  been  emigrants  from  the  United  States,  enter- 
prising and  enlightened.  The  intelligence,  the  physi- 
cal and  moral  energies,  of  a  people  are  of  more  impor- 
tance than  their  numbers.  How  many  Mexicans  are 
equal  to  one  Texianf  Let  the  victory  of  Saint  Jacinto 
answer. 

Mr.  N.  said  he  would  not  touch  on  the  ulterior  ques- 
tions connected  with  this  subject;  and  he  regretted  that 
the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Cal- 
houh]  had  alluded  to  the  annexation  of  Texas  to  the 
United  States.  When  considering  the  question  of  her 
independence,  he  thought  it  should  be  kept  free  from 
even  any  suggestions  regarding  tlie  probable  future  des- 
tiny of  that  country.  It  might  occasion  suspicions  inju- 
rious to  the  honor  and  purity  of  our  conduct,  to  connect 
any  views  of  ultimate  ap^grandizement  or  accession  of 
territory  with  the  question  of  doing  justice  to  a  brave 
people  upon  our  borders  struggling  for  their  rights. 
Whatever  may  be  the  ultimate  destiny  of  that  country, 
or  its  influence  on  that  of  this  republic,  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  inquire  on  this  occasion,  as  no  considerations  of 
that  character  ought  to  influence  us,  either  to  grant  or 
withhold  a  recognition.  Whether  it  would  be  for  the 
interest  and  safety  of  the  United  States  to  purchase 
Texas,  was  a  question  that  he  did  not  wish  to  see  con- 
nected with  the  one  before  the  Senate;  tliat  question. 


should  it  ever  arise,  would  probably  be  found  beset  with 
many  difficulties,  and  may  excite  a  deep  conflict  of  feel- 
ings. He  would  only  say,  that  destiny,  which  no  legis- 
lative foresight  or  human  sagacity  can  control,  bad  no 
doubt  intimately  connected  Texas  with  the  United  States. 
Nothing  can  be  more  clear  than  this.  She  is  upon  our 
borders,  and  is  and  will  be  settled  by  citizens  of  this 
Union,  speaking  our  own  langfuage,  carrying  with  them 
the  spirit  of  our  free  institutions,  and  the  sane  love  of 
liberty  glowing  in  their  hearts.  Destiny  had  established 
intimate  political  connexion  between  the  United  States 
and  Texas;  but  what  that  relation  would  be,  whether 
that  territory  would  be  annexed  to  this  Union,  and  form 
one  or  more  States,  or  whether  it  would  exist  as  an  in- 
dependent nation  under  the  protection  of  the  United 
States,  time  only  could  determine.  Such  political  rela- 
tions were  not  incompatible  with  the  rights  of  sovereign- 
ty and  independence,  and  have  long  existed  between 
ElngUnd  and  Portugal. 

That  Texas  would  be  able  to  sustain  the  attitude  she 
had  assumed,  he  had  little  doubt;  yet  the  recency  of 
events  there  reauired  that  we  should  not  be  precipitate; 
time  alone  could  test  the  stability  and  true  condition  of 
affairs  in  that  country.  He  did  not,  however,  concur 
with  the  honorable  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Bv- 
cBANAif]  that  a  recognition  on  the  part  of  this  Govern*' 
raent  at  this  time  would  not  benefit  Texas.  He  thought 
such  an  act  would  have  great  influence  on  her  affairs;  it 
would  give  them  an  impetus,  powerful  and  irresistible; 
it  would  be  the  signal  for  the  bold  and  enterprising  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  to  rush  like  a  swelling  flood 
into  that  country,  to  share  in  the  toils,  the  glory,  and  the 
rewards,  of  the  contest  which  is  going  on.  But  the  very 
fact  that  an  unqualified  recognition  of  the  independence 
of  Texas  would  exert  so  potent  an  influence  in  her  cause, 
is  a  strong  reason  against  such  a  measure  in  the  present 
unsettled  state  of  the  contest.  It  might  throw  a  suspi- 
cion upon  our  neutrality,  if  an  act  of  this  Government 
should  have  a  direct  agency  in  effecting  the  independ- 
ence of  a  country  lying  upon  our  borders,  and  which 
may  hereafter  be  annexed  to  our  territory.  The  reso- 
lutions now  before  us,  containing  a  qualified  recognition, 
will  no  doubt  have  a  favorable  and  salutary  influence  on 
the  cause  of  Texian  Independence  and  liberty.  It  will 
be  a  voice  from  a  great,  free,  and  kindred  people,  which 
cannot  fail  to  cheer,  animate,  and  encourage  the  brave 
men  on  our  southern  border,  who  have  shown  them- 
selves so  deserving  of  freedom  and  so  capable  of  main- 
taining it.  This  voice  will  reverberate  throughout  the 
Union,  and  Its  influence  will  not  be  slow  nor  small  on 
our  own  citizens.  Aroused  by  a  spirit  of  liberty  and  en- 
terprise, a  strong  current  is  setting  that  way,  and  its 
course  will  be  onward,  strong,  and  irresistible.  If  the 
adoption  of  these  resolutions  shall  contribute  to  give  a 
favorable  impulsation  to  the  cause  of  Texas,  he  should 
rejoice  at  it;  for  so  fiir  as  it  is  right  for  this  Government 
to  go,  without  being  exposed  to  the  slightest  imputation 
of  an  improper  interference  or  a  disregard  of  the  strict- 
est obligations  of  neutrality,  so  far  he  was  prepared  to 
go>  He  would  scrupulously  guard  the  national  honor 
and  faith,  and  strictly  adhere  to  those  principles  of  action 
which  have  ever  controlled  the  course  of  this  Govern- 
ment in  its  connexions  with  other  nations;  but  these 
resolutions  will  not  conflict  with  those  principles,  whilst 
I  think  they  may  have  a  favorable  and  salutary  influence 
on  the  cause  of  Texian  independence  and  freedom.  He 
hoped  they  would  be  adopted  with  perfect  unanimity. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  said: 

Mr.  President,  the  opinion  and  wishes  expressed  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Caihour]  induce 
me  to  say  a  few  words  before  the  vote  is  taken.  I  am 
willing  to  give  my  assent  to  the  resolution  presented  for 
our  consideration  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela* 
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ttonsy  and  also  td  the  amendment  ofFered  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Pbxstoit.]  They  may  be 
justified  by  the  erents  which  have  occurred,  and  by  the 
case  as  it  appears  before  U8{  but  I  am  not  willing  to  pro- 
ceed  further,  nor  bind  myself  to  any  ultimate  course  on 
the  subject.  We  are  too  ignorant  of4he  existing  condi* 
tion  of  Texas,  in  many  respects,  and  have  too  slight  ma- 
terials on  which  to  form  an  estimate  of  her  future  pros- 
pects, to  justify  usj  in  our  capacity  as  Senators,  in  pro- 
nouncing a  decision  that  may  implicate  the  interests  of 
this  nation  with  hers.  Both  in  the  principles  avowed  in 
the  report  of  the  committee,  and  in  the  conclusion  at 
which  it  arrives  in  the  resolution,  we  go  quite  as  far  as 
prudence  and  sound  policy  will  permit.  Even  they  may 
lead  us,  at  no  distant  'day,  into  difficulties  of  which  our 
excited  sympathies  and  ardent  feelings  do  not,  at  this 
moment,  take  proper  cognizance. 

I  am  not  prepared  to  unite  in  the  general  expression 
of  a  belief  that  the  independence  of  Texas  is  secured, 
and  her  struggle  over.  It  seems  to  me  impossible  that 
this  can  be  the  case.  Texas  may — she  probably  will — 
at  some  period,  perhaps  not  remote,  establish  her  in- 
dependence on  a  foundation  which  Mexico  cannot  shake. 
She  has  temptations  to  offer  to  enterprise,  ambition,  and 
avarice,  to  tlie  better  and  the  baser  passions  of  our  na- 
ture, which  may  draw  to  her  very  efficient  aid  in  her 
conflict,  and  will,  probably,  carry  her  triumphantly 
through  it.  But  I  cannot  persuade  myself  that  the  con- 
test will  not  be  renewed)  and  that  Mexico  will  make  no 
effort  to  reduce  the  rebellious  province,  and  restore  the 
State  of  Texas  to  the  confederacy.  If  she  should  not, 
it  will  be  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  facts  in  the  his- 
tory of  human  society,  and  in  the  separation  of  States 
and  nations.  It  seems  to  me  incredible,  when  I  reflect 
on  the  previous  condition  of  that  province,  on  the  effects 
which  roust  result  from  quietly  yielding  her  independ- 
ence, and  on  the  population  and  wealth  of  the  nation. 
No,  sir,  Santa  Anna  is  not  Mexico.  Hirarmy  was  not  the 
strength  of  that  nation.  She  still  has  men  find  money — 
Bravos  and  Urreas — and  it  wilt  not  be  long  before  we 
hear  of  them,  in  the  administration  of  the  Government, 
and  at  the  head  of  armies,  advancing  upon  Texas.  I 
can  found  no  opinion  or  act  on  the  belief  that  there  is  an 
end  of  the  conflict. 

But,  Mr.  President,  I  should  not  have  risen  to  express 
these  notions,  if  I  had  not  understood  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  CALHorir]  to  declare  that  he  re- 
garded the  acknowledgment  of  the  independence  of 
Texas  as  important,  and  principally  important,  because 
it  prepared  the  way  for  the  speedy  admission  of  that 
State  as  a  member  of  our  Union;  and  that  he  looked 
anxiously  to  that  event,  as  conducing  to  a  proper  balance 
of  power,  and  to  the  perpetuation  of  our  institutions.  I 
am  not  now,  sir,  prepared  to  express  an  opinion  on  that 
(question — a  question  which  all  must  foresee  will  embrace 
interests  as  wide  as  our  Union,  and  as  lasting  in.  their 
consequences  as  the  freedom  which  our  institutions  se- 
cure. When  it  shall  be  necessarily  presented  to  me,  I 
shall  endeavor  to  meet  it  in  a  manner  suitable  to  its  mag- 
nitude, and  to  the  vital  interests  which  it  involves;  but  I 
will  not,  on  the  present  resolution,  anticipate  it,  nor  can 
I  permit  an  inference,  as  to  my  decision  upon  it,  to  be 
drawn  from  the  vote  which  I  now  give.  That  vote  is 
upon  this  resolution  alone,  and  confined  to  it,  founded 
upon  principles  sustained  by  the  laws  of  nations,  upon 
the  unvarying  practice  of  our  Government,  and  upon  the 
facts  as  they  are  now  known  to  exist.  It  relates  to  the 
independence  of  Texas,  not  to  the  admission  of  Texas 
into  this  Union.  The  achievement  of  the  one,  at  the 
proper  time,  may  be  justified;  the  other  may  be  found 
to  be  opposed  by  the  highest  and  strongest  considera- 
tions  Qf  interest  and  duty.  I  discuss  neither  at  this  lime; 
nor  am  I  willing  that  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  should 


lead,  in  or  out  of  this  chamber,  to  the  inference  that  all 
those  who  vote  for  the  resolution  concur  with  him  in 
opinion.  The  question  which  he  has  started  should  be 
left  perfectly  open  and  free. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  and  said  he  should  confine  him- 
self strictly  to  the  proposition  presented  in  the  resolu- 
tion, and  should  not  complicate  the  abstract  question  of 
recognition  with  speculations  on  the  future  fate  of 
Texas.  Such  speculations  could  have  no  good  effect  >^ 
upon  either  of  the  countries  interested;  upon  Mexico, 
Texas,  or  the  United  States.  Texas  has  not  asked  for 
admission  into  this  Union.  Her  independence  is  still 
contested  by  Mexico.  Her  boundaries,  and  other  im- 
portant points  in  her  political  condition,  are  not  yet  ad- 
justed. To  discuss  the  question  of  her  admission  into 
this  Union,  under  these  circumstances,  is  to  treat  her 
with  disrespect,  to  embroil  ourselves  with  Mexico,  to 
compromise  the  disinterestedness  of  our  motives  in  the 
eyes  of  Europe,  and  to  start  among  ourselves  prema- 
turely, and  without  reason,  a  question  which,  whenevefv^ 
it  comes,  cannot  be  without  its  own  intrinsic  difficulties  ^ 
and  perplexities. 

Since  the  three  months  that  the  affairs  of  Texas  have 
been  the  subject  of  repeated  discussion  in  this  chamber, 
I  have  imposed  on  myself  a  reserve,  not  the  effect  of 
want  of  feeling,  but  the  effect  of  strong  feeling  and 
some  judgment  combined,  which  has  not  permitted  me 
to  give  utterance  to  the  general  expression  of  my  senti- 
ments. Once  only  have  I  spoken,  and  that  at  the  most  - 
critical  moment  of  the  contest,  and  when  the  reported 
advance  of  the  Mexicans  upon  Nacogdoches,  and  the 
actual  movement  of  General  Gaines  and  our  own  troops 
in  that  direction,  gave  reason  to  apprehend  the  encoun- 
ter of  flags,  or  the  collision  of  arms,  which  might  com-  V. 
promise  individuals  or  endanger  the  peace  of  nations.  I 
It  was  then  that  I  used  those  words,  not  entirely  enig- 
matical, and  which  have  since  been  repeated  by  some, 
without  the  prefix  of  their  important  qualifications, 
namely,  that  while  neutrality  was  the  obvious  line  of  our 
duty  and  of  our  interest,  yet  there  might  be  emergen- 
cies in  which  the  obligation  of  duty  could  have  no  force, 
and  the  calculations  of  interest  could  have  no  place; 
when,  in  fact,  a  man  should  have  no  head  to  think! 
nothing  but  a  heart  to  feel!  and  an  arm  to  strike!  and  I 
illustrated  this  sentiment.  It  was  after  the  affair  of 
Goliad,  and  the  imputed  ofder  to  unpeople  the  country, 
with  the  supposititious  case  of  prisoners  assassinated, 
women  violated,  and  children  slaughtered,  and  these 
horrors  to  be  perpetrated  in  the  presence  or  hearing  of 
an  American  army.  In  such  a  case  I  declared  it  to  be 
my  sentiment— and  I  now  repeat  it,  for  I  feel  it  to  be  in 
me — in  such  a  case,  I  declared  it  to  be  my  sentiment  that 
treaties  were  nothing,  books  were  nothing,  laws  were 
nothing!  that  the  paramount  law  of  God  and  nature  was 
every  thing!  and  that  the  American  soldier,  hearing  the 
cries  of  helplessness  and  weakness,  and  rememberiil|f 
only  that  he  was  a  man,  and  born  of  woman,  and  the 
father  of  children,  should  fly  to  the  rescue,  and  strike  to 
prevent  the  perpetration  of  crimes  which  shock  humanity 
and  dishonor  the  age.  I  uttered  this  sentiment  not  upon 
impulsion,  but  with  consideration;  not  for  theatrical 
effect,  but  as  a  rule  for  action;  not  as  vague  declamation, 
but  with  an  eye  to  possible  or  probable  events,  and 
with  a  view  to  the  public  justification  of  General  Gaines 
and  his  men,  if,  under  circumstances  appalling  to  human- 
ity, they  should  nobly  resolve  to  obey  the  impulsions  of 
the  heart  instead  of  coldly  consulting  the  musty  leaves 
of  books  and  treaties. 

Beyond  this  I  do  not  go,  snd,  except  in  this  instance, 
I  did  not  speak.  Duty  and  interest  prescribed  to  the 
United  States  a  rigorous  neutrality,  and  this  condition 
siie  has  faitii fully  fulfilled.  Our  young  men  have  gone 
to  Texas  to  fight;  but  they  have  gone  without  the  sane- 
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tion  of  the  laws  and  against  the  orders  of  the  Govern- 
ment. They  have  gone  upon  that  impulsion  which,  in 
all  ages,  has  carried  the  heroic  youth  of  all  countries  to 
seek  renown  in  the  perils  and  glories  of  distant  war. 
Our  foreign  enlistment  law  is  not  repealed.  Unlike 
£ngland,  in  the  civil  war  now  raging  in  Spain,  we  have 
not  licensed  interference  by  repealing  our  penalties:  we 
have  not  stimulated  action  by  withdrawing  obstacles. 
No  member  of  our  Congress,  like  General  Evans  in  the 
British  Parliament,  has  left  hU  seat  to  levy  troops  in  the 
streets  of  the  metropolis,  and  to  lead  them  to  battle  and 
to  victory  in  the  land  torn  by  civil  discord.  Our  statute 
against  armaments  to  invade  friendly  Powers  is  in  full 
force.  Proclamations  have  attested  our  neutral  dispo- 
sitions. Prosecutions  have  been  ordered  against  viola- 
tors of  law.  A  naval  force  in  the  gulf,  and  a  land  force 
on  the  Sabine,  have  been  directed  to  enforce  the  policy 
of  the  Government;  and  so  far  as  acts  have  gone,  the 
advantage  has  been  on  the  side  of  Mexico;  for  the 
Texian  armed  schooner  the  Invincible  has  been  brought 
into  an  American  port  by  an  American  ship  of  war.  If 
parties  and  individuals  still  go  to  Texas  to  fight,  the  act 
As  particular,  not  national,  compromising  none  but  the 
^  parties  themselves,  and  may  take  place  on  one  side  as 
I  well  as  on  the  other.  The  conduct  of  the  administration 
has  been  strictly  neutral;  and,  as  a  friend  to  that  admin- 
\  istration,  and  from  my  own  convictions,  I  have  conform- 
I  ed  to  its  policy,  avoiding  .the  language  which  would 
irritate,  and  opposing  the  acts  that  might  interrupt 
pacific  and  commercial  communications.  Mexico  is  our 
nearest  neighbor,  dividing  with  us  the  continent  of 
North  America,  and  possessing  the  elements  of  a  great 
Power.  Our  boundaries  are  co-terminous  for  more  than 
two  thousand  miles.  We  have  inland  and  maritime 
K.  commerce.  She  has  mines;  we  have  ships.  General 
'  considerations  impose  upon  each  Power  the  duties  of 
reciprocal  friendship;  especial  inducements  invite  us  to 
uninterrupted  commercial  intercourse.  As  a  western 
I  Senator,  coming  from  the  banks  of  the  Mississippi,  and 
I  from  the  State  of  Missouri,  I  cannot  be  blind  to  the  con- 
NMquences  of  interrupting  that  double  line  of  inland  and 
maritime  commerce,  which,  stretching  to  the  mines  of 
Mexico,  brings  back  the  perennial  supply  of  solid  money 
which  enriches  the  interior,  and  enables  New  Orleans 
to  purchase  the  vast  accumulation  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce of  which  she  is  the  emporium.  Wonderful  are 
the  workings  of  commerce,  and  more  apt  to  find  out  its 
own  proper  channels  by  its  own  operations  than  to  be 
guided  into  them  by  the  hand  of  legislation.  New  Or- 
leans now  is  what  the  Havana  once  was— the  entrepot  of 
the  Mexican  trade,  and  the  recipient  of  its  mineral 
wealth.  The  superficial  reader  of  commercial  statistics 
would  say  that  Mexico  but  slightly  encourages  our  do- 
mestic industry;  that  she  takes  nothing  from  ouc  agricul- 
ture, and  but  little  from  our  manufactures.  On  tiie 
contrary,  the  close  observer  would  see  a  very  different 
picture.  He  would  see  the  products  of  our  soil  passing 
to  all  the  countries  of  Europe,  exchanging  into  fine 
fabrics,  and  these  returning  in  the  ships  of  many  natioiis, 
our  own  predominant,  to  the  city  of  New  Orleans;  and 
thence  going  off  in  small  Mexican  vessels  to  Metamoras, 
Tampico,  Vera  Cruz,  and  other  Mexican  ports.  The 
return  from  these  ports  is  in  the  precious  metals,  and, 
to  confine  myself  to  a  single  year,  as  a  sample  of  the 
whole,  it  may  be  stated  that,  of  the  ten  millions  and 
three  quarters  of  silver  coin  and  bullion  received  in  the 
United  States,  according  to  the  custom-house  returns 
during  the  last  year,  eight  millions  and  one  quarter  of  it 
came  from  Mexico  alone,  and  the  mass  of  it  through  the 
port  of  New  Orleans.  This  amount  of  treasure  is  not 
received  for  nothing,  nor,  as  it  would  seem  on  the  com- 
mercial  tables,  for  foreign  fabrics  unconnected  with 
American  industry,  but,  in  reality,  for  domestic  projuc- 
VoL.  XII.— 121 


tions  changed  into  foreign  fabrics,  and  giving  double  A 
employment  to  the  navigation  of  the  country.  New/ 
Orleans  has  taken  the  place  of  the  Havana;  it  has  become 
the  entrepot  of  this  trade;  and  many  circumstances,  not 
directed  by  law,  or  even  known  to  lawgivers,  have 
combined  to  produce  the  result.  First,  the  application 
of  steam  power  to  the  propulsion  of  vessels,  which,  in 
the  form  of  tow-boats,  has  given  to  a  river  city  a  prompt 
and  facile  communication  witMho  sea;  then  the  advan- 
tage of  full  and  assorted  cargoes,  which  brings  the  im- 
porting vessel  to  a  point  where  she  delivers  freight  for 
two  different  empires;  then  the  marked  advantage  of  a  i 
return  cargo,  with  cheap  and  abundant  supplies,  which 
are  always  found  in  the  grand  en>porium  of  the  great 
West;  then  the  discriminating  duties  in  Mexican  ports  In 
favor  of  Mexican  vessels,  which  makes  it  advantageous 
to  the  importer  to  stop  and  tranship  at  New  Orleans; 
finally,  our  enterprise,  our  police,  and  our  free  institu- 
tions, our  perfect  security,  under  just  laws,  for  life, 
liberty,  person  and  property.  These  circumstances,  un- 
directed by  Government,  and  without  the  knowledge  of 
Government,  have  given  to  New  Orleans  the  supreme 
advantage  of  being  the  entrepot  of  the  Mexican  trade; 
and  have  presented  the  unparalleled  spectacle  of  the  i 
noblest  valley  in  the  world,  and  the  richest  mines  in  the  ; 
world,  sending  their  respective  products  to  meet  each  ' 
other  at  the  mouth  of  the  noblest  river  in  the  world; 
and  there  to  create,  in  lapse  ofHime,  tl^e  most  wonder* 
ful  city  which  any  age  or  country  has  ever  beheld.  A 
look  upon  tlie  map  of  the  great  West,  and  a  tolerable 
capacity  to  calculate  the  aggregate  of  geographical  ad- 
vantages, must  impress  the  beholder  with  a  vast  opinion 
of  the  future  greatness  of  New  Orleans;  but  he  will  only 
look  upon  one  half  of  the  picture  unless  he  contem- 
plates this  new  branch  of  trade  which  is  making  the 
emporium  M  the  Mississippi  tho  entrepot  of  Mexican 
commerce,  and  the  recipient  of  the  Mexican  mines,  and 
which,  though  now  so  great,  is  still  in  its  infancy.  Let 
not  Government  mar  a  consummation  so  auspicious  in 
its  aspect,  and  teeming  with  so  many  rich  and  precious 
results.  Let  no  unnecessary  collision  with  Mexico  in- 
terrupt our  commerce,  turn  back  the  streams  of  three 
hundred  mines  to  the  Havana,  and  give  a  wound  to  a 
noble  city  which  must  be  felt  to  the  head  spring  and 
source  of  every  stream  that  pours  its  tribute  into  the 
Ring  of  Floods. 

Thus  far  Mexico  has^  cause  of  complaint.  The  — 
conduct  of  our  Government  has  been  that  of  rigorous 
neutrality.  The  present  motion  docs  not  depart  from  v 
that  line  of  conduct;  for  the  proposed  recognition  is  not 
only  contingent  upon  the  de  facto  Independence  of 
Texas,  but  it  follows  in  the  tram,  and  conforms  to  the 
spirit,  of  the  actual  arrangements  of  the  President  Gen^ 
eral,  Santa  Anna,  for  the  complete  separation  of  the 
two  countries.  We  have  authentic  information  that  the 
President  General  has  agreed  to  an  armistice;  that  ho 
has  directed  the  evacuation  of  the  country;  that  the 
Mexican  army  is  in  full  retreat;  that  the  RiOvGranrlc,  a 
limit  far  beyond  the  discovery  and  settlement  of  La 
Sftlle  in  1684,  is  the  provisional  boundary;  and  that  ne- >' 
gotiations  are  impending  for  the  establishment  of  peace 
on  the  basis  of  separation.  Mexico  has  had  the  advan- 
tage of  these  arrangements,  though  made  by  a  captive 
chief,  in  the  unmolested  retreat  and  happy  extrication 
of  her  troops  from  their  perilous  position.  Under  the.se 
circumstances,  it  can  be  no  infringement  of  neutrality 
for  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  adopt  a  resolution 
for  the  contingent  and  qualified  acknowledgment  of 
Texian  independence.  Even  after  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution,  it  will  remain  inoperative  upon  the  hands  of 
the  President  until  he  shall  have  the  satisfactory  infor- 
mation which  shall  ennble  him  to  act  without  detriment 
to  any  interest,  and  without  infraction  of  any  law. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1923 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


1924 


SSVATS.] 


Tcxoi, 


IJuLT  1,  1836. 


Eren  without  the  armistice  and  provisional  treaty  with 
Santa  Anna,  I  look  upon  the  separation  of  the  two  coun- 
tries as  being  in  the  fixed  order  of  events,  and  absolutely 
certain  to  take  place.  Texas  and  Mexico  are  not  formed 

Mot  union.  They  are  not  homogeneous.  I  speak  of 
>  Texas  as  known  to  La  Salle,  the  bay  of  St.  Bernard — 
(Matagorda) — and  the  waters  which  belong  to  it,  being 
the  western  boundary.*  They  do  not  belong  to  tlie 
same  divisions  of  country,  nor  to  the  same  systems  of 
commerce,  nor  to  the  same  pursuits  of  business.  They 
have  no  affinities — no  attractions — no  tendencies  to 
coalesce.  In  the  course  pf  centuries,  and  while  Mexico 
has  extended  her  settlements  infinitely  further  in  other 
directions — ^to  the  head  of  the  Rio  Grande  in  the  north, 
and  to  the  mouth  of  the  San  Francisco,  in  the  northwest; 
yet  no  settlement  had  been  extended  east,  along  the 
neighboring  coast  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The  rich  and 
deep  cotton  and  sug^r  lands  of  Texas,  though  at  the 
very  door  of  Mexico,  yet  requiring  the  application  of  a 
laborious  industry  to  make  them  productive,  have  pre- 
sented no  temptation  to  the  mining  and  pastoral  popula- 
tion of  that  empire.  For  ages  this  beautiful  agricultural 
and  planting  region  had  lain  untouched.  Within  a  few 
years,  and  by  another  race,  its  settlement  has  begun;  and 

.  the  presence  of  this  race  has  not  smoothed,  but  increased, 

V^   the  obstacles  to  union  presented  by  nature.     Sooner  or 

later,  separation  would  be  inevitable;  and  the  progress 

of  human  events  has  accelerated  the  operation  of  natural 

causes.     Goliad  has  torn  Texas  from  Mexico:  Goliad 

.has  decreed  independence:  San  Jacinto  has  sealed  it! 

./What  the  massacre  decreed,  the  victory  has  sealed;  and 

*  **  Louis  XrV.,  who  had  the  ambition,  if  not  the  ge- 
nius of  a  great  king,  ordered  .the  Minister  of  Marine,  the 
Marquis  de  Seigneley,  son  of  the  illustrious  Colbert,  to 
prepare  an  expedition  at  La  Rochelle,  destined  to  carry 
a  French  colony  to  Louisiana,  under  La  Salle.  •  *  ^ 
The  fleet  left  France  the  4th  of  July,  1684,  and  directed 
its  course  towards  Hispaniola.  •  ♦  •  November 
the  25th,  it  left  the  port  of  Petit  Goave,  and  the  27th  of 
December  found  itself  in  the  28th  degree  of  north  lati- 
tude,  in  thirty  fathoms  water.  Directing  their  course 
west  northwest,  La  Salle  and  Beaujeu  perceived  land  on 
the  29:h,  and  found  themselves  in  six  fathoms  water. 
Continuing  along  the  coast  towards  the  west  northwest, 
he  sought  in  vain,  during  several  days,  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi.  •  ♦  »  Then  La  Salle  took  the  resolution 
to  disembark  one  hundred  men,  and  gave  them  orders 
to  march  along  the  coast  until  they  should  arrive  at  the 
Mississippi.  He  confided  the  command  of  this  little 
troop  to  Joutel,  who  arrived  on  the  8th  of  January,  1685, 
on  the  banks  of  a  wide  river,  where  he  halted  for  tlie 
fleet,  which  quickly  appeftred.  The  Joli  and  the  Belle 
passed  easily  over  the  bar;  but  the  Aimable  got  aground. 
*  *  *  In  the  course  of  his  explorations.  La  Saile 
discovered  the  bay  of  St.  Bernard,  where  he  built  a 
fort,  which  he  named  Fort  St.  Louis,  and  left  a  garrison 
of  one  hundred  men  under  Morangies.  Several  rivers 
discharge  themselves  into  the  bay  of  St.  Bernard,  where 
a  colony  was  established.  ♦  •  •  The  15th  of  April 
La  Salle  discovered  a  river,  on  which  he  saw  an  im- 
mense herd  of  horn  cattle,  (buflaloes,)  which  he  named 
La  Riviere  des  Vaches,  (Cow  river.)  It  is  believed  to 
be  the  same  which  the  Spaniards  afterwards  called  Kio 
Colorado  de  Texas.  •  •  •  Commodious  houses 
were  built  at  the  bay  of  St.  Bernard,  the  ground  culti- 
vated with  care,  and  the  colonists  and  Indians  lived  in 
friendship  together.  *  *  •  Towards  the  end  of  the 
year  1687,  La  Salle  left  the  fort  to  go  over  land  to  Can- 
ada, and  was  assassinated,  March  19th,  1688,  on  the 
Arkansas  river,  by  some  of  his  own  people."  Esaai 
Historique  sur  la  Louifiane,  par  Charla  Gayam.^Note 
hy  Mr,  B. 


the  day  of  the  martyrdom  of  prisoners  must  forever  be 
regarded  as  the  day  of  disunion  between  Texas  and 
Mexico.  1  speak  of  it  politicaHy,  not  morally;  that  mas- 
sacre was  a  great  political  blunder,  a  miscalculation,  an 
error,  and  a  mistake.  It  was  expected  to  put  an  end  to 
resistance,  to  subdue  rebellion,  to  drown  revolt  in  blood, 
and  to  extinguish  aid  in  terror.  On  the  contrary,  it  has 
given  life  and  invincibility  to  the  cause  of  Texas.  It  has 
fired  the'souls  of  her  own  citixens,  and  imparted  to  their 
courage  the  energies  of  revenge  and  despair.  It  has 
given  to  her  the  8}'mpathies  and  the  commiseration  of 
the  civilized  world.  It  has  given  her  men  and  money, 
and  claims  upon  the  aid  and  ahold  upon  the  sensibilities 
of  the  human  race.  If  the  struggle  goes  on,  not  only 
our  America,  but  Europe  will  send  its  chivalry  to  join 
in  the  contest.  I  repeat  it;  that  cruel  morning  of  the 
Alamo,  and  that  black  day  of  Goliad,  were  great  political 
faults.  The  blood  of  the  martyr  is  the  seed  of  the 
church.  The  blood  of  slaughtered  patriots  is  the  dragon's 
teeth  sown  upon  the  earth,  from  which  heroes,  full 
grown  and  armed,  leap  into  life,  and  rush  into  battle. 
Often  will  the  Mexican,  guiltless  of  that  blood,  feel  the 
Anglo-American  steel  for  the  deed  of  that  day,  if  this 
war  continues.  Many  were  the  innocent  at  San  Jacinto, 
whose  cries,  in  broken  Spanish,  abjuring  Goliad  and  the 
Alamo,  could  not  save  their  devoted  lives  from  the 
avenging  remembrance  of  the  slaughtered  garrison  and 
the  massacred  prisoners. 

Unhappy  day,  f{)revcr  to  be  deplored,  that  Sunday 
morning,  March  6,  1836,  when  the  undaunted  garrison 
of  the  Alamo,  victorious  in  so  many  assaults  over  twenty 
times  their  number,  perished  to  the  last  man  by  the 
hands  of  those,  part  of  whom  they  had  relessed  on  pa- 
role two  months  before,  leaving  not  one  to  tell  how  they 
first  dealt  out  to  multitudes  that  death  which  they  them- 
selves finally  received.  Unhappy  day,  that  Palm  Sun- 
day, March  27,  when  the  five  hundred  and  twelve  pris- 
oners at  Goliad,  issuing  from  the  sally  port  at  dawn  of 
day,  one  by  one,  under  the  cruel  delusion  of  a  return  to 
their  families,  found  themselves  enveloped  in  double 
files  of  cavalry  and  infantry,  marched  to  a  spot  fit  for 
the  perpetration  of  the  horrid  deed — and  there,  without 
an  instant  to  think  of  parents,  country,  friends,  and  God, 
in  the  midst  of  the  consternation  of  terror  and  surprise, 
were  inhumanly  set  upon,  and  pitilessly  put  to  death,  in 
spite  of  those  moving  cries  which  reached  to  heaven,  and 
regardless  of  those  supplicating  hands,  stretched  forth  for 
mercy,  from  which  arms  had  been  taken,  under  the 
perfidious  forms  of  a  capitulation.  Five  hundred  and 
six  perished  that  morningf — young,  vigorous,  brave,  sons 
of  respectable  families,  and  the  pride  of  many  a  parent's 
heart — and  their  bleeding  bodies,  torn  with  wounds,  and 
many  yet  alive,  were  thrown  in  heaps  upon  vast  fires, 
for  the  flames  to  consume  what  the  steel  had  rpangled. 
Six  only  escaped,  and  not  by  mercy,  but  by  miracles. 
And  this  was  the  work  of  man  upon  his  brother;  of 
Ciiri&tian  upon  Christian ^of  those  upon  those  who  adore 
the  same  God,  invoke  the  same  heavenly  benediction, 
and  draw  precepts  of  charity  and  mercy  from  the  same 
divine  fountain.  Accursed  be  the  ground  on  which  the  < 
dreadful  deed  was  done!  Steril,  and  set  apart,  let  it 
forever  be!  No  fruitful  cultivation  should  ever  enrich  it; 
no  joyful  edifice  should  ever  adorn  it;  but  shut  up,  and 
closed  by  gloomy  walls,  the  mournful  cypress,  the  weep- 
ing willow,  and  the  inscriptive  monument,  should  for- 
ever attest  the  foul  deed  of  which  it  was  the  scene,  and 
invoke  from  every  passenger  the  throb  of  pity  for  the 
slain,  and  the  start  of  horror  for  the  slayer.  And  you, 
neglected  victims  of  the  Old  Mission  and  of  San  Patricio, 
shall  you  be  forgotten  because  your  numbers  were  few- 
er, and  your  hapless  fate  more  concealed?  No!  but  to 
you  also  justice  shall  be  done.  One  common  fate  bcfel 
you  all;  one  common  memorial  shall  perpetuate  your 
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names,  and  embalm  your  memories.  Inexorable  history 
will  sit  in  judgment  upon  all  concerned,  and  will  reject  the 
plea  of  Government  orders,  even  if  those  orders  emanated 
from  the  Government,  instead  of  beincf  dictated  to  it. 
The  French  National  Convention,  in  1793,  ordered  all 
the  English  prisoners  who  should  be  taken  in  battle  to 
be  put  to  death.  The  French  armies  refused  to  exe- 
cute the  decree.  They  answered  that  French  soldiers 
were  the  protectors,  not  the  assassins  of  prisoners?  and 
all  France,  all  Europe,  the  whole  civilized  world,  ap- 
plauded the  noble  reply. 

But  let  us  not  forget  that  there  is  some  relief  to  this 
black  and  bloody  picture—some  alleviation  to  the  hor- 
ror of  its  appalling  features.  There  was  humanity,  as 
well  as  cruelty,  at  Goliad — humanity  to  deplore  what 
it  could  not  prevent.  The  letter  of  Colonel  Fernandez 
does  honor  to  the  human  heart.  Doubtless  many  other 
officers  felt  and  mourned  like  him,  and  spent  the  day 
in  unavailing  regrets.  The  ladies,  Losero  and  others, 
of  Metamorasy  saving  the  doomod  victims  in  that  city, 
from  day  to  day,  by  their  intercessions,  appear  like  min- 
istering angels.  Several  public  journals,  and  many  in- 
dividuals, in  Mexico,  have  given  vent  to  feelings  worthy 
ofChristians,  and  of  the  civilization  of  the  age;  and  the 
poor  woman  on  the  Guadaloupe,  who  succored  and 
saved  the  young  Georgian,  (Hadaway,)  how  nobly  she 
appears.  He  was  one  of  the  few  that  escaped  the  fate 
of  the  Georgia  battalion  sent  to  the  Old  Mission.  Over- 
powered by  famine  and  despair,  without  arms  and  with- 
out comrades,  he  entered  a  solitary  house  filled  with 
Mexican  soldiers  hunting  the  fugitives  of  his  party.  His 
action  amazed  them;  and,  thinking  it  a  snare,  they  step- 
ped out  to  look  for  the  armed  body  of  which  he  was 
supposed  to  be  the  decoy.  In  that  instant  food  was 
given  him  by  the  humane  woman,  and  instant  flight  to 
the  swamp  was  pointed  out.  Jle  fled,  receiving  the 
fire  of  many  guns  as  he  went;  and,  escaping  the  perils 
oFthe  way,  the  hazards  of  battle  at  San  Jacinto,  where 
he  fought,  and  of  Indian  massacre  in  the  Creek  nation, 
when  the  two  stages  were  taken  and  part  of  his  travel- 
ling companions  killed,  he  lives  to  publish  in  America 
that  instance  of  devoted  humanity  in  the  poor  woman  of 
the  Guadaloupe.  Such  acts  as  all  these  deserve  to  be 
commemorated.  They  relieve  the  revolting  picture  of 
military  barbarity — soften  the  resentments  of  nations — 
and  redeem  a  people  from  the  offence  of  individuals. 
Great  is  the  mistake  which  has  prevailed  in  Mexico, 
y  and  in  some  parts  of  tlie  United  States,  on  the  character 
of  the  population  which  has  gone  to  Texas.  It  has 
been  common  to  disparage  and  to  stigmatize  them. 
Nothing  could  be  more  unjust;  and,  speaking  from 
knowledge,  either  personally  or  well  acquired,  (for  it 
fails  to  my  lot  to  know,  either  from  actual  acquaintance 
or  good  information,  the  mass  of  its  inhabitants,)  I  can 
vindicate  them  from  erroneous  imputations  ffni  place 
their  conduct  and  character  on  the  honorable  ground 
which  they  deserve  to  occwpy.  The  founder  of  the  Tex- 
ian  colony  was  Mr.  Moses  Austin,  a  respectable  and  en- 
terprising native  of  Connecticut,  and  largely  engaged  in 
the  lead  Mines  of  Upper  Louisiana  when  I  went  to  the 
Territory  of  Missouri  in  1815.  The  present  head  of 
the  colony,  his  son,  Mr.  Stephen  F.  Austin,  then  a  very 
young  man,  was  a  member  of  the  Territorial  Legisla- 
ture, distinguished  for  his  intelligence,  business  habits, 
and  gentlemanly  conduct.  Among  the  grantees  we  dis- 
tinguish the  name  of  Robertson,  son  of  the  patriarchal 
founder  and  first  settler  of  West  Tennessee.  Of  the 
body  of  the  emigrants,  most  of  them  are  heads  of  fami- 
lies or  enterprising  young  men,  gone  to  better  their 
condition  by  receiving  grants  of  fine  land  in  a  fine  cli- 
mate, and  to  continue  to  live  under  the  republican  form 
of  Government  to  which  they  had  been  accustomed. 
There  sits  one  of  them,  (pointing  to  Mr.  Carson,  late 


member  of  Congress  from  North  Carolina,  and  now 
Secretary  of  State  for  Texas.)  We  all  know  him;  our 
greetings  on  his  appearance  in  this  chamber  attest  our 
respect;  and  such  as  we  know  him  to  be,  so  do  I  know 
the  multitude  of  those  to  be  who  have  gone  to  Texas. 
They  have  gone,  not  as  intwiders,  but  as  grantees;  and 
to  become  a  barrier  between  the  Mexicans  and  the  ma- 
raudings Indians  who  infested  their  borders. 

Heartless  is  the  calumny  invented  and  propagated, 
not  from  this  floor,  but  elsewhere,  on  the  cause  of  the 
Texian  revolt.  It  is  said  to  be  a  war  for  the  extension  / 
of  slavery.  It  had  as  well  be  said  that  our  own  Revolu- 
tion was  a  war  for  the  extension  of  slavery.  So  far  from 
it,  that  no  revolt,  not  even  our  own,  ever  had  a  more 
just  and  a  more  sacred  origin.  The  settlers  in  Texas 
went  to  live  under  the  form  of  Government  which  they 
had  lefl  behind  in  the  United  States— a  Government 
which  extends  so  many  guarantees  for  life,  liberty,  prop- 
erty, and  the  pursuit  of  happiness,  and  which  their 
American  and  English  ancestors  had  vindicated  for  so 
many  hundred  years.  A  succession  of  violent  changes 
in  Government,'  and  the  rapid  overthrow  of  rulers,  an- 
noyed  and  distressed  them;  but  they  remained  tranquil 
under  every  violence  which  did  not  immediately  bear 
on  themselves.  In  1822  the  republic  of  1821  was  su- 
perseded by  the  imperial  diadem  of  Itupbidc.  In  1823 
he  was  deposed  and  banished,  returned  and  was  shot, 
and  Victoria  made  President.  Mentuno  and  Bravo  dis- 
puted the  presidency  with  Victoria,  and  found,  in  ban- 
ishment, the  mildest  issue  known  to  unsuccessful  civil 
war.  Pedraza  was  elected  in  1828;  Guerrero  overthrew 
him  the  next  year.  Then  Bustamente  overthrew  Guer- 
rero; and,  quickly,  Santa  Anna  overthrew  Bustamente, 
and,  with  him,  all  the  forms  of  the  constitution,  and 
the  whole  frame  of  the  federative  Government.  By  Km 
own  will,  and  by  force,  Santa  Anna  dissolved  the  exist- 
ing Congress,  convened  another,  formed  the  two  Houses 
into  one,  called  it  a  convention,  and  made  it  the  instru- 
ment for  deposing,  without  trial,  the  constitutional  Vice 
President,  Gomez  Farias,  putting  Barrag^n  into  bis 
place,  annihilating  the  State  Governments,  and  estab- 
lishing a  consolidated  Government,  of  which  he  was 
monarch  under  the  retained  republican  title  of  Presi- 
dent. Still  the  Texians  did  not  take  up  armsi  they 
d'd  not  acquiesce,  but  they  did  not  revolt.  They  re*  / 
tained  their  State  Government  in  operation,  and  looked 
to  the  other  States,  older  and  more  powerful  than  Tex* 
as,  to  vindicate  the  general  cause,  and  to  re-establish 
the  federal  constitution  of  1824.  In  September,  1835, 
this  was  still  her  position.  In  that  month  a  Mexican 
armed  vessel  appeared  off  the  coast  of  Texas,  and  de- 
clared her  ports  blockaded.  At  the  same  time  General 
Cos  appeared  in  the  west  with  an  army  of  fifteen  hun- 
dred men,  with  orders  to  arrest  the  State  authorities, 
to  disarm  the  inhabitants,  leaving  one  gun  to  every  five 
hundred  souls,  and  to  reduce  the  State  to  unconditional 
submission.  Gonzales  was  the  selected  point  for  the 
commencement  of  the  execution  of  these  orders;  and 
the  first  thing  was  the  arms,  those  trusty  pifies  which 
the  settlers  had  brought  with  them  from  the  United 
States,  which  were  their  defence  against  savages,  their 
resource  for  game,  and  the  guard  which  converted  theip 
houses  into  castles  stronger  than  those  •*  which  the 
King  cannot  enter.**  A  detachment  of  General  Cos's 
army  appeared  at  the  village  of  Gonzales  on  the  28th 
of  September,  »nd  demanded  the  arms  of  the  inhabit-* 
ants;  it  was  the  same  demand,  and  for  the  same  pur^ 
pose,  which  the*  British  detachment  under  Major  Pit* 
cairn  had  made  at  Lexington,  on  the  I9lh  of  April, 
1775,  It  was  the  same  demand!  and  the  same  answer 
was  given — resistance— battle — victory!  for  the  Ameri- 
can blood  was  at  Gonzales  as  it  bad  been  at  Lexingptoni 
and  b^ween  using  their  arms  and  surrendering  theip 
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arms,  that  blood  can  never  hesitate.  Then  followed 
the  rapid  succession  of  brilliant  events,  which,  in  two 
months,  left  Texas  without  an  armed  enemy  in  her  bor- 
ders, and  the  strong  forts  of  Goliad  and  the  Alamo,  with 
their  i^rrisons  and  cannon,  the  almost  bloodless  prizes 
of  a  few  hundred  Texian  rifles.  This  was  the  origin 
or  the  revolt;  and  a  calumny  more  heartless  can  never 

(be  imagined  than  that  which  would  convert  this  just 
and  holy  defence  of  life,  liberty,  and  property,  into  an 
aggression  for  the  extension  of  slavery. 

Just  in  its  origin,  valiant  and  humane  in  its  conduct, 
sacred  in  its  object,  tlie  Texian  revolt  has  illustrated 
the  Anglo-Saxon  character,  and  given  it  new  titles  to  tlie 
respect  and  admiration  of  the  world. 

It  shows  that  liberty,  justice,  valor — moral,  physical, 
and  intellectual  power-ncliscriminate  that  race  wherever 
it  goes.  Let  our  America  rejoice,  let  Old  England  re- 
joice, that  the  Brasses  and  Colorado,  new  and  strange 
names — streams  far  beyond  the  western  bank  of  the  Fa- 
ther of  Floods — have  felt  the  impress  and  witnessed  the 
exploits  of  a  people  sprung  from  their  loins,  and  carry- 
/Ang  their  language,  laws,  and  customs,  their  magna 
"  eharia  and  its  glorious  privileges,  into  new  regions  and 
far  distant  climes.  Of  the  individuals  who  have  pur- 
chased lasting  renown  in  this  young  war,  it  would  be 
impossible,  in  this  place,  to  speak  in  detail,  and  invidi- 
ous to  discriminates  but  there  is  one  among  them  whose 
position  forms  an  exception,  and  whose  early  associa- 
tion with  myself  justifies  and  claims  the  tribute  of  a  par- 
ticular notice.  I  speak  of  him  whose  romantic  victory 
has  given  to  the  Jacinto*  that  immortality  in  grave  and 
serious  history  which  the  diskos  of  Apollo  had  given  to 
it  in  the  fabulous  pages  of  the  heathen  mythology. 
General  Houston  was  born  in  the  State  of  Virginia, 
county  of  Rockbridge;  he  was  appointed  an  ensign  in 
the  army  of  the  United  States  during  the  late  war  with 
Great  Britain,  and  served  in  the  Creek  campaign  under 
the  banners  of  Jackson.  I  was  the  lieutenant  colonel 
of  the  regiment  to  which  he  belonged,  and  the  first 
field  officer  to  whom  he  reported.  I  then  marked  in 
him  the  same  soldierly  and  gentlemanly  qualities  which 
have  since  distinguished  his  eventful  career:  frank, 
generous,  brave — ready  to  do,  or  to  suffer,  whatever 
the  obligations  of  civil  or  military  duty  imposed;  and 
.  alwavs  prompt  to  answer  the  call  of  honor,  patriotism, 
and  friendship.  Sincerely  do  I  rejoice  in  his  victory. 
It  is  a  victory  without  alloy,  and  without  parallel,  except 
at  New  Orleans.  It  is  a  victory  which  the  civilization  of 
the  age,  and  the  honor  of  the  human  race,  required 
him  to  gain;  for  the  nineteenth  century  is  not  the  age 
in  which  a  repetition  of  the  Goliad  matins  could  be  en- 
dured. Nobly  has  he  answered  the  requisition;  fresh 
and  luxuriant  are  the  laurels  which  adorn  his  brow. 

It  is  not  within  the  scope  of  my  present  purpose  to 
speak  of  military  events,  and  to  celebrate  the  exploits 
of  that  vanguard  of  the  Anglo-Saxons  who  are  now  on 
the  confines  of  the  ancient  empire  of  Montezuma;  but 
that  combat  of  the  San  Jacinto!  it  must  forever  remain 
in  the  catalogue  of  military  miracles.  Seven  hundred 
and  fifty  citizens,  miscellaneously  armed  with  rifles, 
muskets,  belt  pistols,  and  knives,  under  a  leader  who 
had  never  seen  service,  except  as  a  subaltern,  march  to 
attack  near  double  their  numbers — march  in  open  day 
across  a  clear  prairie,  to  attack  upwards  of  twelve  hun- 
dred veterans,  the  elite  of  an  invading  army  of  seven 
thousand,  posted  in  a  wood,  their  flanks  secured,  front 
intrenched,  and  commanded  by  a  general  trained  in 
civil  wars,  victorious  in  numberless  battles,  and  chief  of 
an  empire  of  which  no  man  becomes  chief  except  as 
conqueror.  In  twenty  minutes  the  position  is  forced. 
The  combat  becomes  a  carnage.  The  flowery  prairie  is 
"  I— ■■— ■  • 
*  Hyacinth;  hyacinthus;  huakinthos;  water  flower. 


stained  with  blood;  the  hyacinth  is  no  longer  blue,  but 
scarlet.  Six  hundred  Mexicans  are  dead;  six  hundred 
more  are  prisoners,  half  wounded;  the  President  Gene- 
ral himself  is  a  prisoner;  the  camp  and  baggage  all  ta- 
ken; and  the  loss  to  the  victors,  six  killed  and  twenty 
wounded.  Such  are  the  results,  and  which  no  Europe- 
an can  believe,  but  those  who  saw  Jackson  at  New  Or- 
leans. Houston  is  the  pupil  of  Jackson;  and  he  is  the 
first  self-made  general,  since  the  time  of  Mark  Antony, 
and  the  King  Antigonus,  who  has  taken  the  general  of 
the  army  and  the  head  of  the  Government  captive  in 
battle.  Different  from  Antony,  he  has  spared  the  life 
of  his  captive,  though  forfeited  by  every  ]aw«  human 
and  divine. 

I  voted  in  1821  to  acknowledge  the  absolute  inde- 
pendence of  Mexico;  I  vote  now  to  recognise  the  con-  ,  ^ 
tingent  and  expected  independence  of  Texas.  In  both  ^ 
cases  the  vote  is  given  upon  the  same  prindple— upon 
the  principle  of  disjunction  where  conjunction  is  impos- 
sible or  disastrous.  The  union  of  Mexico  and  Spain 
had  become  impossible;  that  of  Mexico  and  Texas  is  no 
longer  desirable  or  possible.  A  more  fatal  present 
could  not  be  made  than  that  of  the  future  incorporation 
of  the  Texas  of  La  Salle  with  the  ancient  empire  of 
Montezuma.  They  could  not  live  together,  and  exter- 
mination is  not  the  genius  of  the  age;  and,  besides,  is 
more  easily  talked  of  than  done.  Bloodshed  only  could 
be  the  fruit  of  their  conjunction;  and  every  drop  of  tliat 
blood  would  be  the  dragon's  teeth  sown  upon  the  earth. 
No  wise  Mexican  should  wish  to  have  this  Trojan  horse 
shut  up  within  their  walls. 

The  debate  was  fiirther  continued  by  Mr.  PRESTON, 
who  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  resolution; 
which  were  ordered,  and  the  question  being  taken,  was 
decided  as  follows: 

YsiB— -Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Black,  Buchanan, 
Calhoun,  Clay,  Clayton,  Cutbbert,  Davis,  Ewing  of  Illi- 
nois, Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Kent,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of  Georgia,  Leigh,  Linn, 
Mangum,  Moore,  Nicholas,  Niles,  Page,  Porter,  Pres- 
ton, Rives,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Southard, 
Swift,  Tallmadge,  TomUnson,  Walker,  Wall,  Webster, 
White,  Wright— 39. 

So  the  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SWIFT,  the  Senate  agreed  to  take 
a  recess  from  3  to  5  o'clock. 

After  taking  up  and  going  through  with  several  bills. 

The  Senate  took  a  recess  until  5  o'clock. 

EvEiriHo  Ssssiov. 

INDIAN  APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr.  WHITE,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 

reported  the  bill  from  the  House  making  appropriations 

for  carrying  into  effect   certain  Indian  treaties,   with 

annendments. 

The  bill  was  taken  up,  and,  after  ^ome  discussion  be 
tween  Mr.  WHITE  and  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  amend- 
ments  were  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

The  bill  making  appropriations  for  fortifications  was 
received  from  the  House,  with  a  message  concurring  in 
one  amendment,  and  non-concurring  in  the  other. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  receded 
from  the  amendments  which  had  not  received  the  con- 
currence of  the  House. 

DELAWARE  BREAKWATER. 

The  Senate  took  up  the  bill  making  additional  appro- 
priations for  the  Delaware  breakwater,  &c. 

There  was  a  discussion  on  this  bill,  in  which  Mr.  DA- 
VIS, Mr.  MANGUM,  Mr.  BUCHANAN4  Mr.  WALK- 
ER, Mr.  PRESTON,  Mr.  PORTER,  Mr.  LINN,  Mr. 
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MOORE,  Mr.  CALHOUN,  Mr.  WEBSTEB,  Mr. 
LEIGH,  Mr.  WRIGHT,  and  Mr.  SOUTHARD,  took 
part. 

The  Committee  on  Commerce  had  reduced  the  amount 
of  appropriations  in  this  bill  one  third  from  that  which 
had  passed  the  House. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
reduction  made  by  the  committee  of  the  appropriation 
for  Newcastle  harbor,  in  order  that  he  and  his  colleague 
might  record  their  votes  against  it. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  ordered,  the  question  was 
taken,  and  decided  in  favor  of  the  reduction:  Yeas  22, 
nays  5. 

The  other  amendments  of  the  committee  were  con- 
curred in. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DAVIS,  the  bill  was  amended  by 
the  addition  of  an  appropriation  of  $30,000  for  surveys, 
under  an  existing  law  of  Congress. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  and  ordered 
to  a  third  reading  by  the  following  vote: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bayard,  Clayton,  Davis  Ewing  of 
Ohio,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  King 
of  Alabama,  Linn,  Niles,  Page,  Robbins,  Robinson, 
Southard,  Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster, 
Wright— 20. 

Nats — Messrs.  Calhoun,  King  of  Georgia,  Leigh, 
Walker,  White— 5. 

At  baif  past  one,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


Satvbdat,  July  3. 
ABOLITION  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  MORRIS  remarked  that  it  was  well  known  that 
he  had  had  in  his  possession  during  the  session  several 
abolition  petitions,  which,  for  reasons  heretofore  given 
by  him,  he  had  failed  to  present.  He  now  asked  leave 
to  present  them,  and  moved  that  they  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  WALKER  demanded  the  question  as  to  the  re- 
ception of  the  memorials;  and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  W.,  this 
question  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PENSION  BILL. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  moved  to  take  up  the  bill  to  grant 
half  pay  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of  those  who  nave 
died,  or  may  hereafter  die,  in  the  service  of  the  United 
SUtes. 

Mr.  PRESTON  opposed  the  motion. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
question;  which  were  ordered,  and  it  was  decided  in  the 
affirmative:  Yeas  18,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

YsAS — Messrs.  Bayard,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert,  Ewing 
of  Illinois,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  King  of  Alabama,  King 
of  Georgia,  Linn,  Nicholas,  Robinson,  Southard,  Tail- 
madge,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster,  Wiiite — 18. 

Nats — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Golds- 
borough,  Kent,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Porter,  Pres- 
ton, Robbins,  Rnggles,  Swift,  Walker,  Wright— 15. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  explained  and  advocated  the  b':I1. 

Mr.  PRESTON  opposed  it,  as  extending  the  pension 
system  to  an  enormous  and  alarming  degree. 

The  debate  was  continued  by  Messrs.  CALHOUN  and 
KING  of  Georgia,  who  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  con- 
fining its  benefits  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of  those 
who  have  died  or  may  die  of  wounds  actually  received 
in  service,  or  who  have  been  killed  or  may  be  killed  in 
action. 

Af^er  a  debate  the  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  submitted  a  further  amendment,  em- 
bracing the  widows  and  children  of  certain  revolutionary 
pensioners  who  have  died  since  March,  1831;  and  an 
amendment  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  BUCHANAN,  to 
provide  for  widows  of  revolutionary  officers  and  soldiers 


who  were  married  during  the  war  and  who  have  remain- 
ed widows  since;  which  amendments  were  agreed  to, 
and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 

DELAWARE  BREAKWATER. 

The  bill  making  additional  appropriations  for  comple- 
ting the  Delaware  breakwater,  and  for  the  improvement 
of  certain  harbors,  and  for  removing  obstructions  in  cer- 
tain rivers,  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed:  Yeas  25, 
nays  12,  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Buchanan,  Cuthbert, 
Davis,  Ewing  of  Illinois,  Ewing  of  Ohio,  Goldsborough, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  King  of  Alabama,  Linn,  Niles,  Page, 
Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Southard,  Swift,  Tall- 
madge, Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster,  Wright— 25. 

Nats— Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  King  of  Geor- 
gia, Leigh,  Mangum,  Nicholas,  Porter,  Preston,  Rives, 
Walker,  White— 12. 

DEFENCE  OF  THE  FRONTIER. 

The  bill  to  provide  for  the  better  protection  of  the 
western  frontier  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  a  few  words  in  opposition  to  the 
bill,  and  proposed  laying  it  on  the  table,  that  the  sub- 
ject might  be  taken  up  next  winter,  when  they  would 
be  in  possession  of  the  estimates  and  surveys  for  the 
military  road  contemplated. 

Mr.  LINN  and  Mr.  BENTON  severally  addressed  the 
Senate-in  support  of  the  bill;  after  which  it  was  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  and  subsequently  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

LIGHTHOUSE  BILL. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
made  a  report  on  the  bill  from  the  House  making  appro- 
priations for  lighthouses,  &c.,  referred  to  that  committee 
yesterday.  The  report  states  that,  in  so  short  a  period 
as  that  allowed  to  them,  it  had  been  found  impossible  to 
give  to  the  bill  that  examination  which  its  importance 
required;  and,  although  there  are  many  useful  objects 
which  must  suffer,  the  committee  find  themselves  com- 
pelled to  return  the  bill,  for  the  Senate  to  make  such 
disposition  of  it  as  may  be  thought  desirable. 

HARBOR  BILL. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  re- 
ported the  bill  making  appropriations  for  certain  har- 
bors, 8(c.,  with  amendments. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendments  reported  from  the  committee  were 
considered  and  ag^ed  to. 

On  the  amendment  striking  out  the  appropriation  of 
^8,000  for  the  improvement  of  Chagrin  river,  and  of 
j(20,000  for  the  improvement  of  the  mouth  of  Maumee 
river,  Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  resisted  the  striking  out; 
but  the  amendment  was  agreed  to:  Ayes  23,  noes  not 
counted. 

Some  discussion  ensued,  in  which  Mr.  DAVIS,  Mr. 
CALHOUN,  Mr.  WEBSTER,  and  Mr.  NILES,  took 
part,  until  3  o'clock,  when  the  Senate  took  a  recess  till 
5  o'clock. 

Etenikg  Sessiok. 
HARBOR  BILL. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  ma- 
king appropriations  for  harbors,  &c. 

Mr.  SOUTHARD  moved  to  strike  out  the  appropria- 
tion for  an  ice-breaker,  &c. ,  on  Staten  Island. 

The  amendment  was  negatived:  Ayes  14,  noes  15. 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking 
out  the  appropriation  of  $20,000  for  deepening  the  har- 
bor of  Baltimore. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH  and  Mr.  KENT  defended 
the  appropriation. 
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Mr.  KINO,  of  Georgia,  said  he  might  be  disposed  to 
go  somewhat  at  length  into  the  subject  of  the  bill,  had 
not  the  most  important  principles  connected  with  it 
already  been  very  fully  discussed.  As  we  were  pressed 
for  time,  his  principal  object  was  to  give  to  the  Senate 
the  history  of  our  legislation  upon  the  subject  of  harbors, 
more  in  detail  than  had  been  presented,  by  which  it 
would  be  seen  that  gentlemen  were  greatly  mistaken 
when  they  supposed  that  this  system  had  age  to  recom- 
mend it.  He  was  astonished  at  the  mistake  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  BucHAKAir,]and  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  AVxBSTaR,]  who  had  stated 
that  we  were  only  pursuing  the  policy  adopted  by  the 
Government  from  the  date  of  the  constitution. 
'  Congress  had  passed  an  act  in  1789,  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  keeping  in  repair  such  lighthouses,  buoys, 
beacons,  public  piers,  &c.,  as  the  States  might  cede  to 
the  General  Government.  Some  cessions  were  made, 
and  the  statute  had  been  executed  at  a  very  trifling  ex- 
pense, for  the  system  of  jobbing  had  not  been  encoura- 
ged by  the  State  Governments,  which  had  only  construct- 
ed such  works  as  were  of  some  utility. 

But  on  the  passage  of  this  act  did  we  find  States,  com- 
mercial cities,  corporations,  villAges,  and  private  specu- 
lating companies,  pouring  in  upon  Congress  to  improve 
their  harbors,  and  make  new  ones,  at  the  common  ex- 
pense of  the  nation^  Not  so.  They  never  dreamed  of 
such  a  thing.  Such  works  had  been  constructed  at  the 
expense  of  those  who  were  benefited  by  them,  and  it 
never  occurred  to  any  body  that  such  works  should  be 
constructed  at  the  national  cost.  Until  recently,  a  sys- 
tem had  been  introduced  resulting  in  benefits  entirely 
local,  building  up  cities  and  enriching  individuals  at  the 
cost  of  the  Government. 

He  had  drawn  off,  he  said,  a  statement  which  would 
show  how  far  Senators  were  in  error  when  they  sup- 
posed this  system  had  commenced  with  the  Government. 
The  first  appropriation  which  he  had  been  able  to  find 
for  such  objects  as  those  contained  in  the  bill  was  in 
1816.  Mr.  K.  then  read  to  the  Senate  the  following 
statement  of  appropriations  made  for  harbors  by  the 
General  Government: 

'Appropriations  for  turveyty  harbon,  and  rivers. 


1816 
IBir 
1818 
1819 
1820 
1821 
1822 
1823 
1824 
1825 
1826 
1827 


$30,000 


2,500 
11,500 

6.500 

40,000 

57.085 

133,505 

41,850 

$322,000 


Here  was  a  little  upwards  of  three  hundred  thousand 
dollars  appropriated  by  tl>e  Government  between  1789 
and  1828,  and  not  one  dollar  had  been  appropriated  for 
these  objects  for  twenty-seven  years  after  the  adoption 
of  the  constitution;  yet  some  shrewd  patriots  had  all  at 
once  discovered  that  the  commerce  of  tl)e  country  would 
be  ruined,  unless  two  or  three  millions  per  annum  should 
be  appropriated  by  the  Government  fur  these  local  and 
partial  purposes.  Mr.  K.  continued  the  statement. 
He  said  in  1828  the  breakwater  was  commenced,  and 
$250,000  was  appropriated  for  that  purpose,  and  some- 
thing for  other  object?,  as  follows: 


1828  (including  $250,000  for  Dela- 

ware breakwater,)  -  -     $317,402 

1829  ....         10,181 

1830  .  -  -  .  - 

1831  ....      671,000 

1832  ...  -       641.300 

1833  -  -  .  -      457,256 
1834-5        ...  -      458.056 

Thus  the  history  of  this  harbor-making  would  be  seen. 
It  never  commenced  till  1816,  when  a  small  appropria- 
tion of  $30,000  was  made.  Was  that  a  precedent  so 
popular  as  to  be  immediately  followed  up?  No;  Con- 
gress seemed  so  alarmed  at  that  small  transgression,  that 
nothing  more  was  appropriated  until  1821,  when  the 
small  sum  of  $2,500  only  was  appropriated,  and  the  ap- 
propriations continued  to  be  trifling,  and  principally  for 
old  works,  except  the  Delaware  breakwater,  till  1832, 
a  year  which  would  be  long  remembered  by  the  political 
economist  of  this  country,  as  one  in  which  a  premium  was 
offered  to  any  one  who  could  suggest  the  best  means  of 
squandering  the  public  money.  From  that  time  the  ap- 
propriations had  averaged  about  half  a  million,  till  this 
year.  Tliis  year,  said  he,  we  had  sent  to  us  bills  from 
the  House  for  near  three  millions,  including  lighthouses, 
and  upwards  of  two  millions  for  harbors  alone.  The  bill 
for  new  works,  then  before  the  Senaje  as  sent  from  the 
House,  was  near  a  million,  and,  by  an  estimate  made  by 
the  intelligent  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  in  the  House,  was  the  commencement  only  of  an 
expenditure  of  at  least  ten  millions  on  the  new  work» 
proposed.  He  thought  the  expenditure  would  be  much 
more,  and,  from  past  experience  in  such  works,  the  pro- 
posed new  works  would  cost  thirty  millions;  for  it  was  a 
singular  fact,  that  this  local  jobbing,  once  commenced, 
was  almost  interminable;  and  some  works  had  cost  annu- 
ally, for  many  years,  as  much  as  the  first  estimate,  an<i 
the  estimated  cost  of  completion  more  than  the  original 
estimate.  It  would  always  be  so,  when  we  undertook 
to  war  against  nature,  and  make  harbors  where  God 
never  intended  them,  or  to  appropriate  money  merely  to 
give  a  job  by  its  expenditure.  This  vast  expenditure 
was  almost  entirely  confined  to  one  section  of  the  coun- 
try, and  was  drawn  from  the  Treasury  by  local  combi- 
nations for  no  national  purpose.  It  could  not  be  borne 
by  the  people  generally,  when  understood.  If  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  session  were  an  earnest  of  what  we  had 
to  expect  in  future,  he  looked  upon  the  subject  as  dne 
of  the  most  important  that  had  ever  agitated  the  councils 
of  the  country.  There  was  nothing  national  in  it,  and 
the  tariff  was  a  blessin.^  to  the  South,  when  compared 
with  it.  The  tariff  benefited  large  communities,  and 
however  onerous,  was  national  and  patriotic  in  its  origin, 
and  the  patriiitic  of  every  section  of  the  country  were 
disposed  to  forbear  long  with  those  who  struggled  to 
maintain  interests  that  had  grown  up  under  it.  But  this 
was  a  new  system  of  local  bounties  and  private  specula- 
lion.  Those  who  had  the  most  modesty  got  the  least 
money,  and  those  who  had  the  least  conscience  got  the 
most  money.  The  South  had  constitutional  scrtiples 
upon  the  subject,  and  asked  for  nothing,  got  nothing, 
wanted  nothing.  It  was,  he  saicf,  not  only  internal  im- 
provements, but  internal  improvements  in  the  worst 
form,  and  (except  for  oAr  naval  stations)  he  would  like 
to  know  how  those  opposed  to  internal  improvements 
could  vote  for  cutting  out  a  harbor  to  aid  the  approach 
of  vessels  to  a  village,  and  could  not  vote  for  a  road  be- 
tween one  State  or  one  city  and  another.  They  pre- 
tended to  derive  their  power  from  the  power  to  «•  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  nations."  Well,  did  not  the 
same  power,  in  the  words,  extend  to  the  regulation  of 
commerce  **  among  the  several  States?"  If  one  was  un- 
constitutioaftl,  the  other  was  equally  so;  and  the  advan- 
tage was  greatly  in  favor  of  the  road  in  every  other  views 
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for  that  would  be  a  useful  highway  for  all  the  world  who 
travelled  it,  and  the  other  confined  its  advantages  to  en- 
riching a  petty  corporation,  or  a  few  individuals.       ^ 

But  it  had  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
•  setts  [Mr.  Davis]  that  our  revenue  was  collected  at 
these  ports;  and  there  was  an  obligation  to  open  them 
and  keep  them  in  repair  on  that  account.  And  was  our 
revenue  increased  by  clearing  out  and  multiplying  these 
harbors?  Not  a  single  dollar.  On  the  contrar}*,  the 
more  the  ports  were  multiplied,  the  greater  the  expen- 
ses of  collection;  and  consequently  the  revenue  was  di- 
minished by  the  amount  of  this  increase,  and  by  all  we 
expended  on  harbors  beside.  How  would  our  national 
commerce  suffer  by  an  obstruction  in  the  harbor  of  a 
particular  city?  If  there  should  be  an  obstruction  in 
the  harbor  of  New  York,  it  would  only  give  a  neighbor- 
ing city  some  advantage,  until  New  York,  whose  inter- 
est was  aflTected,  removed  the  obstruction.  But  if  the 
Government  removes  the  obstruction,  other  cities  con- 
tribute to  these  very  improvements,  which  have  a  direct 
tendency  to  injure  them.  If  the  ports  of  Charleston  or 
Philadelphia,  he  said,  had  advantages  over  New  York, 
that  was  a  matter  of  rival  interest  between  those  cities, 
and  had  always  been  so  considered,  until  this  modern  in- 
vention of  taxing  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  re- 
lieve those  who  were  alone  interested. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Webster]  had 
stated  that  other  Governments  had  paid  for  opening  and 
repairing  harbors  in  their  commercial  cities.  This,  he 
thought,  was  not  generally  true.  Some  of  the  despotic 
sovereigns  of  Europe,  without  any  limitation  of  power 
or  sense  of  justice,  occasionally  took  cities  under  their 
royal  protectiun,  and  disbursed  the  public  money  upon 
them  without  regard  to  any  particular  rule.  But  the 
rule,  he  believed,  was  most  generally  to  authorize  the 
city  to  levy  a  tonnage  duty  on  vessels  for  this  purpose;  this 
was  the  correct  mode;  this  gave  to  each  city  its  own 
natural  advantages,  and  taxed  those  who  had  the  benefit 
of  the  improvement. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  he  said,  was  equally 
in  error,  when  he  stated  that  the  States  or  cities  had 
never  considered  themselves  bound  to  keep  their  own 
ports  in  repair  since  the  adoption  of  the  constitution. 
This  was  directly  contradicted  by  the  history  of  every 
important  seaport  in  the  Union,  and  particularly  that  of 
Baltimore,  which  had  just  been  mentioned  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Prsstok.]  Maryland 
had  granted  an  annual  appropriation  for  Baltimore  of 
$30,000,  to  keep  the  harbor  of  that  city  in  repair.  As 
a  punishment  to  the  city  for  the  late  outrages  on  private 
property,  permitted  and  committed  by  its  citizens,  that 
fund  had  been  taken  to  indemnify  those  wholiad  suffer- 
ed by  those  outrages.  And  now,  for  the  first  time, 
Baltimore  comes  here,  and,  by  joiningin  the  combination, 
gets  the  same  amount  from  the  national  Treasury.  This, 
Mr.  K.  said,  was  a  fair  illustration  of  the  whole  system. 
Maryland  comes  into  the  concern,  and  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  made  to  pay  for  the  depredations  of  a 
Baltimore  mob. 

Again,  said  Mr.  K.,  I  have  shown  that  harbors  have 
been  made  and  improved  by  those  to  whom  they  be- 
longed, from  1789  until  a  few  years  back,  or  have  not 
been  made  or  improved  at  all.  And  if  they  had  needed 
no  improvement  for  so  many  years,  he  thought  it  good 
evidence  tliat  this  rush  for  millions  all  at  once  was  un- 
called for  by  the  public  interest.  The  truth  was,  the 
public  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter.  This  vast 
combination,  that  was  to  plunder  the  Treasury  of  so 
many  millions,  was  made  up  of  interests  purely  private 
and  local.  What  was  constantly  the  language  used  on 
the  floor  of  both  Houses,  if  any  member  expressed  a 
doubt,  who  had  a  few  thousands  offered  to  his  own 
State,  to  bribe  him  into  silence?     Why,  it  was^  **  if  you 


don't  want  it,  strike  it  out;"  and  was  a  f^i^at  national 
interest  to  be  controlled  by  the  simple  wish  of  an  indi- 
vidual? But  such  language  was  perfectly  natural,  con- 
sidering the  manner  in  which  these  speculations  and  jobs 
were  giA  up.  Who  asked  for  or  recommended  them? 
Any  general  interest?  No;  the  applications  were  all 
from  cities,  from  individuals,  or  from  compames  who 
laid  out  sites  for  towns,  got  Congress  to  mak«  them  an 
appropriation  for  a  harbor,  and  then  sold  out  their  lots 
on  speculation.  Thousands  were  squandered  in  bribes 
for  votes,  by  making  an  appropriation  for  objects  entire- 
ly useless,  and  where  the  only  advantage  was  a  job  in 
the  expenditure  of  the  money. 

Mr,  K,  said  it  could  not  be  disguised,  and  ought  not 
to  be  denied,  that  this  abominable  system  of  plunder 
was  carried  through  Congress  by  interested  combina- 
tions, and  could  succeed  in  no  other  way.  Members, 
by  the  skill  of  the  managers,  were  frequently  placed  ia 
such  a  situation  that  they  were  obliged  to  vote  for  the 
bill,  however  objectionable,  to  save  themselves  with 
their  constituents.  An  honest  member  of  the  other 
House  had  told  him  that  he  had  in  this  way  been  com- 
pelled to  vote  for  the  bill,  although  he  pronounced  it 
*<  a  bill  of  abominations,"  and  hoped  it  might  be  arrest- 
ed in  the  Senate.  The  member  alluded  to  had  pro- 
nounced this  new  harbor  bill  one  of  the  most  corrupt 
combinations  of  interested  speculation  that  had  ever  dis- 
graced the  country,  and  such  Mr.  K.  said  he  believed  it. 

Mr.  K.  then  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  an- 
other trick  by  which  these  managers  had  furnished 
evidence  of  their  skill.  It  would  be  recollected  that 
we  had  passed  a  moderate  harbor  bill  long  since,  and 
sent  it  to  the  other  House.  We  have  never  heard  of  it 
since,  said  Mr.  K.,  until  we  find  it  actually  incorporated 
in  the  monster  before  us.  Why  was  this?  Why,  it 
was  only  to  unite  the  interests  of  the  two  bills.  Among 
other  thingj*,  no  doubt,  g^eat  calculations  of  strength 
were  made,  by  uniting  the  breakwater  with  the  improve- 
ment of  the  Mississippi,  and  by  this  unnatural  union 
between  the  French  and  the  Friends,  we  are,  said  he, 
swept  on  by  a  current  as  irresistible  as  that  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi itself. 

And  here  he  was  reminded,  he  said,  of  the  curious 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  [MK  Nilss.] 
That  Senator  had  given  us  sound  doctrine,  with  much 
ability,  and  great  earnestness.  He  had  pronounced  the 
whole  system  wrong,  partial,  unconstitutional,  and  un- 
just, and  condemned  the  bill  as  very  objectionable;  yet 
concluded  by  saying  he  should  vote  for  the  bill,  because, 
now  the  system  had  commenced,  we  could  not  stop  it! 
I  know  *<we  can't  stop  it,"  said  Mr.  K.,  unless  we  vote 
against  it.  This  fraudulent  expenditure  is  doubling  on 
us  by  millions  per  annum,  and  gentlemen  denounce  it, 
as  in  duty  bound;  express  their  alarm,  shut  their  eyes, 
and  vote  for  it;  and  say,  «•  we  can't  stop  it."  Mr.  K. 
said  he  felt  some  difficulty  in  comprehending  the  prin- 
ciple which  led  to  this  fatal  necessity. 

J9e  hoped  even  the  friends  of  the  bill  would  have 
some  mercy  upon  the  South  and  West,  and  be  satisfied 
at  the  present  session  with  the  enormous  bill  already 
passed.  Let  us,  said  he,  have  a  little  time  to  recover 
from  the  shock,  and  look  into  this  heavy  bill  pushed 
upon  us  at  the  very  last  hour  of  the  last  day  of  the  ses- 
sion, involving  an  expenditure  so  enormous,  and  which 
the  committee  themselves  tell  us  they  have  had  no  time 
to  examine.  He  hoped  they  would  allow  the  bill  to  lie 
over  till  the  next  session,  to  give  time  to  learn,  at  least, 
where  the  places  are  for  whose  benefit  we  proposed  to 
saddle  the  country  with  such  a  vast  expenditure.  There 
was  another  reason,  he  said,  why  the  friends  of  the  bill 
should  be  content  with  this  course.  That  was,  the  great 
amount  of  our  appropriations  during  the  present  year, 
and  the  extreme  difficulty  of  procuring  labor  at  any 
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price.  Labor  wu  now  one  hundred  per  cent,  on  the 
usual  prices.  And  the  great  additional  demand  that 
would  be  created  by  these  hrge  Government  expendi- 
tures would  render  it  impossible  to  expend  any  things 
during^  the  present  year  with  any  regard  to  economy. 
He  hoped  these  considerations  would  mduce  the  Senate 
to  postpone  the  bill  to  the  first  day  of  the  next  session, 
and  he  made  a  motion  for  that  purpose. 

Messrs.  WALKER  and  MANGUM  addressed  the 
Senate  in  favor  of  Mr.  Riiro's  motion. 

Mr.  KING,  of  6eor|ifia,  then  withdrew  his  motion,  and 
moved  to  strike  out  all  tlie  items  in  the  bill  except  the 
item  of  $75,000  for  improving  the  mouth  of  the  Mis- 
aissippi,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
ordered. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows:  Yeas 
17,  nays  21: 

Yxi.8— Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Grundy,  Ring  of  Alabama,  King  of 
Georgia,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Nicholas,  Porter, 
Preston,  Rives,  Walker,  White— -17. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Buchanan,  Davis, 
Ew-.ng  of  Illinois,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent,  Linn, 
Niles,  Pag^,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Southard, 
"SwiO,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster, 
Wright— 18. 
So  the  motion  of  Mr.  Kiko  was  negatived. 
Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  renewed  his  motion  to  post- 
pone the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  until  the  first 
Monday  in  December,  and  asked  the  yeas  and  nays; 
which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows:  Teas 
17,  nays  22: 

Ykas — Messrs.  Black,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Cuthbert, 
Ewing  of  Ohio,  Grundy,  King  of  Alabama,  King  of 
Georgia,  Leigh,  Mangum,  Moore,  Nicholas,  Porter, 
Preston,  Rives,  Walker,  White— 17. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bayard,  Benton,  Buchanan,  Davis, 
Ewing  of  Illinois,  Goldsborough,  Hendricks,  Kent,  Linn, 
Niles,  Page,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Southard, 
Swift,  Tallmadge,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wall,  Webster, 
Wright— 22. 
So  the  Senate  refused  to  postpone  the  bill. 
The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  renewed  motion 
of  Mr.  pRxsToir  to  strike  out  the  clause  of  #20,000  for 
deepening  the  harbor  of  Baltimore;  which  was  rejected: 
Ayes  14. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  as  amended,  and  the 
amendments  having  been  concurred  in,  tlie  yeas  and  nays 
were  ordered  on  the  question  of  engrossment  and  read- 
ing it  a  third  time. 

There  was  a  brief  discussion  between  Mr.  CLAY,  Mr. 
PRESTON,  Mr.  WALKER,  Mr.  BUCHANAN,  and 
Mr.  KENT,  when 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  to  strike  out  the  item  of  five 
hundred  dollars  for  a  survey  of  the  mouth  of  the  Sus- 
quehanna, but  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  renewed  the  motion,  and  called 
for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  ordered;  and  the  ques- 
tion was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas 
14,  nays  24. 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  to  strike  out  the  appropriation 
for  the  harbor  of  Georgetown,  South  Carolina:  Yeas  21, 
nays  15. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  moved  to  strike  out  the  ap- 
propriation of  #10,000  for  the  harbor  of  Brunswick; 
which  was  negatived. 

The  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time:  Yeas  21,  nays  17. 
The  bill  was  then  passed. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 
Mr.  WRIGUi*,  from  the  Committee  on  Fimmce,  to 


which  had  been  referred  the  amendments  of  the  House 
to  tlie  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  making  appropriations 
in  part  for  the  support  of  Government  for  the  year  1836, 
made  a  report  thereon,  recommending  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  amendments  of  the  ftouse,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  amendments  **  for  removing  the  naval  monu- 
ment to  the  botanic  garden,  $2,000,"  and  '*  for  extending 
the  enclosures  of  the  Capitol  square,  $25,000,"  which 
they  recommend  to  be  stricken  out. 

On  taking  the  question  of  concurring  with  the  com- 
mittee as  to  striking  out  the  provision  for  extending  the 
grounds,  the  Senate  refused  to  strike  it  out. 

The  appropriation  of  $2,000  for  removing  the  naval 
monument  was  stricken  out. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  moved  that  the  Senate  do  not 
concur  in  the  amendment  of  the  House  appropriating 

dollars  for  the  purchase  of  books  and  documenta 

for  the  new  members;  which  motion  was  ag;reed  to: 
Yeas  15,  nays  10. 

The  other  amendments  were  concurred  in. 
CHOCTAW  TREATY. 

Mr.  MOORE  moved  to  take  up  the  bill  for  the  adjust- 
ment of  certain  claims  to  reservations  of  lands,  under  the 
fourteenth  article  of  the  treaty  oF  Dancing  Rabbit  creek, 
with  the  Choctaw  Indians;  which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALKER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking 
out  the  whole  of  it,  and  inseriing  in  lieu  thereof  a  pro- 
vision appropriating  $30,000,  in  addition  to  the  sum  al- 
ready appropriated,  for  the  removal  of  the  Choctaw  In- 
dians now  in  the  State  of  Mississippi  to  the  west  of  the 
Mississippi  river. 

Mr.  PRESTON  submitted  whether  it  wasin  order  to 
move  to  strike  out  the  subject  of  the  bill,  and  to  insert 
an  entirely  different  subject. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  it  was  always  proper  to 
move  to  strike  out  and  insert. 

Af\er  a  debate,  in  which  Messrs.  WALKER  and 
MOORE  took  part, 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the 
table;  which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

After  taking  up  and  finally  acting  upon  several  other 
bills, 

It  was  ordered,  on  motion  of  Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio, 
that  when  the  Senate  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  at  8 
o'clock  on  Monday  morning. 

The  Senate  then  (at  3  o'clock)  adjourned,  only  eight 
members  being  present 

MoirSAT,  JULT   4. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  submitted  a  resolution  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  joint  committee  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  inform  him  that  the  two  Houses  were 
ready  to  adjourn,  and  desired  to  know  whether  he  had 
any  further  communication  to  make  to  them. 

On  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  resolution  was 
suffered  to  lie  on  the  table  for  the  present. 
MRS.  ANN  ROY  ALL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  PRESTON,  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Revolutionary  Claims,  unfavorable  to  the  pe- 
tition of  Mrs.  Ann  Royall,  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  P.  moved  to  reverse  the  report,  so  as  to  read  that 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  ought  to  be  granted. 

Mr.  WHITE  explained  the  nature  of  the  claim,  [inter- 
est on  the  commutation  for  half  pay  of  the  petitioner's 
husband,  a  captain  in  the  revolutionary  war.] 

Messrs.  PRESTON  and  WALKER  briefly  advocated 
the  claim,  and  after  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  WHITE 
and  MANGUM,  the  report  was  laid  on  the  table. 
SUSPENSION  OF  THE  RULES. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of-  Repre* 
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sentatives,  by  Mr.  Frahkliv,  their  Clerk,  stating  that 
the  House  had  suspended  the  seventeenth  joint  rule  of 
the  two  Houses,  which  declares  that  no  bill  shall  be  sent 
to-  the  President  for  his  signature  on  the  last  day  of  the 
session,  until  two  o'clock,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  bill  for 
the  repair  of  the  Potomac  bridge;  the  bill  to  artiend  the 
judicial  system  of  the  United  States;  the  bill  repealing 
the  provisions  in  the  tenth  section  of  the  tariff  act  of 
18S2;  the  bill  to  confirm  Certain  land  claims  in  Missouri; 
the  bill  to  repeal  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1792,  which 
requires  issuing  the  certificates  on  imported  wines;  and 
the  bills  that  were  passed  by  both  Houses  on  Saturday, 
and  not  submitted  to  the  President. 

The  question  on  taking  Up  this  resolution  requiring 
the  unanimous  consent  of  the  Senators  present, 

Mr.  MANGdM  objected  to  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution. 

The  CHAIR  declaring  that  the  resolution  could  not 
be  considered^ 

Mr.  WALKER  said  he  felt  strongly  inclined  to  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

The  CHAIR  then  read  the  48th  rule  of  the  Senate. 

Messrs.  LINN  and  WALKER  expressed  their  wishes 
that  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  would  withdraw 
his  objections,  so  far  as  related  to  the  bill  to  confirm 
land  claims  in  Missouri,  and  the  bill  to  carry  into  effect 
the  compact  between  the  United  States  and  the  States 
of  Mississippi  and  Alabama. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  felt  constrained  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  privilege  conferred  on  him  by  the  rule,  and 
object  to  the  resolution.  His  long  experience  in  the 
Senate  had  convinced  him  of  the  great  advantages  re- 
sulting from  the  riile  which  the  House  proposed  to  sus- 
pend, and  the  great  mischiefs  that  would  result  from 
dispensing  with  it.  It  had  been  adopted  after  a  full 
knowledge  of  the  inconveniences  of  the  old  practice, 
and  had  been  found  to  have  the  most  beneficial  effects. 
They  all  knew  the  experience  of  Congress  was  such, 
that  some  of  the  most  important  bills  had  been  passed  on 
the  last  night  of  the  session,  without  debate,  whfpt 
through  the  other  House,  and  they  (the  Senate)  were 
called  on  to  assent  to  them  without  knowing  whether 
they  were  passed  by  a  quorum  or  not* 

Although  he  felt  the  strongest  disposition  to  yield  to 
the  wishes  of  gentlemen  whose  constituents'  were  inter- 
ested in  particular  measures,  yet,  on  this  occasion,  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  persist  in  his  objections.  He  felt  that 
making  any  exceptions  would  be  equivalent  to  a  depar- 
ture from  the  rule  altogether;  and  if  they  excepted  in 
favor  of  any  particular  measures  in  the  Senate,  wliy 
might  not  the  House  do  the  same  thing,  and  carry  it  far- 
ther? He  appealed  to  gentlemen  whether  his  course  in 
that  body  had  not  always  been  conciliatory  and  ready  to 
yield  to  the  wishes  of  a  majority;  and  he  assured  gen- 
tlemen that,  in  this  instance,  he  was  actuated  by  no  un- 
kind or  unaccommodating  feelings,  but  solely  by  a  sense 
of  duty. 

Mr.  CALHOUN  said  they  all  knew  that  this  rule  was 
adopted  after  many  years  of  experience,  and  that,  on 
the  last  day  of  the  session,  the  Executive  had  no  oppor- 
tunity to  examine  a  number  of  bills.  He  felt  obliged  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  for  making  his  objec- 
tions, as  he  thought  it  highly  important  that  the  rule 
should  not  be  relaxed. 

Mr.  LINN  did  not  suppose,  fur  a  moment,  that  his 
friend  from  North  Carolina  was  actuated  by  any  unkind 
feelings,  but  that  his  objections  were  prompted  by  a 
sense  of  duty;  but  he  begged  him  to  reflect  a  moment 
whether  there  were  not  occasions  on  wh'tch  the  most 
rigid  rule  should  be  dispensed  with,  and  whether  this 
was  not  one  of  them.  It  appeared  (Mr.  L.  said)  that 
this  rule  hatl  been  relaxed  on  more  than  one  uccuawwi, 
and  he  trusted  the  gentleman  would  a^e  that  there  were 
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some  reasons  for  not  so  rigidly  adhering  to  it  now.  If 
there  was  one  sinfrte  bill  that  ought  to  pass,  why  let  it 
be  excepted;  but  if  it  should  be  found  that  all  ought  not 
to  pass,  or  tliat  there  Were  objections  to  them  tending 
to  create  discussion,  why  let  them  fall.  In  this  particu- 
lar case  he  wished  to  except  from  the  rule  the  bill  for 
the  confirmation  of  land  claims  in  Missouri;  a  measure  to 
which  there  was  not  the  slightest  objection,  and  one  of 
the  greatest  interest  to  his  constituents,  who  had  been 
long  anjciously  looking  for  its  passage.  He  should  re- 
gret exceedingly  to  see  that  measure,  which  had  passed 
both  Houses,  and  only  waited  the  President's  signature 
to  become  a  law,  cut  off  by  the  rigid  adherence  to  a 
rule  which  could  not  have  been  intended  to  apply  to 
such  a  case.  He  could  not  conceive  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  make  its  rules  as 
irreversible  as  the  laws  of  the  Medes  and  Persians,  or 
that  it  ever  intended  to  make  rules  that  should  by  no 
possibility  be  relajted.  He  admitted  the  general  propri- 
ety of  the  rule,  but  he  repeated  the  hope  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  North  Carolina  would  see  that  there  W^re  oc- 
casions on  which  it  might  be  dcpnrted  from. 

Mr.  WALKER  felt  conscious  that  the  objections  of 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  and  sustained  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  resulted  from  a  strict 
sense  of  duty;  but  he  appealed  to  those  gentlemen 
whether  their  objections  to  bills  that  had  been  passed  in 
a  hurry,  rightfully  applied  to  bills  that  passed  after  full 
consideration,  and  to  which  there  were  no  objections. 
He  begged  gentlemen  to  consider  whether  such  bills 
out^ht  not  to  be  excepted  from  the  general  rule.  The 
bill  he  particularly  referred  to,  and  which  he  felt  sa 
anxious  should  become  a  law,  was  the  bill  to  carry  into 
effect  the  compact  between  the  United  States  and  the 
States  of  Alabama  and  Mississippi,  relative  to  the  six- 
teenth sections  of  school  lands,  which  passed  the  Senate 
two  months  ago,  was  reported  favorably  on  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  unanimously,  having  the  i»anc- 
tion  of  its  chairman,  [Mr.  Ewiko,  of  Ohio,]  who  was  so 
rigid  in  his  examination  of  tv^ry  bill  relating  to  the 
public  lands.  Now,  he  appealed  to  gentlemen  wliether 
the  rule  ought  to  apply  to  such  a  bill  a<s  thin.  He  did 
not  wish  the  rule  to  be  suspended  with  regard  to  any 
bill  to  which  there  was  the  slif^htest  ohjeciiun;  and  lie 
hoped  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  would  yield  to 
the  general  wish  of  the  Senate,  and  withdraw  his  oppo- 
sition. 

Mr.  BLACK  read  a  list  of  the  bills  which  would  be 
sent  to  the  President  under  the  resolution,  if  adopted  by 
the  Senate,  and  said  that  he  vioiild  offer  an  amrndment 
to  prevent  its  being  carried  further. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  PORTER, 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  the  nile  was  imperative.  The 
rule  was,  that  no  bill  or  resolution  should  be  sent  to  the 
Pres':dent  on  the  last  day  of  the  session.  The  Chair, 
however,  felt  bound  to  sign  the  bills,  and,  in  the  mean 
time,  any  gentleman  who  thought  proper  might  appeal 
from  the  decision. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  that,  the  measure  he  regarded  as 
the  most  pernicious  not  being  included  in  the  resolu- 
tion, he  would  yield  to  the  wishes  of  his  friends  and 
withdraw  his  objections. 

Mr.  LINN  said  that  his  friend  from  North  Carolina,  in 
withdrawing  his  objections,  had  acted  with  that  kind* 
ness  and  good  feeling  which  had  always  characteiizcd 
his  course  in  that  body.  If  he  could  mention  one  act 
which  would  confer  a  greater  deg^'ee  of  happiness  on  a 
particular  portion  of  the  people,  he  would  refer  to  the 
bill  he  had  already  mentioned;  and  in  behalf  of  those 
who  would  be  so  essentially  benefited  by  this  most  just 
and  necessary  measure,  he  returned  his  thanks  to  the 
St  n.itor  from  Noriii  Carolina  fur  wittkdrawing  his  objec* 
tions  to  the  sunpension  of  the  rule. 
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AAer  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  WALKER  and 
BENTON, 

Mr.  DLACK  offered  an  amendment  to  the  rule  of  the 
House,  specifying  particularly  all  the  acts  which  should 
be  embraced  in  it,  and  confining  its  operation  to  them 
solely;  but,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Chair,  modified  his 
amendment  so  as  to  make  the  resolution  of  the  House 
read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  17th  joint  rule  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Congress,  which  declares  that  no  bill  or  resolution 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  President  for  his  signature  on 
the  last  day  of  the  session,  be  suspended  so  far  as  re- 
spects such  acts  and  resolutions  as  have  already  passed 
both  Houses,  and  received  the  signatures  of  their  pre- 
siding officers. 

The  resolution,  thus  amended,  was  agreed  to,  and  sent 
to  the  other  House  for  concurrence;  after  which« 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives by  Mr.  Fbaskliv,  their  Clerk,  stating  that 
they  had  concurred  in  the  amendment 


Af\er  the  consideration  of  executive  business, 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted'States,  by  Mr.  Donelsoit,  his  secretary,  stating  that 
he  had  signed  the  several  bills  (specifying  them  by  their 
titles)  submitted  to  him  on  that  day. 

The  motion  submitted  by  Mr.  GauiriiT,  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  joint  committee  to  wait  on  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  inform  him  that  the  two  Houses 
of  Congress  were  ready  to  adjourn,  and  desiring  to 
know  whether  be  bad  any  further  communications  to 
make  to  them,  was  taken  up  and  agreed  to. 

Af^er  waiting  some  time, 

Mr.  GRUNDY,  from  the  joint  committee  appointed  to 
wait  on  tne  President,  reported  that  they  bad  performed 
the  duty  assigned  them,  and  that  the  President  had  an- 
swered that  he  had  no  further  communications  to  make 
to  Congress. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BUCHANAN, 

The  Senate  adjourned  sine  die* 


Digitized  by 


Google 


DEBATES 


IN 


THE    HOUSE    OF    REPRESENTATIVES, 


UST  OF  MEMBERS 
Of  the  Hoiiu  of  Btpruentalive$  at  the  fint  aeeston  of  the 
twenty-fourth  Congress. 
MAINE — Jeremiah  Baile}-,  Georgre  Evans,  John  Fair- 
field, Joseph  Hall,  Leonard  Jarvis,  Moses  Mason,  Gor- 
ham  Parks,  Francis  O.  J.  Smith — 8. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE— Benningr  M.  Bean,  Robert 
.Burns,  Samuel  Cushman,  Franklin  Pierce,  Joseph 
Week*— 5. 

MASSACHUSETTS— John  Quincy  Adams,  Nathan- 
iel B.  Borden,  George  N.  Brtggs,  William  B.  Calhoun, 
Caleb  Cushing,  George  Grennell,  jr.,  Samuel  Hoar, 
William  Jackson,  Abbot  Lawrence,  Levi  Lincoln, 
Stephen  C.  Phillips,  John  Reed— 12. 
RHODE  ISLAND— Dutee  J.  Pearce,  W.  Sprague— 2. 
CONNECTlCUT^EIisha  Haley,  Samuel  Ingham, 
Andrew  T«  Judson,  Lancelot  Phelps,  Isaac  Toucey« 
Zaimon  Wildman — 6. 

VERMONT— Heman  Allen,  Horace  Everett,  Hiland 
Hal),  Henry  F.  Janes,  WiHi^m  Slade— 5. 

NEW  YORK— Samuel  Barton,  Samuel  Beardsley, 
Abraham  Bockee,  Matthias  J.  Bovee,  John  W«  Brown, 
C.  C.  Cambreleng,  Graham  H.  Chapin,  Timothy  Childs, 
J  ohh  Cramer,  Ulysses  F.  Doubleday,  Valentine  Efner, 
Dudley  Farlin,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller, 
Ransom  H«  Gillet,  Francis  Granger,  Gideon  Hard,  Abner 
Hazeltine,  Hiram  P.  Hunt,  Abel  Huntington,  Gerrit  T. 
Lansing,  George  W.  Lay,  Gideon  Lee,  Joshua  Lee, 
Stephen  B.  Leonard,  Thomas  C.  Love,  Abijah  Mann,  jr., 
Wiiliam  Mason,  John  McKeon,  Ely  Moore,  Sherman 
Page,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Davtd  Russell,  William  Seymour, 
Nicholas  Sickles,  William  I'aylor,  Joel  Turrill,  Aaron 
Vanderpoel,  Aaron  Ward,  Daniel  Wardwell-— 40. 

NEW  JERSEY— Philemon  Dickerson,  Samuel  Fow- 
ler,  ThomaH  Lee,  James  Parker,  Ferdinand  S.  Schenck, 
William  N.  Shinn— 6. 

PENNSYLVANIA— Joseph  B.  Anthony,  Michael  W. 
Ash,  John  Banks,  Andrew  Beaumont,  Andrew  Buchan- 
an, George  Chambers,  William  P.  Clark,  Edward 
Darlington,  Harmar  Denny,  Jacob  Fry,  jr.,  John  Oal- 
braith,  James  Harper,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Joseph  Hen- 
derson, William  Hiester,  Edward  B.  Hubley,  Joseph  R. 
Ingersoll,  John  Klingensmith,  jr.,  John  Laporte,  Henry 
Logan,  Job  Mann,  Thomas  M.  T.  McKennan,  Jesse 
Miller,  Matthias  Morris,  Henry  A.  Muhlenberg,  David 
Potts  jr.,  Joel  B.  Sutherland,  David  D.  Wagener— 28. 
DELAWARE— John  J.  Milligan— 1. 
MARYLAND— Benjamin  C.  Howard,  Daniel  Jenifer, 
Isaac  McKim,  James  A.  Pearce,  John  N.  Steele,  Francis 
Thoma%  James  Turner,  George  C.  Washington — 8. 

VIRGINIA— James  M.  H.  Beale,  James  W.  Bouldin, 
Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  Walter  Coles,  Robert  Craig, 
George  C.  Dromgoole,  James  Garland,  G.  W.  Hopkins, 
Joseph  Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  George  Loyall,  Edward 
Lucas,  John  Y.  Mason,  William  Mc Comas,  Charles  F. 
Mercer,  William  S.   Morgan,  John  M.  Patton,  John 


Roane,  John  Robertson,  John  Taliaferro,   Henry  A. 
'VTise— 21. 

NORTH  CAROLINA— Jesse  A.  Bynum,  Henry  W. 
Connor,  Edmund  Deberry,  James  Graham,  Micajah  T- 
Hawkins,  James  J.  McKay,  William  Montgomery,  Ebc- 
nczer  Pettigrew,  Abraham  Bencher,  William  B.  Shep- 
ard,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Jesse  Speight,  Lewis 
Williams— 13. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA— Robert  B.  Campbell,  William 
J.  Grayson,  John  K.  Griffin,  James  H.  Hammond, 
Richard  J.  Manning,  Francis  W.  Pickens,  Henry  L. 
Pinckney,  James  Rogers,  Waddy  Thompson,  jr.— 9. 

GEORGIA— Jesse  F.  Cleveland,  John  Coffee,  Thomas 
Glasscock,  Seaton  Grantland,  Charles  E.  Haynes,  Hop- 
kins Holsey,  Jabez  Jackson,  George  W.  Owens,  George 
W.  B.  Towns — 9. 

ALABAMA— Reuben  Chapman,  Joab  Lawler,  Dixon 
H.  Lewis,  Francis,  S.  Lyon,  Joshua  L.  Martin— 5. 

MISSISSIPPI— David  Dickson,  J.  F.  H, Claiborne— 2. 

LOUISIANA— Rice  Garland,  Henry  Johnson,  Eleazer 
W.  Ripley— 3. 

TENNESSEE— John  Bell,  Samuel  Bunch,  William 
B.  Carter,  William  C.  Dunlap,  John  B.  Forester,  Adam 
Huntsman,  Cave  Johnson,  Luke  Lea,  Abram  P.  Maury, 
Balie  Peyton,  James  K.  Polk,  £•  J.  Shields,  James 
Standefer— 13. 

KENTUCKY— Chilton  Allan,  Lynn  Boyd,  John  Cal- 
hoon,  John  Chambers,  Richard  French,  Wm.  J.  Graves, 
Benjamin  Hardin,  James  Harlan,  Albert  G.  Hawes, 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  Joseph  R.  Underwood,  John 
White,  Sherrod  Williams— 13. 

MISSOURI— Wm.  H.  Ashley,  Albert  G.  Harrison— 2» 

ILLINOIS— Zadok  Casey,  William  L.  May,  John 
Reynolds — S. 

INDIANA— Ratliff  Boon,  John  Carr,  John  W.  Davis, 
Edward  A.  Hannegan,  George  L.  Kinnard,  Am«i  Lane, 
Jonathan  McCarty— T. 

OHIO— William  K.  Bond,  John  Chaney,  Thomas  Cor- 
win,  Joseph  H.  Crane,  Thomas  L.  Hamer,  Elias  Howell, 
Benjamin  Jones,  William  Kennon,  Daniel  Kilgore,  Samp- 
son Mason,  Jeremiah  McLene,  William  Patterson,  Jona- 
than Sloaue,  David  Spangler,  Bellamy  Storer,  John 
Thompson,  Samuel  F.  Vinton,  Taylor  Webster,  Elisha 
Whittlesey— 19. 

DELEGATES. 

ARKANSAS  TERRITORY— Ambrose  H.  Sevier. 

FLORIDA  TERRITORY— Joseph  M.  White- 

MICHIGAN  TERRITORY— George  W.  Jones. 

MoHBAT,  Decexbsb  7, 1835. 

At  twelve  o^clock,  M.,  the  House  was  called  to  order 
by  Mr.  Fbanklir,  the  Clerk  of  the  last  Congress. 

The  roll  was  then  called  by  States,  when  two  hundred 
and  twenty-four  members,  constituting  a  quorum,  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  the  Clerk  announced  that 
the  lir&t  business  in  order  was  the  election  of  a  Speaker. 
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Mr.  PATTON  said  he  did  not  know  by  what  authori- 
ty it  was  that  the  election  of  Speaker,  about  to  take 
place,  was  to  be  done,  as  announced  by  the  Clerk,  by 
ballot — necessarily  by  ballot.  IF  it  was  competent  for 
Mr.  p.  to  do  so,  he  should  move,  without  desiring  any 
discussion  on  the  question,  that  the  election  |)e  made 
viva  voce, 

Mr.  MERCER  doubted  whether  that  body,  unorgan- 
ized as  it  was,  was  competent  to  act  on  such  a  question; 
and,  besides,  he  humbly  conceived  that  it  would  be  un- 
wise to  entertain  it,  as  it  would  necessarily  give  rise  to  a 
lon^  discussion.  He  hoped  his  honorable  colleague 
would  not  press  his  motion. 

Mr.  PATTON  said  he  thought  the  law  ought  to  be 
altered;  he  had  no  doubt  it  would  be  altered;  and,  be- 
lieving so,  he  desired  it  might  be  altered  at  once.  He 
thought  that  House,  if  it  was  competent  to  elect,  was 
certainly  competent  to  prescribe  the  mode  of  election,  if 
they  thought  proper.  For  himselfj  he  felt  very  little 
concerned  how  it  was  to  be  decided;  believing,  how- 
ever, the  viva  voce  mode  to  be  the  one  in  which  all  elec- 
tions in  representative  popular  bodies  ought  to  be  made, 
he  must  persist  in  his  motion. 

The  Clerk  (Mr.  FBAHKiiif )  read  the  rule  of  the  last 
House  of  Representatives,  prescribing  the  mode  to  be  by 
ballot. 

Mr.  WARDWELL  said  there  was  no  rule  existing 
that  could  bind  the  present  House,  and  the  Clerk  might 
as  well  read  out  of  any  other  book  as  that. 

Mr.  PATTON.  The  rules  of  llie  last  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives were  not  tKe  rules  of  the  present  House;  in 
fact,  there  were  no  rules  in  force  until  rules  were  adopt- 
ed by  the  existing  House. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  said  they  were 
now  about  to  adopt  a  very  important  change  in  the 
usages  of  the  House— a  usage  that  bad  existed,  he  be- 
lieved, without  Interruption,  from  the  organization  of 
Ihe  Government  to  the  present  time.  What  reason 
icould  have  suggested  itself  to  produce  this  change,  he 
was  utterly  unable  to  perceive.  It  might  be  for  the 
same  reasons  they  had  heard  suggested  last  session;  but 
as  this  was  a  new  body,  assembled  for  the  first  time  in 
this  city  and  in  this  house,  he  should  4iot  advert  to  them. 
IVishing  it,  however,  to  be  known  how  his  own  vote 
would  stand  on  the  tjuestlon,  he  hoped  they  would  be 
indulfiped  with  the  privilege  of  the  yeas  and  nays;  and  he 
would  move  the  question  be  so  taken. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said  that  body  was  not  the  House 
of  Representatives^  nor  were  they  at  that  moment  assem- 
bled there  as  a  House.  They  were  nothing  more  than 
the  elements  out  of  which  the  House  of  Representatives 
was  t(L^e  composed.  Individuals  came  there,  but  it  was 
only  after  taking  the  oath  of  office  that  they  became 
members  of  that  House,  it  was  true,  also,  that  there 
were  no  rules  to  organise  that  body;  for  it  was  as  yet 
an  incomplete  and  imperfect  body,  unorganized,  and 
without  any  other  rules  than  custom.  Custom  alone 
had  sanctioned  the  practice  that  the  Clerk  of  tiie  House 
should,  on  the  first  day  of  the  session,  at  twelve  o'clock, 
call  over  the  nagfies  of  the  members;  and  custom  also 
had  sanctioned  the  practice  of  the  Clerk  calling  for  the 
members  to  vote,  and  putting  the  question  for  Speaker. 
It  was  a  custom,  and  nothing  more  than  a  custom;  and 
he  hud  no  doubt  whatever  that  that  body  was  authorized, 
under  the  constitution,  to  proceed  to  the  choice  of  a 
Speaker,  either  viva  voce,  by  resolution,  or  by  ballot. 
There  was  no  limitation;  and  it  was  lef^  to  the  discretion 
of  that  body,  incomplete  and  imperfect  as  it  was,  to  take 
its  own  course.  It  would,  perhaps,  be  better  to  pro- 
ceed  according  to  the  established  usage  of  the  House. 
He  said  that  during  the  last  session  a  motion  was  made 
and  debated  to  pass  a  aimilar  rule  in  relation  to  the  elec- 
tion of  printer  and  «ome  other  officers—he  did  not 


recollect  whether  that  of  Speaker  was -included  or  not. 
For  himself,  he  preferred  the  mode  of  voting  viva  voce 
upon  this  question;  but  he  well  saw  that  if  the  question 
was  then  entertained  and  acted  upon,  in  all  human 
probability,  the  discussion  would  be  spun  out  to  a  late 
luuir  of  tlve  day,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  presiding,  or 
perhaps  spun  out  for  week»— for  all  of  them  knew  well 
that  a  question  of  that  character  could  not  be  decided 
without  long  discussion.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Pattov]  would 
withdraw  the  motion,  let  ihe  House  proceed  in  its  cus- 
tomary mode,  and  test  the  principle  by  proceeding  to 
the  choice  of  clerks  viva  voce;  and  Mr.  B.  would  most 
cheerfully  vole  that  they  proceed  to  the  choice  of  clerks 
either  viva  voce  or  by  resolution,  and  take  the  question 
by  yeas  and  nay?. 

Mr.  PATTON  said  he  did  not  feel  the  embarrassment 
alluded  to,  and  he  must  persist  in  his  motion. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  denied  that  the 
House  was  without  rules;  for  they  had,  and  were  bound 
by  the  rules  of  the  constitution. 

Mr.  WISE  would  ask  by  what  authority  the  members 
of  that  House  had  a  right  at  present  to  vote.  Was  any 
man  in  that  assembly  qualified f  Non  eomiat:  at  present 
they  were  all  members  there.  Were  they  not  to  exhibit 
their  qualifications  before  they  undertook  to  exercise  the 
duties  of  Representatives  in  Congress?  They  might  as 
well  else  submit  the  question  to  the  gallery  as  that  body. 

Mr.  YANDERPOKL  remarked  that  it  must  be  well 
recollected  by  all  the  gentlemen  with  whom  he  had  the 
honor  to  be  associated  in  the  U^t  Congress,  what  course 
he  then  took  upon  this  question,  whether  the  officers  of 
this  House  should  be  chosen  viva  voee  or  by  ballot.  He 
had  the  honor  of  submitting  at  that  time  some  rei&sons 
in  favor  of  the  plan  of  the  gentleman  from  Virg-rnia, 
[Mr.  Pattok;]  and  if  they  were  to  come  to  a  vote  upon 
the  question  now  before  them,  he  should  vote  in  favor 
of  it;  but  it  was  very  doubtful  to  Mr.  V.  whether  it  was 
expedient  at  this  time  to  agitate  the  subject.  The  House 
was  not  yet  organized;  the  debate  on  the  same  question 
last  session  occupied  more  than  a  week,  and  there  were 
many  gerllemen  who  entertained  different  views,  who 
would  claim  the  right  to  submit  their  views  before  the 
question  was  taken.  The  subject  was  an  important  one, 
coeval  with  the  existence  of  the  Government;  and, 
though  he  was  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  change,  yet  he 
was  in  favor  of  having  that  change  deliberately  made, 
and  after  the  organization  of  the  House;  and  he  should 
therefore  be  extremely  glad  if  the  honorable  mover 
would  withdraw  his  motion.  Besides,  he  did  not  know 
what  right  they  had  to  take  the  yeas  and  nays.  If  the 
House  went  info  the  question  then,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  they  would  have  to  appoint  an  extra  Speaker,  or 
Moderator,  to  preside;  but  he  hoped  they  would  not  be 
subjected  to  the  necessity  of  entertaining  the  question, 
and  he  would  again  most  respectfully  repeat  the  request 
to  the  gentleman  to  withdraw  bis  motion. 

Mr.  EVANS  said,  both  then  and  hereafter,  he  should 
strenuously  contend  against  the  change,  whenever  it 
was  brought  forward.  He  was  unwilling  to  go  into  the 
discussion  then;  and,  without  anv  disrespect  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  he  moved  to  lay  the  ipotion  to 
proceed  to  the  election  of  a  Speaker,  viva  voce,  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  PATTON  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  MERCER  had  some  doubts  whether  the  Clerk 
could  present  the  question,  and  whether  one  fifth  had 
the  right  to  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  PARKER  said  it  appeared  to  him  the  rules  were 
clear;  and  he  would  ask  by  what  right  it  was  that  the 
Clerk  called  that  House  to  order  but  by  the  laws  pre- 
viously adopted^  By  what  right  did  he  call  them  at  13 
o'clock?    There  was  no  law  for  12  o'clock  more  than 
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1  o'clock?  and  yet  every  pentleman  would  and  nwist  admit 
that  if  121  members  met  there  at  11  o'clock,  they  would 
act  contrary  to  law,  and  contrary  to  the  rules  governing 
that  House.  There  was  a  set  of  regulations  \n  usage 
which,  like  the  common  law,  were  binding-,  and  they  were 
these:  that  they  should  meet  at  12  o'clock  oo  the  first 
Monday  in  December;  that  the  Clerk  of  the  last  House 
should  call  the  members,  and  ascertain  if  a  quorum  were 
present,  and  that  those  present  should  proceed,  by  bal- 
lot,  to  organize  themselves  as  a  body.  When  they  have 
done  that,  and  not  till  then,  were  they  competent  to  make 
any  regulations.  On  that  ground  he  considered  every 
innovation  of  the  established  usage  of  fify  odd  years* 
standing  as  inexpedient,  and  one  they  had  no  right  to 
adopt. 

Mr.  REED  concurred  with  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey.  They  must  proceed  to  act,  to  a  certain  extent, 
from  necessity;  and  he  did  not  consider  the  Clerk  to  be 
an  incompetent  officer  to  manage  this  debate  and  con- 
trol it;  but  he  did  hope  the  motion  would  be  withdrawn. 
He  considered  the  present  mode  of  voting  the  true  one; 
the  usage  of  fifty  years,  from  the  foundation  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, was  sufficient,  and  oug^t  to  be  their  rule  of 
proceeding  before  the  House  was  organized;  and  he 
conceived  they  were  acting  a  very  singular  part  in  their 
present  unorganized  state. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  said  it  was  not  his  purpose 
to  enter  into  the  debate,  but  he  would  remark  that  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Re»d]  seemed  to 
him  to  be  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  stood  in  his  place  at  the  present  time  by  mere 
custom  or  by  presumption.  Now,  the  rules  of  the  last 
House  were  the  laws  of  the  present  till  others  were 
adopted.  Mr.  M.  here  read  the  rule  applying  to  the 
Clerk,  that  he  should  take  an  oath,  and  should  be  deem- 
ed to  continue  in  office  until  another  was  appointed. 
That  was  the  law  probably  of  the  present  body;  and  the 
Clerk  was  in  office  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  under 
that  law,  until  it  was  repealed.  He  hoped  the  gentle- 
man  from  Virginia  would  withdraw  the  motion;  but  if 
he  saw  fit  to  persist  in  it,  Mr.  M.  said  it  would  be  his  in- 
dispenable  duty,  although  in  favor  of  the  principle,  to 
vote  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  MERCER,  in  explana- 
tion, the  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays  was  not  seconded  by 
onefi  fth  of  the  members  present;  and  the  motion  of  Mr, 
Pattox  was  laid  on  the  table  without  a  count. 

ELECTION  OF  SPEAKER. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BEARDSLET,  the  House  then 
proceeded  to  ballot  for  a  Speaker. 

Messrs.  Johnson  of  Tennessee,  Everett  of  Vermont, 
and  ANTnoHT  of  Pennsylvaoia,  were  appointed  tellers; 
and,  on  counting  the  ballots,  it  appeared  that  2'ZS  had 
been  given,  as  follows: 

For  James  K.  Polk,   -  -  -  .         132 

John  Bell,  -  -  -  -  84 

Scattering  and  blanks,  -  -  *  9 

The  honorable  James  K.  Polk,  of  Tennessee,  having 
received  a  majority  of  all  the  votes  given,  was  declared 
duly  elected  Speaker  of  the  24lh  Congress;  and,  being 
conducted  to  the  chair  by  Messrs.  Johnson  of  Kentucky 
and  Jarvis  of  Maine,  returned  his  thanks  for  the  honor 
conferred,  in  the  following  address: 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

In  accepting  the  high  station  to  which  I  am  called  by 
the  voice  of  the  assembled  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple, I  am  deeply  impressed  with  the  high  distinction 
which  is  always  conferred  iipon  the  presiding  officer  of 
this  House,  and  with  the  weight  of  the  responsibility 
which  devolves  upon  him.     Without  experience  in  this 


place,  called  to  preside  over  the  deliberations  of  this 
House,  [  feel  that  1  ought  to  invoke,  in  advance,  the  in- 
dulgent forbearance  of  its  members,  for  any  errors  of 
judgment  which  may  occur  in  the  discharge  of  the  se- 
vere duties  which  will  devolve  upon  me.  It  shall  be 
my  pleasure  to  endeavor  to  administer  the  laws  which 
may  be  adopted  for  the  government  of  the  House  justly 
and  impartially  towards  its  members,  and  with  a  view  to 
the  preservation  of  that  order  which  is  indispensable  to 
our  character  as  a  body,  and  to  the  promotion  of  the 
public  interests.  To  preserve  the  dignity  of  this  body, 
and  its  high  character  before  the  country,  so  far  as  shall 
depend  upon  its  presiding  officer,  will  be  objects  of  my 
deepest  solicitude;  and  1  am  sure  I  shall  have  the  co-op- 
eration and  support  of  all  its  members,  in  the  discharge 
of  my  duty,  with  a  view  to  these  objects. 

I  return  to  you,  gentlemen,  my  sincere  acknowledg- 
ments for  this  manifestation  of  your  confidence,  in  elect- 
ing me  to  this  high  station;  and  my  ardent  hope  is,  that 
our  labors  here  may  merit  and  receive  the  approbation 
of  our  constituents,  and  result  in  the  advancement  of 
the  public  good. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  (the  oldest  meni- 
ber  in  the  House,)  administered  the  usual  oath  to  the 
Speaker,  when  the  latter  qualified  the  members  by 
States,  as  also  the  territorial  delegates  from  Arkansas, 
Florida,  and  Michigan. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  submitted  a  resolution  appointing 
Mr.  Walter  S.  Franklin  Clerk  of  the  House;  which 
was  agreed  to«  and  Mr.  Franklin  was  qualified  by  the 
Speaker. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  announcing 
that  that  body,  having  assembled  and  formed  a  quo- 
rum, were  ready  to  proceed  with  legislative  business; 
and  that  a  committee  had  been  appointed  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate,  to  meet  such  committee  as  might  be  ap- 
pointed on  the  part  of  the  House,  to  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  inform  him  that  Con- 
gress, having  assembled,  are  ready  to  receive  any  com- 
munication which  he  may  choose  to  make. 

ELECTION  OF  PRINTER. 

Mr.  COFFEE  submitted  a  resolution,  in  substance, 
that  the  House  proceed  to  the  election  of  a  printer  for 
the  24th  Congress;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Kentucky,  nominated  Messrs. 
Blatr  &  Rives; 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  nominated  Messrs. 
Gales  &  Skaton;  and 

Mr.  PEYTON,  of  Tennessee,  nominated  Messrs. 
Bradford  &  Learned. 

Mr.  PAT  TON  remarked,  that  the  House  having  in- 
dicated an  indisposition  to  adopt  the  principle  of*  voting 
viva  voect  he  would  not  press  that  question  at  this  time. 

The  officers  of  the  House  having  been  directed  to 
collect  the  ballots, 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  remarked  that  this  resolution, 
he  apprehended,  was  premature.  We  were  about  to 
supply  an  omission  of  a  preceding  Congress;  and  he 
doubted  whether  there  was  any  law  in  existence  which 
would  authorize  the  present  proceeding. 

The  SPEAKEU  stated  that  the^lection  could  only  be 
overruled  by  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  adopting  the 
resolution. 

Mp.  WHITTLESEY  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  on 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  ADAMS,  of  Massachusetts,  said  that  there  was  a 
question  which  it  would  be  well  to  consider,  before  this 
matter  was  decided.  He  considered  it  incumbent  upon 
the  individual  who  should  be  chosen  printer,  previously 
to  enter  into  bond.  He  did  not  believe  that  he  could 
be  required  to  enter  into  bond  sul^sequently  to  his  elec- 
tion. 
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Mr.  ROBERTSON  was  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  re- 
consider. He  doubted  the  propriety  of  electing  a  print- 
er at  all.  He  believed  this  was  the  opinion  of  a  num- 
ber of  the  members  of  the  last  Congress.  He  preferred 
that  the  printing  should  be  done  by  contract^  instead  of 
electing  a  political  partisan.  It- was  certainly  not  mag- 
nanimous or  generous  in  a  majority  here  to  impose 
upon  the  minority  a  partisan  printer,  who  would  vilify 
and  abuse  that  minority. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  adverted  to  the  propriety  and  ne- 
cessity of  an  immediate  election  of  printer.  He  would 
like  to  know  by  what  rule  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Robertson]  anticipated  that  a  majority  of  this 
House  would  appoint  a  printer  who  would  vilify  the  mi- 
nority for  the  due  discharge  of  their  duties  here.  Upon 
what  grounds  does  the  gentleman  found  any  such  belief? 
Gentlemen  were  not  so  sensitive  on  former  occasions. 
It  had  been  the  practice  of  the  preceding  Congresses 
to  choose  the  printer  for  their  successors.  The  last 
House  was  not  kind  enough  to  perform  this  duty  for  us, 
and  it  now  became  the  province  of  this  House  to  make 
its  own  selection. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  explained  that  he  only  desired 
that  the  House  should  not  elect  a  printer  without  adopt- 
ing the  proper  guards. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON,  afler  a  few  remarks,  presented  a 
resolution,  in  the  form  of  an  agreement,  providing  that 
the  public  printing  should  be  performed  by  contract. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  waiving  his  motion  for  the 
present, 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  by  consent  of  the  House, 
xnoved  the  adoption  of  the  rules  of  the  last  House. 

Mr.  JOHN  QUINCY  ADAMS  wished  to  propose  an 
additional  rule,  providing  that  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  should  report  the  general  annual  appropria- 
tion bill  within  thirty  days  of  the  meeting  of  each  ses- 
sion of  Congress. 

Mr.  MANN  then  modified  his  motion  so  as  to  except 
the  fifty-seventh  rule. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  remarked  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
delay  the  business  and  elections  of  this  House;  but 
thought  it  was  inconsistent  for  him  to  support  the  sys- 
tem of  balloting  for  officers,  as  he  had  urged,  at  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  the  mode  of  voting  by  viva  voce 
for  all  officers.  He  continued  to  entertain  the  same 
principle  and  opinions,  and  accordingly  felt  conscien- 
tiously bound,  not  only  not  to  vote  for  the  balloting 
mode,  but  to  urge  the  other. 

Mr.  R.,  after  some  remarks,  modified  his  proposition 
so  as  to  exclude  the  said  objectionable  rules?  to  which 
Mr.  MANN  consented,  but  afterwards  withdrew  the 
whole  resolution. 

The  question,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WHITTLESEY,  to 
reconsider  the  resolution  to  elect  a  printer  of  the  House 
then  came  up. 

Mr.  MERCER  moved  an  adjournment;  and 

Mr.  GILLET  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  where- 
upon, 

Mr.  MERCER  withdrew  the  motion. 

The  subject  was  further  debated  by  Messrs.  HOR- 
ACE EVERETT,  WARD.  EVANS,  ROaERTSON, 
BEARDSLEY,  and  WHITTLESEY. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  offered  a  resolution  providing 
that  the  printer  should  give  bond  and  security  for  the 
performance  of  his  duties,  as  laid  down  in  the  joint  res- 
olutions of  March,  1819,  and  February,  1829,  which, 
by  unanimous  consent,  was  adopied  as  a  modification  of 
Mr.  Coffee's  resolution. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  withdrew  the  motion  to  recon- 
sider. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  renewed  it;  and,  upon  being  put, 
it  was  lost  without  a  count. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  ballot  for  the  election 


of  a  printer;  and  Mr.  Johitboh  of  Kentucky,  Mr.  Wit- 
LiAxs  of  North  Carolina,  and  Mr.  Psttoit  of  Tennes- 
see, being  appointed  tellers,  the  result  was  announced 
as  follows: 

Whole  number  of  votes  223;  necessary  to  a  choice 

112. 

For  Messrs.  Blair  8c  Rives,         -  -  -    133 

<•         Gales  8c  Seaton,      -  -  -      59 

•«         Bradford  8c  Learned,  -  -      26 

.  Scattering,  -  -  ...        7 

Whereupon  Messrs.  Blair  8c  Rives  were  declared  du- 
ly elected  printers  to  the  twenty-fourth  Congress. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  message  from 
the  Senate,  which  was  agreed  to;  and  Messrs.  Thox- 
soK  of  Ohio,  Mason  of  Virginia,  and  Rebd  of  Massachu- 
setts, were  appointed  a  committee,  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  to  wait  upon  the  President. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CONNOR,  a  resolution  was  adopt- 
ed, directing  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Senate, 
informing  that  body  that  the  House  had  assembled, 
elected  a  Speaker,  and  were  ready  to  proceed  to  busi- 
ness. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WARD,  of  New  York,  it  was  or- 
dered, that,  when  the  House  adjourn,  it  will  adjourn  to 
meet  ag^in  on  to-morrow,  at  twelve  o'clock,  and  at  the 
same  hour  each  succeeding  day. 

Mr.  MERCER  offered  a  resolution,  providing  for  the 
appointment  of  a  chaplain  by  the  House,  at  twelve 
o'clock,  M.,  to-morrow. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS,  of  Illinois,  moved  to  amend  the 
resolution  by  providing  that,  in  future,  in  the  election  of 
officers  of  the  House,  it  shall  be  by  viva  voce. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  an  adjournment;  which  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Houselhen  adjourned. 

TlTBSDAY,  DbCBMBXR  8. 

Messrs.  Jacksoit  of  Massachusetts,  Galbbhth  of 
Pennsylvania,  and  Titnrek  of  Maryland,  appeared,  and 
were  qualified. 

Mr.  THOMSON,  of  Ohio,  from  the  joint  committee 
appointed  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  inform  him  that  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  having 
assembled  and  formed  quorums,  were  ready  to  receive 
any  communication  which  he  might  desire  to  make,  re- 
ported that  the  committee  had  performed  the  duty  as- 
signed, and  were  informed  that  the  President  would 
communicate  to  each  House,  at  twelve  o'clock  this  day, 
a  message  in  writing. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WARD  WELL,  the  -usual  order 
for  supplying  the  members  with  newspapers  was 
adopted. 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 
A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  Mr.  Dokelsoit,  his  private  secretary; 
wliich  was  read. 

[The  message  will  bo  found  in  the  appendix.] 
Mr.  BEARDSLEY  submitted  a  resolution,  commit- 
ting the  message  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union;  ami  that  10,000  copies,  together 
with  the  accompanying  documents,  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  members  of  the  House;  which  was  agreed  to. 

ANNUAL  TREASURY  REPORT. 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  annual  re- 
port of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  state  of  the 
finances.     [See  appendix.] 

Mr.  CAMBRELBNG  moved  that  it  be  laid  on  the  ta- 
ble, and  that  10,000  copies  be  printed. 

Mr.  CONNOR  suggested  15,000  copies. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  accepted  the  suggestion  as  a 
modification  of  bis  motion.    It  was  then  agreed  to. 
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Several  other  communications  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  were  laid  before  the  House,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WISE  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  directing  the 
printings  of  15,000  copies  of  the  President's  message. 
That,  he  believed,  was  the  usual  number.  His  object 
was  to  increase  the  quantity. 

Mr.  HARPER,  of  Pennsylvania,  thought  an  increased 
number  unnecessary.  The  message  would  be  published 
in  almost  every  newspaper  in  the  country. 

Mr.  WISE  remarked  that  the  message  was  one  of  un- 
usual interest,  and,  if  the  motion  to  reconsider  prevail- 
ed, he  should  move  to  print  20,000. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WISE  then  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  by 
directing  that  15,000  copies  of  the  message  and  docu- 
ments, and  5,000  copies  of  the  message  without  the 
documents,  be  printed. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  accepted  the  amendment  as  a 
modification  of  his  motion. 

The  resolution,  as  modified,  was  then  agreed  to. 

DEATH  OF  MR.  SMITH. 

A  message  was  receiyed  from  the  Senate,  announcing 
the  death  of  the  honorable  Natban  Smitb,  a  member 
of  that  body  from  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and  that 
his  funeral  would  take  place  at  twelve  o'clock  to-mor- 
row. 

Mr.  TOUCEY,  of  Connecticut,  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion that  the  members  of  the  House  would  attend  the 
funeral  of  Mr.  Skith,  and  would  wear  the  usual  badge 
of  mourning  for  the  space  of  thirty  days{  which  was 
agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JUDSON,  of  Connecticut, 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

WsnVSSDAT,  DSCEVBKB  9. 

After  the  reading  of  the  journal  of  yesterday. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BRIGGS, 

The  House  adjourned. 

The  House,  in  conformity  with  previous  arrangements, 
then  proceeded  to  the  Senate  chamber,  and  joined  in  the 
funeral  solemnities  assigned  for  this  day,  in  honor  of  the 
memory  of  Senator  Sxitb. 

Tbvbsdat,  Dxcbmbxr  10. 
RULES  AND  ORDERS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Makw,  of  New  York, 
on  Monday,  for  the  adoption  of  the  rules  and  orders  of 
the  last  House,  for  the  government  of  the  present  House, 
havmg  been  taken  up  for  consideration, 
•  ^u  ^J^^^*^  moved  to  amend  the  same  by  embracing 
in  the  list  of  stonding  committees,  <•  a  Committee  on 
the  Militia;"  which  was  agreed  to:  Yeas  98. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  offered  the  following,  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  rules:  that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  within  thirty  days  after  the 
commencement  of  each  session  of  Congress,  to  report 
the  general  appropriation  bill,  or  give  their  reasons  to 
the  House  for  failing  so  to  do. 

Mr.  A.  said  that  the  propriety  of  this  rule  would 
strike  so  forcibly  the  mind  of  every  one  who,  like  him- 
•elf,  bad  the  honor  heretofore  of  a  seat  here,  that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  him  to  spend  much  time  in  sup- 
portmg  it.  Its  object  was  to  hasten  the  progress  of  the 
annual  appropriation  bills.  No  member  had  been  here 
for  any  length  of  time,  who  was  not  aware  that  some 
measure  was  necessary  to  answer  this  object.  Sir,  said 
Mr.  A.,  It  has  been  the  practice  heretofore  to  postpone 
the  report  to  a  late  day  of  the  session.  It  had  been  the 
pracUce  to  introduce  into  the  appropriation  bills  new 


objects  of  legislation,  on  which  account,  however,  he 
did  not  intend  to  impute  any  blame  to  any  person  or 
committee.  In  those  bills  had  been  introduced  expen- 
ditures of  money,  and  drafts  on  the  people,  which  had 
been  a  subject  of  contention  and  dissension  in  the  House. 
That  of  itself  was  an  evil  of  magnitude.  Another  con- 
sequence of  it  was,  that  the  appropriation  bills  dragged 
their  slow  length  along  through  half  of  a  year  before 
they  finally  passed.  He  held  in  his  hand  proof  of  this 
assertion.  At  the  first  session  of  the  last  Congress,  he 
had  the  honor  to  offer  this  rule,  which  he  now  again 
proposed,  and  he  intended  it  as  the  first  of  a  series  of 
resolutions  on  the  subject.  He  offered  it,  he  said,  on 
the  10th  of  February,  and  two  months  elapsed  before 
he  could  prevail  upon  the  House  to  consider  it.  When 
it  was  taken  up,  other  business  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  House. 

Last  session,  its  consideration  was  prevented  by  want 
of  time,  and  the  great  pressure  of  other  business.  At 
the  first  session  of  the  twenty-third  Congress,  on  the 
lllh  of  February,  the  day  after  he  offered  his  resolution, 
an  act  of  appropriation,  in  part,  was  passed.  It  was  an 
act  making  appropriations,  to  the  amount  of  five  or  six 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  for  the  pay  and  mileage  of 
members  of  this  House,  of  the  Clerk  and  officers  of  the 
House,  for  the  pay  and  mileage  of  the  Senators,  the 
cohtingent  expenses  of  both  Houses,  &c.  Not  a  cent 
was  appropriated  for  any  other  service,  except  that  of 
membera  of  Congress.  On  the  27\h  of  June,  three 
days  before  the  close  of  the  session,  the  general  appro- 
priation  bill  was  passed.  What,  in  the  mean  time, 
asked  Mr.  A.,  was  the  condition  of  the  President  of  the 
nation,  before  other  nations  of  the  earth?  what  was  the 
condition  of  the  heads  of  Department,  his  assistants? 
what  was  the  situation  of  the  judges  of  the  land;  of  the 
army  and  navy;  of  every  oflScer  of  every  department  of 
the  public  service?  What,  indeed,  was  the  condition  of 
every  individual  citizen,  whether  rich  or  poor,  well-fed 
or  starving,  who  had  demands  on  the  public?  All  were 
obliged  to  live  on  credit,  or  starve.  We  were,  he 
thought,  obliged  to  provide  for  others  as  well  as  for  our- 
selves. What  reason  was  there  for  the  extraordinary 
delay  and  procrastination  in  this  act.  It  was  because 
new  clauses  were  introduced  into  the  bill,  occaaioninff 
long  debates  in  the  Senate,  as  well  as  in  the  House. 
He  would  now  pass  to  the  last  session.  The  general 
appropnation  bill  was  then  passed  with  great  difficulty. 
In  consequence  of  its  long  procrastination,  it  became 
questionable,  m  the  last  hour  of  the  session,  whether 
we  had  made  any  appropriations  or  not.  But  he  would 
say  no  more  on  that  subject.  If  the  House  would  adopt 
the  resolution  which  he  proposed,  and  which  was  merely 
in  the  nature  of  an  experiment,  to  which  no  one  could 
have  any  objection,  the  bills  would  be  stripped  of  every 
thmg  but  the  appropriations;  and  if  any  new  obiecls 
presented  themselves,  they  would  be  put  in  separate 
bills,  not  hazardinjr  what  was  indispensable  and  of  im- 
mediate necessity  for  compliance  with  existing  laws. 

Mr.  A.  bad,  he  said,  fixed  the  limit  at  thirty  daysi 
btit,  for  his  own  part,  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  com- 
mittee  could  not  report  within  ten  days  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  session .  The  committee  had  nothing 
to  do  but  to  examine  and  see  what  was  authorized  by 
law;  and  having  done  that,  there  was  no  reason  why 
they  could  not  report  within  ten  days.  The  bill  could 
be  passed  in  fifteen  days  afterwards.  It  would  then  zo 
to  the  Senate,  and  there  it  would  receive  the  same  at- 
tention and  despatch.  In  fact,  he  saw  no  reason  why  all 
the  appropriation  bills  could  not  be  presented  to  the 
President  before  the  first  day  of  January.  They  ouffhl 
to  be  passed  before  the  first  of  the  year.  The  demands 
then  become  due,  and  there  was  no  possible  reason  or 
excuse  for  not  then  paying  off  at  least  one  half  of  the 
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debts  of  the  Government.  Every  new-year's  day  would 
thus  find  the  Treasury  ready  to  pay  off  the  dennands 
upon  it.  He  would  not  further  trespass  Qpon  the  time 
of  the  House  in  pressing-  this  nunion. 

Mr.  GAMBRELENG  would  like,  he  said,  to  hear  the 
amendment  read.     It  having  been  read, 

Mr.  C.  said  he  concurred  entirely  in  the  views  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  as  to  the  evils  he  com- 
plained of;  and,  probably,  they  were  more  manifest  last 
session  than  at  any  former  period;  but  Mr.  C  dissented 
entirely  to  the  position  taken  by  the  (gentleman,  that  it 
ever  had  been,  at  least  in  his  esiperience,  short  as  it  had 
been  in  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  long  as 
it  had  been  in  the  House,  that  it  was  justly  ascribable 
to  that  committee.  Mr.  C.  would  appeal  to  every  old 
member  of  that  House,  whether  it  had  not  been  uniform- 
ly the  practice  for  the  chairman  of  that  committee  to 
appeal  and  urge  upon  the  House  the  necessity  of  taking 
up  the  appropriation  bills;  and  whether  the  uniform 
habits  of  the  House  had  not  been  to  postpone  and  post- 
pone them  again,  from  day  to  day,  in  defiance  of  all 
entreaties.  If  the  gentleman  wishes  to  reach  the  evil 
he  complained  of,  he  should  make  his  appeal  to  the 
House.  He  should  prescribe  the  law  by  which  that 
House  should  be  bound  to  take  the  bills  up  and  proceed 
with  them.  The  honorable  gentleman  prescribed  duties 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means;  but  the  gentle- 
man  must  be  aware,  his  knowledge  and  experience  must 
satisfy  him,  that  every  item  in  the  appropriation  bills, 
relating  to  the  army  and  navy,  was  a  matter  of  constant 
communication  between  the  committee  and  the  Depart- 
ment. How  could  he  expect  the  committee  to  adopt  a 
mere  estimate,  without  reason?  Every  item  must  under- 
go full  investigation  before  any  one  member  of  the 
committee  would  consent  to  its  insertion.  A  most  labo- 
rious duty  had  to  be  performed  before  the  bill  came  into 
the  House. 

Mr.  C.  said  he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  object- 
ing to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, because  it  had  a  modification  that  the  committee 
could  give  their  reasons  for  not  having  reported  the 
hjWs,  and  therefore  the  proposition  was  not  very  opera- 
tive upon  the  committee,  because,  if  they  were  ready  to 
report  they  wpuld  report,  and  if  not,  they  could  obtain 
further  time.  Still,  Mr.  C.  would  say  he  thought  the 
time  too  short.  With  regard  to  the  measure  before  the 
House  at  the  last  session,  he  regretted  as  much  as  any 
gentleman  that  the  Senate  were  in  the  habit  of  putting 
upon  the  appropriation  bills  others  that  had  nothing  to 
do  with  them.  He  alluded  to  the  United  States  Military 
Academy  bill.  Was  it  because  the  committee  had  not 
reported  the  bill  early  enough  to  be  acted  on?  Was  it 
the  fault  of  (he  gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  bill 
that  it  was  not  called  up?  Did  not  every  gentleman, 
then  a  member  of  the  House,  know  that  more  than  a 
dozen  attempts  were  made  to  get  the  bill  up,  and  every 
attempt  failed,  till,  in  the  last  emergency,  the  Senate 
were  under  the  necessity  of  attaching  it  to  the  appropri- 
ation bill  for  the  general  expenses  of  the  Government? 
Mr.  C.  rose  not  for  the  purpose,  he  said,  of  opposing 
the  principle  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  but 
merely  to  show  that  the  House  itself  was  the  origin  of 
all  the  evils  of  which  the  gentleman  complained;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  proposition  one  calculated  to  promote 
or  facilitate  businet^s.  He  knew  of  no  committee  last 
•session  that  did  not  report  in  time,  excent  one;  and  he 
did  not  think  the  gentleman  from  Massacmisetts,  having 
secured,  as  they  did,  by  their  united  counsel,  a  unani- 
mous vote  upon  the  French  question,  would  find  fault 
with  the  Commiltee  on  Foreign  Relations  in  not  having 
been  premature.  He  did  not  think  the  fault  was  with  a 
committee,  for  every  committee  would  do  its  doty;  and 
if  they  did  not  act,  the  House  had  power  to  compel  them. 


Mr.  C.  concurred  with  the  gentleman  in  another 
point,  and  that  was,  that  it  had  been  the  practice  of  the 
House,  in  some  cases,  to  insert  provisions  of  the  kind  be 
complained  of.  He  believed,  however,  the  gentleman 
would  do  him  the  justice  to  say  that  he  (Mr.  C.)  bad 
uniformly  acted  with  him  in  opposing  such  clauses— in 
other  words,  new  appropriations.  He  had  done  it  here- 
tofore, and  should  do  it  again;  and  would  at  all  times 
unite  with  that  gentleman  in  opposing  every  thing  of 
the  kind,  from  that  or  any  other  committee.  Still,  the 
committee  was  not  so  much  to  blame  as  the  House  itself; 
and  the  House,  he  was  sure,  would  pardon  him,  for  he 
spoke  of  what  it  was  perfectly  sensible  There  were 
some  gentlemen  who  had  uniformly  resisted  every  thing 
in  an  appropriation  bill  not  already  authorized  by  law; 
and  he  would  again  pledge  himself  to  unite  with  them 
on  all  occasions. 

Mr.  C.  concluded  by  requesting  Mr.  Adams  to  amend 
his  resolution  so  as  to  extend  the  time  to  six  weeks  in- 
stead of  thirty  days. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL  was,  he  said,  totally  opposed  to 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
because  it  involved  a  principle  which  he  well  knew  was 
not  intended  by  the  honorable  mover— that  of  discour- 
tesy to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  whoever 
they  might  be.  Mr.  V.  would  ask  the  House  whether 
it  was  right  and  courteous  to  apply  the  spur  exclusively 
to  that  committee'  And  was  not  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  founded  upon  the  apprehension  that,  perad- 
venture,  that  committee  would  not  do  its  duly?  Now, 
in  all  charity  to  every  committee  of  that  Hou^e,  he  was 
willing  to  presume— *nay,  he  was  bound  to  presume — 
that  every  committee  appointed  by  the  Chair  would  feel 
the  high  responsibilities  and  obligations  imposed  upon 
them,  and  feel  resolved  to  do  their  duty,  and  do  it 
promptly.  Why  was  it  necessary  to  call  upon  this  com- 
mittee alone?  Ah!  says  the  gentleman,  we  have  suiTer- 
ed  a  great  deal  of  inconvenience  heretofore.  My  answer 
to  that  is,  said  Mr.  V.,  that  this  committee  will  profit 
from  the  lessons  of  past  experience.  If  we  suffered 
inconvenience  from  procrastination  last  year,  and  the 
year  before,  I  have  no  doubt  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  will  feel  stimulated  from  that  circumstance; 
and  it  is  surely  unnecessary,  at  this  stage,  to  issue  our 
mandate  that  they  shall  report  within  thirty  days.  Mr. 
V.  agreed  with  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, that  they  did  suffer  some  inconvenience  last 
year  from  procrastination,  but  he  did  not  attach  all  the 
blame  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  If  fault 
was  any  where,  it  was  as  much  in  the  House,  and  per* 
hsps  more,  than  in  the  committee.  He  well  recollected 
that  the  chairman  of  that  committee  would  come  in 
there,  day  aAer  day,  and  entreat  and  implore  the  House 
to  take  up  the  appropriation  bills;  and  he  well  recol- 
lected, also,  that  those  appeals  were  made  in  vain.  Mr. 
V.  -should  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ADAMS  had,  he  said,  been  very  unfortunate  in 
explaining  his  views,  if  he  had  given  the  gentlemen  from 
New  York  any  reason  to  suppose  that  he  wished  or 
intended  to  censure  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
or  any  member  of  that  committee.  Sir,  saidche,  I  dis- 
claim any  imputation  upon  that  commiltee.  I  spoke  of 
evils  which  existed,  evils  which  were  felt  and  acknowl- 
edged, and  from  which  it  was  my  object  to  obtain  a 
remedy.  The  gentleman  particularly  who  last  spoke 
seemed  to  suppose  that  I  intended  to  cast  censure  on 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means;  I  meant  no  sort  of 
censure  on  that  or  any  other  committee  of  the  House. 
I  staled  the  fact  that  the  p^cneral  appropriation  bill  did 
not  pass  at  the  last  session  until  within  Ihrce  hours  of 
the  expiration  of  the  Congress.  I  throw  no  blame,  on 
this  account,  on  any  commiltee  of  this  House.  Far 
from  it.  But  whether  that  bill  had  passed  was  a  subject 
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of  dispute,  and  it  was  in  imminent  dan^r  of  bein^  lost. 
It  was  finally  saved  by  the  House  agreeing  to  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Senate. 

Of  this  be  had  spoken  only  as  an  illustration  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  passing  the  bill  at  an  earlier  day.  It  was  not 
his  object  to  trammel  the  committee,  and,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  wished  to  give  it  full  latitude  and  liberty.  If 
they  were  not  ready  at  the  end  of  the  thirty  days,  they 
would  say  so  to  the  House,  and  have  the  time  extended. 
He  called  on  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  put 
the  House  in  possession  of  the  bills.  We  must  have  them 
before  we  can  act  upon  them  at  all.  He  supposed  that 
thirty  days  would  be  a  sufficient  time  for  the  committee 
to  retain  them  under  consideration.  His  proposition 
left  the  committee  just  as  independent  as  any  other  com- 
mittee. It  imposed  upon  them  no  extraordinary  duty, 
and  he  would  venture  to  sav  that  they  would  always  be 
ready  to  report  "within  the  time  proposed,  should  the  res- 
olution be  passed.  Should  this  motion  be  agreed  to,  he 
would  propose  another  rule,  assigning  certain  days  for 
the  House  to  take  up  and  consider  the  appropriation 
bills.  H  is  object,  in  expediting  the  action  of  the  commit- 
tee, was  to  hasten  the  action  of  the  House.  He  hoped 
it  would  not  be  believed  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  that  it  was  his  object  or  desire  to  impute  any  cen- 
sure to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  or  any  other 
committee  that  ever  existed.  Abuses  often  crept  in, 
one  lapping  over  another,  without  the  possibility  of  cor- 
rection. When  they  were  fell,  and  severely  felt,  then  it 
was  time  to  spply  a  remedy.  He  knew  no  other  com- 
mittee whose  action  it  was  necessary  to  accelerate  at  all, 
and  his  only  object,  in  relation  to  this,  was  to  hasten  the 
action  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MBRCE1I  said  he  concurred  less  in  the  argument 
than  in  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. His  argument  went,  to  a  restriction  of  the 
time  within  which  money  bills  should  be  debated  in  this 
House;  and  against  this  doctrine  he  must,  with  all  pos- 
sible respect,  protest.  The  appropriation  bills  were  the 
only  subjects  on  which  the  general  interests  of  the  coun- 
try could  be  debated;  and  it  had  been  the  practice  of  the 
Government,  from  its  foundation,  to  consider  them  in 
this  light,  especially  since  the  time  when  it  was  customa- 
ry to  discuss  such  subjects  in  an  answer  to  the  President's 
message.  The  only  occasion  now  afforded  for  such  gen- 
eral discussion  was  the  appropriation  bills,  and  he  was 
unwilling  to  have  it  go  abroad  that  it  was  the  wish  of  this 
House  to  restrict  that  discussion.  It  was  well  known 
that  the  appropriation  bills  were  sent  to  this  House  by 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  to  them  by  the 
Departments,  and  they  were  generally  hurried  through 
the  House,  or  passed  without  due  consideration.  Ta- 
king them  up  was  generally  the  signal  for  the  disper- 
sion of  the  members,  and  any  man  was  scouted  at  who 
presunned  to  raise  his  voice  against  any  one  item  in  the 
bills.  For  himself,  he  was  unwilling  to  bear  any  blame 
for  the  delay  of  the  appropriations  in  former  years. 
Between  11  and  12  o'clock  on  the  last  night  of  last  sea- 
aion,  we  were  in  danger  of  losing  the  whole  appropri- 
ation bill,  and  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  forti- 
fications was  passed  Qnly  ten  minutes  before  the  band 
was  on  the  figure  denoting  the  hour  at  which  the  session 
expired. 

Mr.  H.  EVERETT  rose  to  move  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment.  Before  offering  it,  he  would  remark  that 
the  blame  of  delay  did  not  rest  on  the  committee  only, 
but  also  on  the  House.  He  desired  that  the  House 
should  do  their  part  of  the  duty  as  well  as  the  commit- 
tee; and  he  therefore  moved,'  as  an  addition  to  the 
amendment,  the  following:  ••  And  the  general  appro- 
priation bills  shall  be  in  order  in  preference  to  any  bills 
of  a  public  nature." 

Mr.  ADAMS  accepted  the  amendment,  at  a  raodifica- 
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tion.  It  was  his  intention  to  accelerate  the  action  of  the 
House,  and  therefore  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  accept 
it.  While  up,  he  would  reply  to  some  of  the  remarks  of 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  The  gentleman  thought 
that  the  House  would  be  compelled  to  pass  the  bills  as 
soon  as  they  were  reported;  but  the  gentleman  knew, 
surely,  that  the  House  was  their  own  master,  and  that  it 
was  not  in  the  power  of  any  one  to  restrain  them.  No 
one  was  more  willing  than  he  was  to  have  every  sppro- 
priation  bill  discussed,  even  till  the  end  of  the  session, 
before  it  should  end  in  an  unnecessary  charge  on  the 
people.  But,  sir,  the  gentleman  has  a  different  Idea  of 
an  appropriation  bill  from  mine.  In  my  view  (said  Mr. 
A.)  an  appropriation  bill  ought  to  be  nothing  more 
than  a  draft  on  the  Treasury  for  a  debt  due  by  law;  and 
then  the  only  question  in  regard  to  it  is,  whether  it  is 
authorized  by  law,  and  whether  we  shall  pay  our  just 
debts. 

Mr.  LEWIS  WILLIAMS  said  it  was  the  object  of 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  to  prevent  the  intro- 
duction into  the  appropriation  bills  of  any  matter  not  au- 
thorised by  law;  but  his  proposition  was,  in  his  opinion, 
inadequate  to  this  end.  If  it  simply  provided  that  the 
committee  should  report  no  other  appropriations  than 
those  authorized  by  law,  that  would  be  a  remedy  for  the 
evil  complained  of  by  the  gentleman.  But,  if  it  was 
merely  required  of  the  committee  to  report  the  bill  with- 
in thirty  days,  they  might,  though  it -was  to  be  presumed 
they  would  not,  introduce  into  the  bill  a  hundred  new 
appropriations.  The  remedy,  he  thought,  was  inade- 
quate for  the  evil.  He  had  seen  that  the  more  rulea 
were  multiplied,  the  more  complex  they  became,  and 
the  more  difficult  it  was  to  get  along  with  the  business 
of  the  Houtfe.  It  might  happen  very  of\en  that,  though 
the  appropriation  bills  were  important,  other  bills  were 
also  equally  or  more  important;  and  he  had  noticed, 
that  the  more  we  limited  our  discretion  the  more  diffi- 
culty we  had  to  encounter.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
amendment  would  retard  instead  of  accelerate  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  said  the  only  material  point  was 
whether  the  House  should  be  nuide  to  act  after  the  bill  was 
reported.  He  did  not  consider  the  motion,  in  any  other 
view,  as  at  all  material.  He  wished  the  appropriation 
bills  to  have  a  preference  here.  They  ought  to  have,  and 
the  last  provision  of  the  amendment  therefore  met  his 
entire  concurrence.  But  he  did  not  consider  it  impor- 
tant whether  the  bills  came  in  thirty  days  or  not  from 
the  committee;  all  knew  where  the  reports  of  bills  came 
from.  The  committee  take  the  reports  of  the  heads  of 
Departments,  and  we  take  theirs.  Every  body  knew 
that,  in  a  great  measure,  we  must  rely  upon  the  capacity^ 
integrity,  and  honor,  of  those  who  are  at  the  head  of  the 
Departments  and  prepared  the  estimates.  He  knew 
how  troublesome  was  the  duty  of  a  chairman  of  a  com- 
mittee, who  was  obliged  to  make  himself  master  of  all 
the  details  of  these  bills,  and  be  prepared  to  reply  to 
any  objections  which  might  be  made  to  them.  A  former 
colleague  of  his  had  aptly  compared  himself,  when  in 
that  situation,  to  **  the  man  in  the  Almanac,  stuck  all 
over  with  sticks."  Every  individual  who  spoke  pointed 
always  towards  the  chairman.  It  would  be  time,  he 
thought,  to  pass  on  this  motion  after  the  new  man  who 
was  to  preside  over  this  committee  had  been  appointed. 
The  Ajaz,  who  was  to  sustain  the  administration,  must 
be  allowed  some  time  to  consult  the  Departments  and 
prepare  himself  for  his  task.  Last  year  there  was  a  long 
debate  here,  on  a  blacksmith's  pay,  between  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina  and  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means;  and  on  every  item  the  chair- 
man must  be  prepared  to  give  full  and  satisfactory  in- 
formation. But  (said  Mr.  S.)  if  the  further  time  should 
not  be  given  for  this  purpose,  I  go  for  the  last  provi* 
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8ion.  Bring  up  the  bills,  and  then  let  us  hear  the  argu- 
ment on  them.  Let  them  have  the  preference  for  the 
purpose  of  argument.  Last  year  many  important  bills 
failed  for  want  of  time.  He  wished  the  appropriation 
bills  to  be  first  discussed,  first  acted  on,  Unt  passed  or  lost. 

Mr.  IVILLIAMS  rose  to  move  the  reference  of  the 
whole  subject  to  a  select  committee,  believing  that  to 
be  the  usual  course.  He  submitted  the  following  mo- 
tion: That  the  rules  and  orders  of  the  House  be  refer- 
red to  a  select  committee,  to  see  if  any  alteration  in  them 
be  necessary. 

Mr.  MERCER  suggested  an  alteration  so  as  to  secure 
the  benefit  of  the  rules  of  the  last  House  until  the  com- 
mittee were  ready  to  report.  The  rules  were  once  re- 
ferred and  no  report  was  made  on  them  at  aH.  While 
up,  he  would  express  his  surprise  that  no  one  had  made 
any  objection  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Vermont.  JAr.  M.  made  some  further  re- 
marks, which  did  not  reach  the  car  of  the  reporter. 

Mr.  PARKER  said  the  proper  way  was  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  adopt  rules,  and,  in  the  mean  time,  to  act 
on  the  rujes  of  last  year.  There  must  be  some  rules  to 
go  by,  or  the  Speaker  could  not  be  directed  to  appoint 
the  standing  committees. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  modified  his  proposition,  so  as  to 
provide  that,  •*  until  the  committee  made  their  report, 
and  it  was  definitively  acted  on  by  the  House,  the  rules 
and  orders  of  the  last  House  should  be  the  rules  and 
orders  of  this  House." 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  that  the  effect  of  this  motion  was, 
by  a  side  wind,  to  destroy  his  object  entirely.  He 
thought  himself  entitled  to  a  decision  of  the  House  on  his 
proposition.  Sending  his  proposition  to  the  committee 
was  to  involve  it  in  a  boundless  ocean  of  discussion,  from 
which  it  would  never  emerge.  Many  projects  of  altera- 
tion would  be  offered,  and  the  whole  session  would  pass 
before  any  thing  was  done.  He  wanted  the  decision  on 
his  motion  to  amend,  and  he  would  move  it  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

The  CHAIR  suggjcsted  that  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts  might  better  attain  his  object  by  moving  his 
amendment  in  the  shape  of  instructions  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said,  as  his  only  object  was  to  get  the 
decision  of  the  House,  he  would  move  the  proposition  as 
instructions  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  remarked  that  he  was  sorry  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  should  suppose  that  be  wish- 
ed to  evade  any  decision.  He  had  never  attempted  to 
elude  any  decision  which  was  urged  by  any  gentleman, 
much  less  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  He 
wished  to  get  rid  ol  this  discussion,  which  promised  to 
be  longp  and  unprofitable.  But  he  would  withdraw  the 
proposition  in  order  to  enable  the  House  to  decide  on 
ahe  question,  giving  notice  that  afterwards  be  should 
renew  it. 

Mr.  WISE  said  he  should  vote  for  the  proposition  of 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  It  was  not  the  busi- 
ness of  the  committee  to  make  reports  of  their  own  acts 
and  doing8{  it  was  not  their  business  to  take  up  any  ori- 
ginal matter.  It  w^  their  duty,  as  the  agents  of  us,  the 
Commons — the  Commons^  comingfresh  from  the  people — 
to  ask  of  those  who  have  the  disbursement  of  the  public 
money,  (he  would  say  nothing  about  its  custody  at  pres- 
ent,) what  they  proposed  to  do  with  it.  This  he  wished 
to  know  immediately,  in  presentu  If  the  gentleman 
brings  in  a  proposition  to  limit  the  discussion  to  any  par- 
ticular  length  of  time,  he  should  most  distinctly  oppose 
It.  The  high  obligations  of  this  House  to  the  people 
were  paramount  to  any  other;  but  they  were  oflen  for- 
gotten, left  behind,  trampled  on,  while  the  House  acted 
ooly  in  a  secondary  relation  to  the  President.  In  rela- 
tion to  the  President  we  too  often  acted,  not  feeling,  as 
Commons,  a  just  sense  of  our  obligations  to  tlie  people. 


I  do  not  (said  Mr.  W.)  excuse  myself  for  the  delay  of 
the  appropriation  bills.  I  will  hold  the  King  here  by  the 
purse  strings  of  the  nation.  I  will  hold  him  by  bis  salary. 
I  will  hold  all  the  Departments  by  the  purse  strings.  The 
House  should  never  forget  its  relation  to  the  people,  in 
subserviency  to  the  King.  What  was  said  by  my  colleague 
from  Virginia  was  true.  The  members  are  neglectful  of 
the  duty  which  they  owe  the  people  in  -relation  to  the  ap- 
propriation bills.  They  read  the  current  news,  pay  a  visit, 
or  look  into  the  Senate  chamber,  the  moment  that  those 
bills  are  taken  op  for  consideration,  instead  of  exercising 
a  ri^id  and  watchful  scrutiny  over  them.  At  the  last 
session  we  voted  away  thirty-three  tliousand  dollars  for 
making  a  pavement  around  the  President's  house  for 
English  coaches  to  grind,  and .  in  planting  trees,  shrub- 
bery, &c.  He  held  the  documents  in  his  hand.  This 
appropriation  for  the  President's  house  ought  to  have 
been  scrutinized  by  those  who  held  the  money  of  the 
people. 

In  conclusion,  (Mr.  W.  said,)  if  God  spared  his  life, 
and  the  people  kept  him  in  his  place  here,  he  would 
hold  on  to  the  appropriation  bills  to  the  last  minute.  H^ 
would  put  himself  on  the  watch  over  the  public  money. 
The  relation  of  this  House,  as  the  Commons,  as  the  rep- 
resentatives of  the  people,  was  of  a  character  para- 
mount to  the  relation  of  mere  partisans. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  felt  constrained,  he  said, 
to  renew  the  motion  for  the  reference  of  this  subiect  to 
a  select  committee,  which  motion  had  been  made  and 
withdrawn  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina;  not 
that  he  wished  to  deprive  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts of  the  opportunity  to  get  a  decision  on  his  proposi- 
tion, but  that  be  wished  to  bring  the  discussion  to  a 
close.  It  was  true  that  there  was  some  inconvenience 
arising  from  the  delay  of  committees,  but  he  knew  some- 
thing of  the  inconvenience  to  which  committees  were 
subjected.  It  was  not  practicable  for  them  to  sit  on  the 
subjects  before  them  within  the  time  prescribed  in  the 
motion.  The  labor  of  preparing  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  an4  Means  was  very  great;  and  he  pre- 
sumed that  even  the  gentleman  from  Blassachusetts 
would  be  unwilling  to  undertake  to  perform  it  in  thirty 
days.  The  delay  of  the  bills  was  not  owing  to  the  com- 
mittee so  much  as  to  the  House.  They  were  delayed  in 
their  progress  here  till  we  were  admonished  that  the 
public  service  was  in  danger  from  the  want  of  that  ac- 
tion. Under  these  impressions,  though  he  believed  that 
if  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
could  be  carried  into  effect,  it  would  be  productive  of 
much  benefit,  he  should  be  obliged  to  vote  against  it. 
He  understood  there  would  be  various  propositions  to 
amend  the  rules,  which  would  probably  give  rise  to 
discussions  lasting  several  days,  while,  in  the  mean  time, 
we  should  be  exposed  to  inconvenience  for  the  want  of 
rules.  He  moved  the  reference  of  the  subject  to  a  select 
committee. 

Mr.  ADAMS  moved  his  proposition  as  instructions  to 
the  committee. 

Mr.  MERCER  moved  to  amend  the  instructions  by 
patting  them  in  the  form  of  an  inquiry  into  the  expe* 
diency  of  the  proposed  rule;  whith  was  lost,  69  rising  in 
the  affirmative,  noes  not  counted. 

The  question  recurring  on  Mr.  Adams's  motion, 

Mr.  VINTON  called  for  a  division  of  the  question. 
The  rule  proposed  required,  he  said,  first,  that  the  com- 
mittee should  report  within  thirty  days,  and  then  it  made 
the  appropriation  bill  the  standing  order  for  the  day,  in 
preference  to  all  other  business.  It  would  come  up  as 
a  matter  of  course,  the  Speaker  having  no  discretion  in 
relation  to  it. 

Those  who  have  objections  to  any  items  of  the  bill 
would  be  allowed  no  time  to  make  inquiries  respecting 
them.    It  would  not  be  in  order  to  call  up  any  other 
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qoettion,  of  whfttever  maniitude  it  might  be.  This,  he 
nid,  would  embarrass  and  trammel  the  House  to  no  pur- 
pose; for,  after  all,  every  s^ntleman  was  satisfied  of  one 
thing,  that  when  the  majority  was  disposed  to  get  at  a 
question,  they  would,  in  some  way,  get  at  it.  We  can- 
not take  the  Government  out  of  the  hands  of  the  major- 
ity and  put  it  into  that  of  the  minority. 

Mr.  U.  EVERETT  moved,  as  an  amendment  to  the 
instructions,  that  no  appropriation  should  be  reported  or 
be  in  order  a»  an  amendment  to  a  bill  for  any  expendi- 
ture not  before  authorized  by  law. 

Mr.  ADA.MS  said,  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio,  [Mr.  VisT02r,]that  the  rule  would  show  the  sense 
of  the  House  that  those  bills,  dtjurct  bad  the  preference 
over  othersf  but  it  would  not  prevent  the  House  from 
taking  up  any  other  bill.  Tke  proposition  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Vermont  [Mr.  Evxbbtt]  would,  he  said, 
complicate  his  object  extremely  t  his  object  being  simply 
to  hasten  the  report  from  the  committee. 
Mr.  EVERETT  withdrew  his  motion. 
The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  first  branch  of 
Mr.  Adams's  motion  to  instruct,  and  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative,  91  to  76. 

Mr.  ADAMS  then  modified  the  second  branch,  so  as 
to  provide  that  '<the  appropriation  bills  sliall  be  in  order 
in  preference  to  any  other  bills  of  a  public  nature,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  a  majority  of  the  House.*' 

The  question  being  taken,  this  motion  was  also 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS,  of  Maryland,  moved  to  include  in  the 
instructions  an  alteration  of  the  rule  for  the  admission  of 
persons  to  the  privileged  seats,  so  as  to  include  in  the 
list  of  persons  to  be  admitted  the  district  attorneys,  in- 
cluding the  district  attorney  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

This  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  THOMAS  aud 
BEARDSLEY(  and,  the  question  being  taken  upon  it, 
it  was  lost. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS,  of  Pennsylvania,  moved  the  follow- 
ing:  *<  That  the  committee  be  instructed  to  consider  the 
expediency  of  amending  the  25th  rule,  by  making  all 
amendments  in  order  pending  the  main  question.''  The 
object  of  the  amendment  was  to  bear  on  the  previous 
question. 

After  a  few  remarks  by  the  mover,  the  motion  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  PARKER  moved  a  further  instruction  to  the 
select  committee,  that,  during  the  session  of  the  House, 
the  members  shall  remain  uncovered,  unless  specially 
permitted  by  the  Speaker. 

Messrs.  PARKER  and  BRIGOS  briefly  advocated  this 
motion,  and  it  was  opposed  by  Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 

Mr.  PARKS  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  in- 
structing the  committee  to  consider*  all  propositions 
relative  to  the  rules  which  might  be  handed  them  by  any 
member.  Mr.  P.  was  induced  to  make  the  motion,  to 
avoid  any  unnecessary  consumption  of  time  in  discussing 
the  various  instructions  which  gentlemen  were  desirous 
of  offering. 

After  a  few  additional  remarks  by  Mr.  PARKER,  in 
favor  of  his  motion,  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was  then  agreed  to,  and 
the  select  committee  was  ordered  to  consist  of  nine. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITTLESEY, 
Ordered,  That  the  standing  committees  of  the  House 
be  now  appointed. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  submitted  a  res- 
olution granting  the  use  of  the  hall  of  Representatives, 
on  Tuesday  evening  next,  to  the  American  Colonization 
Society!  which  was  agreed  to:  Yeas  104,  nays  not  count- 
ed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Kentucky,  submitted  a  resolution 
for  furnishing  ducumtrnts,  bills,  &c.,  to  certain  depart* 


ments  and  officers  of  the  Government  therein  named; 
the  consideration  or  which,  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  MANN, 
of  New  York,  was  waived  for  the  present. 

Several  messages  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  were  received  by  the  hands  of  Mr.  DoirxLsoir,  his 
private  secretary;  which  were  hid  before  the  House  by 
the  Speaker,  and  consisted  of — 

1st.  A  communication,  enclosing  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  relative  to  certain  transfers  of 
appropriation;  which,  on  motion  of  Mr.  CAMRELENG, 
was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

2J.  A  message,  enclosing  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  of  certain  astronomical  observations  made  with  a 
view  to  the  ascertainment  of  the  northern  boundary  line 
of  the  State  of  Ohio;  whicb>  on  motion  of  Mr.  JOHN  Q. 
ADAMS,  was  referred  to  a  select  committee  of  nine, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

3d.  A  message,  transmitting^  a  copy  of  the  constitu- 
tion (and  various  documents  in  reference  thereto)  adopt- 
ed by  a  convention  recently  assembled  in  the  Territory 
of  Michigan,  with  a  view  to  the  formation  of  a  new 
State  out  of  said  Territory. 

Mr.  J.  Y.  MASON,  of  Virttinia,  moved  to  refer  the 
latter  communication  to  a  select  committee,  and  that  it 
be  printed. 

Mr.  HAMER  moved  to  refer  the  message  to  the  same 
select  committee  to  which  the  communication  in  refer- 
ence to  the  northern  boundary  of  the  State  of  Ohio  had 
been  committed. 

Mr.  MASON  remarked  that,  personally,  he  was  indif- 
ferent as  to  the  committee  to  wliich  this  subiect  was  re- 
ferred. There  was  some  delicacy  involved  in  the  t  wo 
communications,  which  perhaps  might  be  obviated  by 
sending  them  to  different  committees.  He  should  cheer- 
fully acquiesce  in  the  decision  of- the  House  upon  the 
subject  of  reference. 

Mr.  HOWARD  moved  to  amend  the  propositions,  by 
referring  the  latter  message  and  the  accompanying  doc 
uments  to  the  standing  Committee  on  Territories.  He 
should  follow  up  this  motion,  if  it  succeeded,  by  moving 
to  reconsider  the  vote  whereby  the  communication  in 
reference  to  the  northern  boundary  of  Ohio  had  just 
been  referred  to  a  select  committee,  with  a  view  to,  its 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  Territories.  He  con- 
ceived there  was  no  propriety  in  sending  to  select  com- 
mittees matters  which  appropriately  belonged  to  the 
standing  committees  of  the  House. 

Before  any  question  was  taken,  the  House,  on  motion, 
adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

MovDAT,  Deoexser  14. 

Messrs.  Graves,  of  Kentucky,  and  Garland,  of  Lou- 
isiana, appeared,  were  qualified,  and  took  their  seats. 

After  the  reading  of  the  journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday, 

Mr.  HOWARD  moved  the  reconsideration  of  the  vote 
by  which  the  message  from  the  President  reUtive  to  the 
Ohio  and  Michigan  boundary  line  was  ordei%d  to  be  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee;  an<|^on  his  motion,  the  fur- 
ther consideration  was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

DEATH  OF  MR.  WILDMAN. 
Mr.  HALEY,  of  Connecticut,  announced  the  death  of 
his  colleague,  the  Hon.  Zalmon  Wildxak,  a  Represen- 
tative in  Congress  from  the  State  of  Connecticut;  and, 
after  a  few  remarks  in  eulogy  of  the  deceased,  submit- 
ted a  motion  for  the  usual  demonstrations  of  respe<5t  for 
his  memory;  which  was  unanimously  adopted. 

DEATH  OF  MR.  KANE. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  announcing 
the  death  of  the  Hon.  Euas  K.  Kane,  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Iliinois,  and  informing  the  House  that  the  fune* 
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ral  will  take  place  in  the  Senate  chamber  at  half  past  12 
o'clock.    Whereupon, 

Mr.  CASET,  of  Illinois,  moyed  the  following  resolu- 
tion, which  was  adopted: 

Etiolvedt  uncmimouali/f  That,  in  testimony  of  respect 
for  the  memory  of  the  Hon.  Eltas  K.  Kink,  late  a  Sen- 
ator in  Congress  from  the  State  of  Illinois,  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House  wear  crape  on  the  left  arm  for  thirty 
days. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  REYNOLDS,  of  Illinois,  the  House 
then  adjourned  for  the  purpose  of  attending  the  funeral. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

The  standing  committees  of  the  House  were  announc- 
ed as  follows,  in  pursuance  of  the  order  of  Thursday 
last: 

On  Elections, — Messrs.  Claiborne,  Griffin,  Hawkins, 
Hard,  Burns,  Kilgore,  Buchanan,  Maury,  and  Boyd. 

OJ  Ways  and  means, — Messrs.  Cambreleng,  McKim, 
Loyall,  Corwin,  Johnson  of  Tennessee,  Smith  of  Maine, 
Lawrence  of  Massachusetts,  Ingersoll,  and  Owens. 

Of  Claime.'-VLeasrB,  Whittlesey,  Forester,  Banks, 
Bynum,  Grennell,  Davis,  Taliaferro,  P.  C.  Fuller,  and 
Chambers  of  Kentucky. 

On  CoBifmree.— Messrs.  Sutherland,  Pinckney>  Pearce 
of  Rhode  Island,  Gillet,  Phillips,  Johnson  of  Louisiana, 
Ingham  of  Connecticut,  Cushman,  and  McKeon. 

On  ihePubUe  Landa.-^Messn.  Boon,  Slade,  Williams 
of  North  Carolina,  Lincoln,  Casey,  Kennon,  Dunlap, 
Chapman,  and  Harrison  of  Missouri. 

On  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Boada.—Connor,  Briggs, 
Laporte,  Hall  of  Vermont,  Mann  of  New  York,  Cleve- 
land, French,  Shields,  and  Hopkins. 

Far  the  Diatrid  of  Co/uotWo.— Messrs.  W.  B.  Shep- 
ard,  Hiester,  Yanderpoel,  Bouldin,  Washington,  Lane, 
Rogers,  Fairfield,  and  Towns. 

On  the  /um'ctory.— Messrs.  Beardsley,  Thomas,  Har- 
din, Pierce  of  New  Hampshire,  Robertson,  Peyton, 
Toucey,  Jones  of  Virginia,  and  Martin. 

On  Revoluiionary  Ckdms.^yiea&va.  Muhlenberg, 
Crane,  Standefer,  TurriU,  Kinnard,  Beaumont,  Craig, 
Cbapin,  and  Underwood. 

On  Public  ExpendHures.—Ueaan.  Page,  Clark  of 
Pennsylvania,  McLene,  Mason  of  Maine,  Deberry,  Leon- 
ard, Haley,  White,  and  Weeks. 

On  Private  Land  Cibtms.— Messrs.  Carr,  Galbraith, 
Patterson,  Chambers  of  Pennsylvania,  May,  Garland  of 
Virginia,  Hammond,  Huntsman,  and  Lawler. 

On  J^anufadurean—MeBsn,  J.  Q.  Adams,  Denny, 
Dickerson,  .McComas,  Webster,  Gideon  Lee,  Judson, 
Holsey,  and  Granger. 

On  Jgrieulturc—Viessn,  Bockee,  Bean,  Roane, 
Shinn,  Deberry,  Bailey,  Logan,  Phelps,  and  Efner. 

On  Indian  Jffairs.^fAeaara,  Bell,  McCarty,  Everett, 
Graham,  Ashley,  Haynes,  Lyon,  Hawes,  and  Chaney. 

On  MiUtary  Affairs — Messrs.  Johnson  of  Kentucky, 
Speight,  tVard,  Thomson  of  Ohio,  Coffee,  Bunch, 
McKay,  Anthony,  and  Dromgoole. 

On  the  3iiii7ia.— Messrs.  Glascock,  Henderson,  Wil- 
liam K.  Fuller,  Waglner,  Calhoun  of  Massachusetts, 
Joshua  Lee  of  New  York,  Carter,  Coles,  and  Williams 
of  Kentucky. 

On  Navaf  J^airs.^liessps.  Jarvis,  Milligan,  Lansing, 
Reed,  Grayson,  Parker,  Wise,  Ash,  and  Grantland. 

On  Foreign  i2e/a/ions.— Messrs.  Mason  of  Virginia, 
Howard,  Campbell,  Cramer,  Hamer,  Allan  of  Kentucky, 
Parks,  Gushing,  and  Jackson  of  Georgia. 

On  the  Tbritortes.— Messrs.  Patton,  Potts,  Brown, 
Fowler,  Pickens,  Sprague,  Pearce  of  Maryland,  Borden, 
and  Montgomery. 

On  Revolutionary  Pensions, — Messrs.  Ward  well.  Lea 
of  Tennessee,  Lay,  Janes,  Storer,  Morgan,  Klingen- 
smith.  Bond,  and  Fry. 


On  Invalid  Pensions, -^UentB,  MUler  of  Pennsylvania, 
Beale,  Evans  of  Maine,  Schenck,  Taylor  of  New  York, 
Harrison  of  Pennsylvania,  Doubleday,  Hoar,  and  Howell. 

On  Roads  and  Connik.— Messrs.  Mercer,  Vinton,  Ren- 
cher,  Lucas,  Reynolds  of  Illinois,  Hannegan,  Steele, 
Jackson  of  Massachusetts,  and  Ciflhoon  of  Kentucky. 

On  Revised  and  Unfinished  ^tMtitess. —Messrs.  Hunt- 
ington, Mann  of  Pennsylvania,  Mason  of  Ohio,  Harlan, 
and  Farlin. 

On  .^oeotm/^— Messrs.  Lee  of  New  Jersey,  Darling- 
ton, Hall  of  Maine,  Johnson  of  Virginia,  and  Turner. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Department  of  Statc—^ewts, 
A.  H.  Shepperd,  Calhoun  of  Massachusetts,  Hunt  of 
New  York,  Morris,  and  tickles. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Treasury  Daparlmeni.'^ 
Messrs.  Allen  of  Vermont,  Harper,  Spangler,  Russell, 
and  Barton. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Department  of  ^or.— Messrs. 
Jones  of  Ohio,  Bovee,  Johnson  of  Virginia,  Love,  and 
Hubley. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Navy  Depariment.-^Measn. 
Hall  of  Maine,  Sloane,  Seymour,  Pettigrew,  and  Mason 
of  New  York. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Post  Office  Department.— 
Messrs.  Hawes,  Burns,  Childs,  BaSey  o(  Maine,  and 
Reynolds  of  New  York. 

On  ExpendUures  on  the  PubUe  Buildings.-^Mevan. 
Darlington,  Hazeltine,  Pearce.  of  Rhode  Island,  Gal- 
braith, and  Beale. 

SELECT  COMMITTEES. 

On  the  Rules  and  Orders  of  the  House,^Me»n,  Mann 
of  New  York,  Adams  of  Massachusetts,  Thomas  of 
Maryland,  Williams  of  North  Carolina,  Cambreleng, 
Everett,  Parks,  Parker,  and  Chambers  of  Pennsylvania. 

On  the  Northern  Boundary  of  OAto.— Messrs.  J.  Q. 
Adams,  Hardin,  Patton,  Pierce  of  New  Hampshire, 
Haynes,  Dickerson,  McKay,  Grayson,  and  Judson. 

TUISSAT,  DSGSKBIft  15. 

The  SPEAKER  notified  the  House  that,  in  compli- 
ance with  its  rules,  he  should  to-morrow  call  for  peti- 
tions  and  memorials  in  the  order  of  States  and  Territo- 
ries. 

ELECTION  OF  OFFICERS. 

On  (notion  of  Mr.  WHITTLESEY,  the  House  pro- 
ceeded to  the  election  of  its  officers  by  ballot. 

Six  ballotings  for  the  choice  of  a  Sergeant-at-arms 
took  place,  the  last  of  which  resulted  as  follows: 
For  Roderick  Dorsey,  -  -  122 

Oliver  Pease,        ...  92 

Scattering,  .  -  -  4 

So  RonxBicK  DoRssT,  of  Maryland,  was  elected. 

Mr.  BOCKEE  offered  a  resolution,  proposing  the  re- 
election of  Mr.  OvBBToir  Cabb  as  doorkeeper,  and  J. 
W.  HuKTBB  as  assistant  doorkeeper  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HAWES  said  be  believed  that,  according  to  the 
rules  of  the  House,  where  the  persons  nominated  were 
opposed,  it  was  necessary  to  proceed  to  an  elation. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  nomination  now  made  lor 
doorkeeper,  but,  as  he  understood  that  there  would  be 
opposition  as  to  the  office  of  assistant  doorkeeper,  he 
must  object  to  so  much  of  the  resolution  offered. 

On 'motion  of  Mr.  McCARTY, 

The  House  adjourned. 

WxsirssDiLT,  Dbcbxbbb  16. 
Mr.   THOHPSoir,   of  South  Carolina,    and  Mr.  lU*- 
LET,  of  Louisiana,  appeared,  were  qualified,  and  took 
their  seats. 
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RoDBBicK  D0B8XT9  elected  Sergeant-at-arms  of  the 
House  of  RepresentatWea,  presented  himself  and  was 
quali6ed. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  FAIRFIELD,  understanding,  be  said,  that  by  a 
presentation  of  a  petition,  a  member  was  not  made  re- 
sponsible for  its  propositions,  presented  a  petition  signed 
by  172  females,  praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the 
sUve  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  moved  that 
il  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr.  CRAMER  moved  that  it  be  laid  on  the  Uble{ 
which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FAIRFIELD  then  presented  a  similar  petition, 
which  he  moved  to  lay  on  the  table. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  said,  as  it  was  extremely 
desirable  to  have  an  expression  of  sentiment  on  this  sub- 
ject, by  the  House,  he  would  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  the  motion;  and  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  BOON  called  for  the  reading  of  the  memorial. 
Af\er  it  was  read, 

Mr.  EVERETT  rose  to  ask  whether  the  motion  to 
lav  on  the  table  was  made  by  the  member  who  present- 
ed the  petition. 

Mr.  FAIRFIELD  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  SLADE  moved  that  the  memorial  be  printed. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  asked  the  divi- 
sion of  the  question. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
the  motion  to  print,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table,  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  C.  Allan,  Anthony,  Ash,  Ashley, 
Bailey,  Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley,  Beaumont, 
Bell,  Bockee,  Bond,  Boon,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd, 
Brown,  Buchanan,  Bunch,  Burns,  J.  Calhoon,  Cambrel- 
eng,  Campbell,  Carr,  Carter,  Casey,  George  Chambers, 
John  Chambers,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Claiborne, 
Coffiee,  Coles,  Connor,  Corwin,  Craig,  Cramer,  Crane, 
Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dickerson,  Doubleday, 
Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Efner,  Everett,  Fairfield,  Farlin, 
Forester,  Fowler,  French,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  William 
K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland, 
Gillet,  Glascock,  Graham,  Granger,  Grantland,  Graves, 
Grayson,  Griffin,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hammond,  Han- 
negan.  Hard,  Hardin,  Harlan,  Samuel  S.  Harrison, 
Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Hawkins,  Haynes,  Hoar, 
Hopkins,  Howard,  Howell,  Hunt,  Huntington,  Hunts- 
man, Ingersoll,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  Joseph 
Johnson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry 
Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judson, 
Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmitb,  Lane,  Lansing, 
Lawler,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Gideon  Lee,  Joshua  Lee,  L. 
Lea,  Leonard,  Lincoln,  Logan,  Loyal  I,  Lucas,  Lyon, 
Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason, 
William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  Maury, 
May,  McComas,  McKay,  McKeon,  McKim,  Mercer, 
Milligan,  Morgan,  Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks, 
Patterson,  Franklin  Pierce,  James  A.  Pearce,  Petti- 
grew,  Phelps,  Phillips,  Pickens,  Pinckney,  Reed,  John 
Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Riph^y,  Roane,  Robertson, 
Seymour,  Shepard,  Shepperd,  Shields,  Shinn,  Sickles, 
Spangler,  Steele,  Storer,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro, 
Taylor,  Thomas,  J.  Thomson,  W.  Thompson,  Touccy, 
Towns,  Turner,  Turrill,  Underwood,  Vanderpoel,  Vin- 
ton, Wagener,  Ward,  Webster,  Weeks,  White,  Lewis 
Williams,  Sherrod  Williams,  Wise— 180. 

NATS—Messrs.  Adams,  H.  Allen,  Banks,  Borden, 
Briggs,  W.  B.  Calhoun,  Clark,  Cushing,  Darlington, 
Evans,  Grennell,  Hiiaiid  Hall,  Harper,  Hazeltine,  Hen. 
derson,  Uiester,  Hubley,  William  Juckson,  Janes,  La- 
porte,  Love,  Morris,  Parker,  Uulee  J.  Pearce,  Potts, 


Russell,  Slade,  Sloane,  Sprague,  Wardwell,  Whittle- 
sey—31. 

Mr.  SLADE  said  that,  having  made  the  motion  to 
print,  he  would  beg  leave  to  say  a  few  words  in  its  sup- 
port. He  should  not  be  discouraged  in  pressing  the 
motion,  by  the  vote  which  had  just  been  given  to  lay 
the  memorial  on  the  table.  Many  gentlemen,  he  knew, 
had  voted  in  favor  of  that  motion,  simply  upon  the 
ground  that  it  had  been  made  by  the  gentleman  who 
had  presented  the  memorial,  but  who  would  not,  he 
was  persuaded,  deny  the  memorialists  the  privilege  of 
laying  their  views  before  the  House  and  the  country,  in 
the  manner  contemplated  by  the  motion  he  had  made. 
He  thought  the  prmting  was  due  to  the  memorialist^ 
and  to  the  subject  of  their  memorial.  It  was,  confess- 
edly, one  of  great  national  importance.  It  bad  long 
occupied  the  anxious  attention  of  a  large  and  highly 
respectable  portion  of  the  country,  who  had  repeatedly 
pressed  the  subject  upon  the  consideration  of  Congreast 
and  whatever  might  be  the  views  of  gentlemen  in  regard 
to  the  expediency  of  ^[ranting  the  praver  of  the  memo- 
rialists, it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  due  to  them,  as  a 
matter  of  common  courtesy  and  common  right,  that  the 
memorial  should  be  printed,  to  the  end  that  it  might 
receive  that  attention  which  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion and  the  character  of  the  memorialists  demanded* 

He  was,  indeed,  personally  unacquainted  with  themi 
but  they  belonged  to  a  section  of  the  country  as  much 
enlightened  on  the  subject  of  human  rights,  and  as  well 
informed  in  regard  to  their  constitutional  privileges,  as 
any  other  portion  of  the  Union.  If  they  were  of  the 
same  stamp  with  those  of  his  constituents  who  entertain- 
ed the  same  views,  and  who  had  instructed  him  to  pre- 
sent memorials  similar  to  that  now  before  the  House,  he 
was  sure  that  none  could  deny  to  them  a  respectful 
hearing,  and  to  their  mejhorial  the  regard,  at  least, 
which  would  be  indicated  by  ordering  it  to  be  printed. 

These  memorials  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the 
slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia  were  less  con- 
nected with  the  efforts  for  a  general  and  immediate 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  southern  States  than  was 
commonly  believed.  He  had  charge  of  memorials  of 
the  same  character,  which  he  knew  contained  the  names 
of  many  individuals  who  had  no  connexion  with  aboli- 
tion societies,  and  who  did  not  harmonize  with  their 
views  in  regard  to  the  object  of  their  effortst  but  who, 
nevertheless,  felt  deeply  impressed  with  a  conviction  of 
the  right  and  the  duty  of  Congress  to  act  upon  this 
subject,  and  to  abolish  slavery,  and  erase  from  the 
national  escutcheon  the  foul  blot  of  the  slave  trade  within 
the  limits  of  this  District. 

[The  Chub  here  interposed,  and  remarked  that  it 
was  not  in  order  to  go  into  the  merits  of  the  petition  on 
the  motion  to  print.] 

Mr.  Slade  said  he  was  well  aware  of  the  rule  suggest- 
ed by  the  Chair,  which  he  did  not  intend  to  transgress 
by  any  attempt  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  question  in- 
volved in  the  memoriiil.  He  only  insisted  on  the  pro- 
priety of  printing  it;  and  he  felt  warranted  in  pressing 
his  motion,  not  only  by  the  considerations  he  had  sug- 
gested, but  by  the  addition%l  one  that  former  memorials 
to  the  same  effect  had  been  printed  by  order  of  the 
House.  He  referred,  especially,  to  one  which  had  been 
presented  in  1828,  signed  by  more  than  eleven  hundred 
citizens  of  this  District,  great  numbers  of  whom  were 
slaveholders,  and  many  of  whom  he  knew  to  be  among 
the  most  respectable  inhabitants  of  the  District.  That 
memorial  set  forth  in  strong  language  the  evils  of  slavery, 
and  painted,  in  vivid  colors,  the  abominations  of  the 
slave  trade  within  this  territory  over  which  Congress  is 
invested  with  the  right  of  exclusive  legislation.  The 
signers  of  the  memorial  were  not  in  a  situation  to  be 
accused  of  fanaticism,  while  they  were  in  a  condition  to 
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form  a  correct  judgment  with  regard  to  the  evils  of 
which  they  complained,  and  for  which  they  besought 
Congress  to  provide  a  remedy;  and  if  gentlemen  would 
take  the  trouble  to  examine  that  petition^  they  would 
find  the  evils  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  set  forth  in 
stronger  language  than  that  which  was  employed  in  the 
memorial  which  he  now  asked  the  House  to  print.  He 
would  add,  that  the  memorial  to  which  he  referred  was 
called  up  two  years  ago  by  an  honorable  member  from 
New  Hampshire,  now  a  member  of  the  Senate;  and,  on 
his  motion,  was  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  names  of 
the  signers.  He  submitted  whether,  with  this  precedent 
before  them,  the  House  could  refuse  to  make  the  order 
which  his  motion  contemplated. 

Mr.  YANDERPOEL  remarked  that,  inasmuch  as  the 
memorial  had  been  audibly  read  by  the  Clerk,  and  the 
contents  of  it  were  now  well  understood  by  every  mem- 
ber of  the  House,  and  as  the  motion  to  print  was  de- 
batable, and  the  debate  now  commenced  Was  very  un- 
profitable, and  would,  in  all  probability,  if  not  arrested, 
consume  the  day,  he  would  move  to  lay  the  motion  to 
print  upon  the  table;  and  upon  that  motion  he  called 
for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  ordered  by  the  House. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in  the  af- 
firmative, as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Anthony,  Ash,  Ashley, 
Bailey,  Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley,  Beaumont, 
Bell,  Bockee,  Bond,  Boon,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd, 
Brown,  Buchanan,  Bunch,  Burns,  J.  Calhoon,  Cambrel- 
eng,  Campbell,  Carr,  Casey,  John  Chambers,  Chaney, 
Chapman,  Chapin,  Claiborne,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles, 
Connor,  Craig,  Cramer,  Crane,  Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry, 
Dickerson,  Uoubleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Efner, 
Fairfield,  Farlin,  Forester,  French,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Ful- 
ler, William  K.  Fuller,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland, 
Gillet,  Glascock,  Graham,  Grantland,  Graves,  Grayson, 
Griffin,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hamer,  Hammond,  Hanne- 
gan,  Hardin,  Harlan,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Haw- 
kins, Haynes,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Howell,  Huntingfton, 
Huntsman,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  Joseph 
Johnson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry 
Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Ken- 
non,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane,  Lansing, 
Laporte,  Lawler,  Gideon  Lee,  Joshua  Lee,  Luke  Lea, 
Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Abijah  Mann, 
Job  Mann,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  William  Mason, 
Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  Maury,  May,  McComas, 
McKay,  McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Mercer,  Mont- 
gomery,  Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks,  Patterson, 
Patton,  Franklin  Pierce,  James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew, 
Phelps,  Pickens,  Pinckney,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph 
Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Robertson,  Rogers,  Schenck, 
Seymour,  William  B.  Shepard,  Augustine  H.  Siiepperd, 
Shields,  Shinn,  Sickles,  Smith,  Spangler,  SUndefer, 
Steele,  Storer,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Thomas, 
John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turner,  Turrill,  Un- 
derwood, Vanderpoel,  Wagener,  Ward,  Washington, 
Weeks,  White,  Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod  Williams, 
Wise— 169. 

Nats— Messrs.  Adams,  Heman  Allen,  Banks,  Borden, 
Briggs,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Carter,  George  Chambers, 
Childs,  Clark,  Corwin,  Cushing,  Darlington,  Evans, 
Everett,  Galbraith,  Granger,  Grennell,  Hiland  Hall, 
Hard,  Harper,  Hazeltine,  Henderson,  Hiester,  Hoar, 
Hubley,  Hunt,  Ingersoll,  William  Jackson,  Janes,  Law- 
rence, Lay,  Lincoln,  Love,  Milligan,  Morris,  Parker, 
Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  Russell,  Slade, 
Sloane,  Sprague,  Vinton,  Wardwell,  Webster,  Whittle- 
sey-*49. 

So  the  motion  to  print  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Numerous  petitions  and  memorialii  were  now  present- 
ed; among  whith. 

The  SPEARCU  presented  the  petition  of  David  Hew- 


land,  of  North  Carolina,  contesting  the  election  of  James 
Grahsm  to  a  seat  in  this  House,  as  a  Representative  from 
the  State  of  North  Carolina. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  PEARCE,  of  Rhode  Island,  the  pe- 
tition and  accompanying  papers  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Elections. 

Mr.  HAMER,  of  Ohio,  rose  and  remarked  that  be  was 
absent  from  his  seat  when  the  question  was  taken  on  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Faikfisld,] 
and  he  asked  leave  now  to  record  his  vote;  but  it  was 
objected  to. 

Mr.  HOLSEY,  of  Georgia,  asked  leave  to  record  his 
vote  on  the  motion  to  lay  the  motion  to  print  the  memo- 
rial presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Maine  on  the  table; 
and  an  objection  being  made, 

Mr.  HOLSEY  moved  the  suspension  of  the  rule,  to 
enable  him  to  effect  his  object;  which  motion  was  nega- 
tived. 

The  SPEAKER  presented  a  letter  from  Eltjab  E. 
Crabt,  transmitting  his  credentials  as  a  Representative 
in  Congress  from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said  the  gentleman  could  not  be 
considered  a  member  of  the  House,  and  was  not  entitled 
to  a  seat  as  such.  As  Michigan  had  assumed  the  position 
of  a  State,  and  the  question  of  her  admission  was  pend- 
ing, the  House  could  not  prejudge  that  question  by  ad- 
mitting the  gentleman  to  a  seat  as  a  member.  But,  as 
an  act  of  courtesy  to  him,  he  moved  that  a  seat  be  as- 
signed to  him  within  the  House,  and  that  his  communi- 
cation be  pt-inted  and  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  MERCER  said  he  could  not  concur  in  the  pro- 
priety of  the  course  suggested.  In  order  to  have  time 
to  consult  the  precedents  on  the  subject,  he  moved  that 
the  motion  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  H\NNEGAN  moved  an  adjournment;  which  was 
agreed  to,  and 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

ThURSDATi  DsCSMBSft  17. 

ELECTION  OF  OFFICERS. 
The  House  took  up  the  resolution  heretofore  offered 
by  Mr.  Bockbb,  for  the  appointment  of  certain  officers 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  BOCKEE  modified  the  resolution  so  as  to  read  as 
follows: 

Besolwedt  That  Ovbrtok  Carr  be  appointed  principal 
doorkeeper  of  the  House;  and  the  resolution  was  agreed 
to  nem.  eon. 

Mr.  BOCKEE  then  submitted  the  following  resolution: 
Hetolvedp  That  the  House  do  now  proceed  to  the  choice 
of  an  assistant  doorkeeper,  by  ballot. 

Mr.  HAYNES  nominated  Colonel  Jornr  W.  Huhtsr. 
Mn  PATTON  nominated  Johv  B.  Dadx. 
Mr.  ALLAN,  of  Kentucky,  nominated  Olitxr  Pbasx. 
Messrs.  Hat^tss,  Patton,  and  Allah  of  Kentucky, 
were  appointed  tellers. 
The  result  of  the  first  ballot  was  as  follows: 

For  Hunter, 155 

Dade, 29 

Pease, 17 

Blanks, 5 

John  W.  Hunter,  having  a  majority  of  all  the  votes, 
was  declared  to  be  duly  elected. 

PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BEARDSLEY,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union  on  the  President's  message,  Mr.  J.  Q.  Adahs  in 
the  chair. 

„  Mr.  BEARDSLEY  offered  the  following  resolutions, 
which  were  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  President's  message  as 
relates  to  the  public  lands,  to  the  condition  of  the  Gen- 
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end  Land  OfBce,  and  to  improvements  in  the  land  sys- 
tem»  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 
Reaolvedf  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  the  public  in- 
terest intrusted  to  the  War  Department,  except  so  much 
thereof  as  relates  to  Indian  affairs,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

BetoU/ed,  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to 
the  militia  of  the  United  States  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Militia. 

Resohcd,  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to 
the  Indian  tribes,  and  every  thing  connected  therewith, 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

JResolvedt  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to 
the  political  relations  of  the  United  States  with  foreign 
nations,  including  *Hhe  ascertainment  of  the  claims  to  be 
paid  and  the  apportionment  of  the  funds  under  the  con- 
vention made  with  Spain,"  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations. 

jReaolved,  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  with  foreign  nations 
and  their  dependencies  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce. 

Betolved,  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to 
the  finances,  and  every  thing  connected  therewith;  the 
custody  of  the  public  moneys,  and  every  thing  connected 
therewith;  the  offices  of  commissioners  of  loans  and  of 
the  sinking  fund,  and  every  thing  connected  with  the 
operations  of  those  offices;  and  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  including  the  books  and  stock  of  the  United  States 
in  that  institution,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means. 

Hfiolved,  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relMes  to 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  the  public 
interest  intrusted  to  the  Navy  Department,  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Beaolved,  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to 
the  report  of  the  Postmaster  General,  the  condition  and 
operations  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  and  every 
thing  connected  therewith,  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

Scsolvedf  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to 
**  amending  that  part  of  the  constitution  which  provides 
for  the  election  of  the  President  and  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,"  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Jlesolocdt  That  so  miibh  of  said  message  as  relates  "to 
the  present  condition  of  the  District  of  Columbia,"  and 
which  recommends  a  revision  of  its  laws  and  the  exten- 
sion of  political  rights  to  its  citizens,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 

Ilesolvedf  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  "to 
the  defects  which  exist  in  the  judicial  system  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,"  and  which  recommend  an  extension  of  that 
system  to  all  the  States,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  the  Commit- 
tee rose  and  reported  the  resolutions,  and  they  were 
concurred  in  by  the  House. 

The  select  committee  on  the  subject  of  the  election 
of  the  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States 
was  ordered  to  consist  of  nine. 

ELECTION  OF  CHAPLAIN. 

Mr.  THOMSON,  of  Ohio,  moved  the  adoption  of  the 
customary  joint  resolution  for  the  election  of  two  chap- 
lains to  Congress. 

Mr.  WARD  WELL  stated  that  he  had  intended,  when 
this  resolution  should  be  considered  by  the  House,  to  of- 
fer an  amendment,  prohibiting  the  use  of  this  hall  on  the 
Sabbath  to  the  chaplains  of  Congress,  or  for  any  other 
purpose  whatsoever.  As  he  did  not,  however,  wish  to 
embarrass  the  election  of  chaplains,  which  he  should 
not  oppose,  and  as  some«incmbers  supposed  that  such 


would  be  the  effect^  he  would  not  now  offer  the  amend- 
ment, but' would  give  notice  that  he  should,  at  some  fu- 
ture day,  offer  a  resolution,  the  effect  of  which  will 
be,  if  adopted  by  the  House,  to  close  this  hall  on  the 
Sabbath. 

The  resolution  heretofore  offered  by  Mr.  Johhsok,  of 
Kentucky,  for  supplying  the  heads  of  Departments  and 
bureaux,  and  other  officers  of  the  Government,  with 
copies  of  the  public  documents  printed  by  order  of  Con- 
gress, was  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  PATTON  objected  to  the  resolution,  on  the 
ground  that  no  object  of  public  utility  could  be  gained 
by  it. 

Af\er  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  MANN,  WISE, 
MILLER,  and  JOHNSON  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  moved  the  reference  of 
the  resolution  to  the  Committee  on  Military  AffairSf  with 
instructions  to  inquire  and  report  whether,  in  the  trans- 
action of  public  business,  the  public  interest  would  be 
promoted  in  whole  or  in  part;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WARD  moved  thai  when  the  House  adjourns,  it 
adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday  next.* 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  offered  some  reasons  connected 
with  the  private  bills  long  before  Congress,  which  have 
heretofore  failed  for  want  of  time,  in  opposition  to  the 
motion. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  WARD,  and  a  suggestion 
from  Mr.  MERCER,  that  next  Friday  being  Christmas, 
the  House  would  not  probably  sit,  nor  on  the  following 
Friday,  which  would  be  new-year's  day, 

Mr.  BOON  moved  that  the  motion  be  laid  on  the  table; 
which  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  annual  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  estimates  of 
the  Treasury,  were  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means. 

The  House  then  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 


Fbibat,  DXCXXBIA  18. 

Mr.  McKbhitak  appeared,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  JACKSON,  of  Massachusetts,  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  sundry  citizens  of  Massachusetts,  praying  Con- 
gress to  provide  for  the  immediate  abolition  of  slavery 
within  the  District  of  Columbia;  which  he  moved  to  re- 
fer to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  moved  that  the  petition  be  not  re- 
ceived. The  large  majority  by  which  the  House  had 
rejected  a  similar  petition  a  few  days  ago  had  been  very 
gratifying  to  him,  and  no  doubt  would  be  very  gpratify- 
ing  to  the  whole  South.  He  had  hoped  it  would  satisfy 
gentlemen  charged  with  such  petitions,  of  the  impro* 
priety  of  introducing  them  here.  Since,  however,  it  had 
not  had  that  effect,  and  they  persisted  still  in  urg^ing 
them  upon  the  House  and  upon  the  country,  he  thought 
it  was  not  requiring  too  much  of  the  House,  to  ask  it  to 
put  a  more  decided  seal  of  reprobation  on  them,  by 
peremptorily  rejecting  this. 

The  SPEAKER  said  he  was  not  aware  that  such  a 
motion  had  ever  been  sustained  by  the  former  practice 
of  the  House;  and  in  addition  to  that,  by  a  standing  rule 
of  the  House,  (the  4^th,)  petitions  and  memorials  ctould 
not  be  debated  or  decided  on  the  day  of  their  presenta- 
tion, but  must  lie  over  one  day,  unless  the  "House  should 
direct  otherwise. 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Virginia,  then  moved  to  lay  the 
petition  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  said,  as  he  was  aware  of  no  rule  of 
the  House  restricting  the  rejection  of  petitions,  he 
would  modify  his  motion  accordingly,  by  moving  that 
the  House  reject  the  petition. 
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The  SPEAKER  remarked  that  (he  motion  of  Mr. 
GiRLAHD  would  take  precedence. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  beg^g^ed  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  GiBLAin)]  to  withdraw  his  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table,  that  we  might  have  a  direct  vote  upon  this  matter. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion involved  in  the  petition;  though,  should  H  be  urged, 
he  would  not  shrink  from  it  a  hair's  breadth;  but  he  did 
think  it  due  to  the  House  and  the  country,  to  give  at 
once  the  most  decisive  evidence  of  the  sentiments  enter- 
tained here  upon  this  subject.  He  wished  to  put  an  end 
to  these  petitions.  He  could  not  sit  there  and  see  the 
rights  of  the  southern  people  assaulted  day  after  day,  by 
the  ignorant  fanatics  from  whom  these  memorials  pro- 
ceed. 

The  SPEAKER  requested  the  gentleman  to  suspend 
his  remarks  until  he  read  the  45tn  rule  of  the  House, 
which  was  as  fellows:  **  Petitions,  memorials,  and  other 
papers,  addressed  to  the  House,  shall  be  presented^  by 
the  Speaker,  or  by  a  member  in  his  place:  a  brief  state- 
ment of  the  contents  thereof  shall  verbally  be  made  by 
the  introducer,  and  shall  not  be  debated  or  decided  on 
the  day  of  their  being  first  read,  unless  where  the  House 
shall  direct  otherwise,  but  shall  lie  on  the  table,  to  be 
taken  up  in  the  order  they  were  read."  Unless,  therefore, 
the  House  should  direct  otherwise,  the  Chair  would  be 
oompelled,  under  the  rule,  to  arrest  any  discussion,  and 
direct  the  petition  to  lie  over  till  to-morrow.  Besides,  the 
question  to  lie  on  the  table,  having  precedence,  was  not 
debatable. 

Mr.  HAMMOND'S  object,  he  said,  was  not  to  debate 
the  merits  of  the  question,  but  to  move,  if  it  was  in  order 
to  do  so,  the  rejection  of  the  petition. 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  the  rule  was  imperative 
on  himself  to  arrest  debate  or  decision  on  the  petition, 
unless  the  House  directed  otherwise,  and  it  must  lie  over 
one  day. 

Mr.  MERCER  remarked  that  the  motion  to  reject 
brought  up  the  whole  merits  of  the  question,  and  would 
necessarilv  bring  on  the  very  debate  the  gentleman  said 
he  desired  to  avoid;  and  he  maintained  that  the  motion 
to  lie  on  the  table  was  in  order. 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Virginia,  said  he  felt  compelled 
to  insist  upon  his  motion  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table 
for  the  present. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  said  that  he  did 
not  like  to  take  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
but  it  was  of  some  importance  that  the  rights  of  members 
should  be  clearly  ascertained.  He  was  sure  that  it  was 
perfectly  in  order  for  any  gentleman  to  make  the  point 
whether  or  not  a  paper  should  be  received,  and  to  move 
its  rejection. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  as  the  question  was  new  to  him, 
he  had  doubts  for  a  moment;  he  now  entertained  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
HiMXOHD,]  but  the  motion  to  lay  the  petition  on  the 
table  interposing,  took  precedence. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  contended  that  the  latter  motion 
would  apply  only  af^er  the  petition  had  been  received, 
and  was  in  possession  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HAWES  rose  to  a  question  of  order.  Unless  the 
gentleman  took  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
he  was  out  of  order  in  addressing  the  House. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  intended  to  appeal.  He  was  in  favor 
of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  that  the 
petition  should  be  laid  upon  the  table,  but  he  could  not 
consent  that  that  motion  should  ride  over  one  that  was 
prior  to  it.  He  begged  to  refer  the  honorable  Speaker 
to  an  example  set  by  one  of  his  predecessors.  It  was  that 
of  a  memorial  sent  to  that  House  a  few  years  ago,  from 
a  representative  of  some  one  of  the  South  American 
revolutionary  Governments.  That  representative  of  this 
South  American  Government  took  upon  himself  to  ap- 


peal from  the  decision  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  the  nation,  through  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  his  memorial  was  presented  by  the  presiding 
officer  of  that  House.  A  question  was  raised  by  a  dis- 
tinguished member  from  Pennsylvania,  and  a  motion 
was  made  that  the  petition  should  not  be  received,  and 
the  House  decided  that  it  should  not  be  received.  Now, 
that  was  altogether  preliminary  to  the  question  of  laying 
on  the  table,  and  had  precedence  of  it.  A  motion  to 
lay  on  the  table  could  only  be  maintained  when  the  sub- 
ject was  before  the  House;  and  after  the  question, 
whether  it  should  be  received  or  not,  or  whether  it 
should  be  laid  before  the  House,  had  been  decided.  It 
was  with  a  view  of  ascertaining  that  question  that  Mr. 
W.  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair;  for  be  wat 
in  favor  of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table,  but  be  was  also  in  favor 
of  first  receiving  it. 

Mr.  MERCER  well  remembered,  he  said,  the  case 
cited  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  and  if  he 
was  not  mistaken,  the  question  on  that  occasion  was  not 
in  relation  to  the  constitutional  power  of  that  House  to 
refuse  to  receive  petitions  from  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  for  the  right  to  petition  was  reserved  to  our  citi- 
zens by  the  constitution;  but  it  was  as  to  whether  an 
individual,  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  could  come 
there  and  petition;  the  petitioner  in  that  case  being  a 
commander  in  one  of  the  South  American  Governments. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  the  question  before  the  House 
as  it  then  stood,  and  said  he  should  be  glad  to  have  the 
judgment  of  the  House  upon  it.  After  reading  the  forty- 
fifth  rule,  and  also  the  thirty -second  rule,  laying  down  the 
order  of  privileged  motions,  of  which  that  to  lie  on  the  ta- 
ble stands  second,  he  remarked  that  the  Chair  considered 
the  petition  as  having  been  received  by  the  House,  and  had 
entertained  the  motions  for  a  time;  but,  under  the  former 
rule,  the  petition  ought  to  lie  over.  If,  however,  tlie 
House  set  that  aside,  still  the  motion  to  lie  on  the  Ubie 
having  the  preference,  the  question  could  not  be  deba- 
ted on  its  merits.  If  in  error,  the  Chair  would  be  very 
happy  to  be  corrected.  The  question  then  before  the 
House  was.  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair  be  sustained? 

Mr.  BELL,  of  Tennessee,  thought  it  would  be  better 
that  the  petition  lie  over  for  one  day  without  being  de- 
bated at  that  time.  As  the  question  was  a  new  one,  or 
about  to  be  decided  for  the  first  time,  it  would  be  safest 
for  the  House  at  least  to  let  the  petition  lie  over  one 
day;  and  he  would,  therefore,  suggest  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  that  this  course  had  better  be 
adopted,  and  at  the  next  day  of  meeting  the  House 
could  then  either  reject  it  or  lay  it  on  the  table.  Mr. 
B.  thought  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  that  the  petition 
should  lie  over,  in  substance  right,  and  he  thought  it 
certainly  the  safest  course  to  pursue. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  said  he  should  have  supported  the 
views  of  the  last  gentleman,  if  a  different  course  had  not 
been  taken  the  other  day.  He  could  see  no  reason  why 
the  course  pi^rsued  in  relation  to  the  petition  presented 
by  an  honorable  member  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Fairfibldi] 
should  be  departed  from  now;  nor  why,  after  the  deci- 
sive vole  that  went  forth  to  the  country,  expressive  of 
the  views  and  feelings  of  so  large  a  majority  on  that  oc- 
casion, they  should  row  assume  a  different  shape.  Had 
the  question  itself  undergone  any  change?  If  what  was 
then  done  was  wrong,  let  them  say  so,  and  let  those 
who  were  unacquainted  with  the  rules  of  proceeding 
know  they  were  in  error;  but  he  saw  nothing  in  the 
rules  that  conflicted  with  the  course  now  sought  to  be 
pursued  in  relation  to  the  petition  on  the  table.  He  did 
hope  that,  so  far  as  related  to  the  memorials  and  peti- 
tions of  this  kind,  some  additional  views  would  be  given, 
to  satisfy  gentlemen  who  felt  it  their  duty  to  introduce 
and  present  them,  and  to  satlify  their  constituents  who 
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thought  it  necessary  to  send  them  there;  and  that,  as  it 
seemed  to  him,  could  best  be  done  now  by  a  vote  of  re- 
jection. What  the  decisions  of  the  House  might  be,"  he 
knew  not;  but  if  there  was  such  a  rule  in  existence,  that 
the  House  had  no  power  to  reject  a  petition  presented 
to  it,  whether  respectful  or  not,  it  was  time  the  rule 
should  be  altered,  for  he  was  well  assured  that  they 
would  be  harassed  throughout  the  session.  He  should 
be  sorry  if  the  House  was  tied  down  by  any  rule  to  re- 
ceive any  and  every  petition,  whether  respectful  or  not. 
Suppose  a  petition  were  presented  to  the  House,  and  it 
was  found  to  contain  matter  disrespectful  to  a  single 
member  of  the  House,  would  not  a  motion  to  reject  it 
be  in  order?  He  would  respectfully  ask  whether  he 
understood  the  decision  of  the  Chair  correctly,  that  a 
motion  to  reject  could  not  be  entertained  on  the  present- 
ation x>f  a  petition. 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  he  had  not  so  stated. 
When  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  first  s\ibmit- 
ted  his  mbtion,  the  Chair  stated  that  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  such  motion  having  been  made  in  that  House  du- 
ring the  period  the  individual  occupying  the  Chair  had 
been  a  member;  that  it  was  new  to  him  at  the  moment. 
The  Chair,  however,  did  not  feel  authorized  to  say  the 
motion  should  not  be  entertained;  but  if  it  was,  he  then 
decided  that  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  would  have 
precedence;  or  that  if  the  motion  to  reject  was  received 
by  itself,  it  was  not  debatable,  because,  under  the  rule 
of  the  House,  it  must  lie  over  one  day,  unless  the  House 
should  direct  otherwise. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  had  misapprehended  the  Chair, 
and  would  conclude  by  calling  upon  the  House,  that,  as 
they  had  given  one  decided  vote  on  the  question  before, 
they  should  not.  repeat  it  in  the  same  way,  but  change 
their  course,  and  reject  the  petition  altoirether. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  would  read  to  the^ House  the  rule 
under  which  he  thought  it  was  entirely  competent  for 
him  to  make  the  motion — it  was  this:  **When  any  mo- 
tion or  proposition  is  made,  the  question,  Will  the  House 
now  consider  it?  shall  not  be  put,  unless  it  is  demanded 
by  some  member,  or  is  deemed  necessary  by  the  Speak- 
er.'' Now,  the  motion  he  made  was  a  demand  by  him 
upon  the  Speaker  to  put  the  question,  whether  the  pe- 
tition should  be  considered  or  not;  and  it  was  a  motion 
any  member  of  the  House  had  a  right  to  put,  according 
to  the  rules.  His  reason  for  making  the  motion  was  not 
that  he  wished  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  this  subject, 
though  he  did  not  fear  it,  and  would  never  shrink  from 
it,  but  because  he  did  not  wish  to  disturb  that  House, 
nor  harass  the  country,  by  allowing  such  petitions  to 
come  there.  Still  he  could  not  sit  there,  and  allow  pe- 
tition after  petition  to  pour  in,  until  they  became  callous 
to  the  subject.  He  could  not  sit  there,  and  see  the 
rights  of  the  South  assailed,  day  after  day,  by  ignorant 
fanatics,  without  calling  upon  that  House  to  put  the 
stamp  of  reprobation  upon  such  conduct. 

The  SPEAKER  reminded  the  gentleman  that  the 
merits  of  the  whole  question  were  not  open  on  a  mere 
question  of  order. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  would  confine  himself  by  saying  that 
rf  the  House  should  decide  that  the  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  has  preference,  he  would  then  move  that  the  peti- 
tion be  laid  on  the  table  till  to-morrow,  in  order  to  call 
it  up  and  move  to  reject  it. 

Mr.  PEYTON  had  hoped,  and  yet  hoped,  that  gen- 
tlemen would  not  give  up  the  motion.  Thfe  gentjeman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Glascock]  was  mistaken.  There 
had  been  no  decisive  vote  yet  given  upon  this  question. 
There  had  been  an  evasive  vote  given  upon  it.  Had  not 
Mr.  P.  sat  by  and  seen  gentlemen  who  voted  differently 
at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  now  voting  in  favor  of 
laying  the  petition  on  the  table?  But  these  firebrands 
were  cast  upon  the  House  now  at  an  earlier  day  than 
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usual;  that  spirit  was  abroad  in  the  land,  and  it  was  lef% 
for  the  representatives  of  the  people  to  meet  it. 

Mr.  REED  called  the  gentleman  to  order,  as  his  re- 
marks were  not  pertinent  to  the  question  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  PEYTON  said  he  was  assigning  reasons  for  sus- 
taining the  motion  for  the  decision  of  the  House  at  that 
time,  pursuant  to  the  demand  made  by  the  honorable 
member  from  South  Carolina.  He  hoped  they  should 
be  permitted  to  meet  this  question  at  its  beginning  in 
some  shape  or  other.  Now,  it  struck  him  with  great 
force,  that  when  a  petition  was  presented  containing  mat- 
ter rmproper  for  legislation,  that  the  House  ought  to  re- 
ject it;  and  before  it  was  received,  it  could  not  be  laid 
on  the  table  for  one  day.  Consequently  the  question  of 
its  reception  or  rejection  must,  as  a  matter  of  necessity, 
be  first  decided,  and  that  brought  prompt  action  upon 
the  whole  question.  He  would  repeat  that  he  wished  a 
more  decisive  vote,  and  one  that  would  ascertain  the 
wishes,  the  views,  and  the  feeling^  of  gentlemen  upon 
it;  and  if  they  met  it,  he  would  say,  with  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia,  that  it  would  be  decisive.  Another  rea- 
son why  it  should  be  acted  upon  in  the  present  stage, 
before  the  consideration  of  it,  was,  that  it  asked  Con- 
gress to  do  what  every  man  in.  the  country  knew  it  had 
no  power  to  do.  Suppose  a  petition  were  sent  there* 
praying  the  House  to  break  down  our  republican  forni 
of  government,  and  erect  a  monarchy  upon  its  ruins, 
would  any  one  say  the  House  had  the  power  to  act  upon 
such  a  petition?  And  had  the  House  more  power  in  the 
present  case?  Was  not  the  first  question  to  be  decided 
before  the  petition  could  be  laid  on  the  table?  He 
thought,  therefore,  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  the  proper  one,  and  that  it  must  neces- 
sarily have  precedence  of  all  others;  and  he  desired  to 
consider  it,  and  to  consider  it  at  once.  It  would  then 
be  seen  whether  gentlemen  would  encourage  thejr  con- 
stituents every  where  to  send  there  such  fl^s  of  these 
f petitions  as  would  cover  the  tables  of  that  hall  like  the 
ocusts  of  Egypt,  for  such  would  be  the  result  in  twelve 
months.  Those  geiltlemen  who  had  not  made  up  their 
minds  to  meet  this  question,  in  any  and  every  shape  in 
which  it  would  be  presented,  must  take  the  responsibili- 
ty. He  wanted  no  evasive  votes.  He  wanted  no  prop- 
ositions to  lay  on  the  table.  He  met  the  question  fully 
at  once,  by  saying  that  House  had  no  power  whatever 
to  interfere  with  the  question.  For  these  reasons,  he 
should  vote  for  sustaining  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  SLADE  raised  a  question  of  order  as  to  debating 
the  question  of  order  under  consideration.  The  petition 
itself  said  Mr.  S.,  could  not  be  debated  upon  the  day 
of  its  presentation;  and  this  principle,  he  understood* 
carried  along  with  it  a  principle  which  would  prohibit 
any  discussion  on  the  motion  to  reject,  or  the  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  then  before  the  House) 
and  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  could  not  be  debata- 
ble. Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought  no  motion 
connected  with  this  petition  could  be  debated  that  day, 
and  he  therefore  submitted  whether  it  did  not  follow 
that  the  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  on  this 
subject,  could  not  be  debated. 

The  SPEAKER  naid  an  appeal  from  his  decision,  as  a 
question  of  appeal,  was  certainly  debatable,  although  the 
motions  out  of  which  that  appeal  rose  were  not. 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Virginia,  could  assure  the  House 
that  he  was  not  disposed  to  avoid  this  question  in  any 
form  or  shape;  and  he  hoped,  while  he  had  the  honor 
of  a  seat  there,-  he  should  be  prepared  to  meet  it  when- 
ever it  might  come,  and  wherever  it  might  come  from. 
He  had  submitted  his  motion  because  he  thought  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  could  not 
then  be  put;  but  if  the  House  decided  it  could,  Mr.  6. 
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would  withdraw  his  motion  to  lay  the  petition  on  the 
table.  The  motion  to  reject  came  up  with  the  motion 
to  refer  the  petition  to  a  select  committeet  the  former, 
as  he  understood,  not  being  entertained,  or  not  in  order, 
it  was  then  that  Mr.  G.  moved  to  lay  the  petition  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  asked  wlvether  the  appeal  from 
the  decision  of  the  Chair  went  only  to  the  rejection  of 
the  petition^  or  also  to  the  question  of  laying  it  on  the 
Ubie. 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  WiLLiAvs]  had  taken  an  appeal  from  both. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  understood  the  Chair  to  decide  that 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  &om  South  Carolina, 
whether  the  petition  should  be  considered*  or  whether 
it  should  be  received,  was  not  in  order.  Now,  Mr.  W. 
contended,  with  all  due  respect,  that  when  a  petition  is 
presented,  if  any  member  choose  to  demand  it,  he  could 
require  the  preliminary  question  to  be  put.  Shall  the 
petition  be  received?  I  understood  the  Chair  to  decide 
that  the  question  could  not  be  put. 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  the  Chair  had  distinctly 
stated  that,  upon  a  moment's  reflection,  he  admitted 
the  motion  for  consideration  of  the  motion  of  the  gentle^ 
man  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Then  there  is  no  question  of  ap< 
peal. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said,  as  there  was  no  question  of 
appeal  pending,  but  two  motions,  one  to  reject  and  the 
other  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table,  both  of  which 
would  lie  over  till  to-morrow,  he  would  move  that  the 
House  proceed  at  once  to  decide  the  last  motion,  which 
took  precedence. 

The  question  was  then  put,  whether  the  House  would 
consider  the  petition  now;  and  it  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GARLAND  said,  as  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  to  reject  was  then  in  order,  he 
would  withdraw  his  motion  to  lay  the  petition  on  the 
Uble. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  renewed  it. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  rose  to  request  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Bbardslbt]  to  withdraw  his  motion. 
He  expressed  his  surprise  that,  but  a  moment  ago,  when 
the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table,  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Gabulfd,]  was  before  the  House, 
be  [Mr.  Bxabdslit]  had  expressed  his  desire  to  have  a 
direct^  "  unentangled"  vote  on  the  proposition  to  reject 
Yet  now,  when  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  withdraws 
bis  motion,  he  instantly  renews  it 

Mr.  PATTON  asked  if  the  Chair  considered  the  peti- 
tion to  have  been  received. 

The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  PATTON  understood  that  if  the  motion  to  con- 
sider prevailed,  it  was  distinctly  declared  that  the  motion 
to  receive  or  not  receive  the  petition  would  be  in  order. 
That  was  a  competent  motion,  which  any  member  of  the 
House  had  a  right  to  make.  Now,  it  was  understood  as 
having  been  received  <  the  proposition  not  to  receive  is 
tliereby  cut  off.  That  seemed  to  be  the  effect.  If  that 
be  the  eiTect — and  if  it  be  the  effect  the  House  did  not 
intend  to  produce — he  trusted  the  House  would  put  itself 
in  statu  quog  and  that  they  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  putting  a  direct  vote  upon  it.  If  that  was  the  state 
of  the  question,  Mr,  P.  would  feel  himself  compelled  to 
move  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  thus  taken. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said  the  right  to  petition  was  a 
sacred  right,  guarantied  to  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  by  the  constitution,  and  was  one,  therefore,  tlie 
House  was  bound  to  respect.  To  obviate  the  objections 
ureed  by  the  gentleman,  he  would  withdraw  his  motion 
to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table,  and  move  to  lay  the  res- 
olution of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  to  reject 
the  potition,  on  the  table. 


Mr.  HAMMOND  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nayt)  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  WISE  rose  to  a  point  of  order.  It  seemed  to 
him,  according  to  the  usual  action  of  the  House,  that  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Bxabds- 
lit]  must  be  out  of  order.  A  motion  was  made  origin- 
ally to  reject  the  petition;  whereupon  a  motion  was  tnen 
made  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table;  but  being  with- 
drawn, the  question  then  came  upon  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  instanter.  The  motion, 
therefore,  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table  was  out  of 
order,  because  the  House  had  decided  it  would  immedi* 
ately  consider  the  motion  to  reject. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  House  had  decided  they 
would  consider  the  petition  now;  but,  pending  the  con- 
sideration, the  House  may  decide  to  lay  on  the  table; 
and  therefore  the  motion  was  in  order. 

Mr.  WISE  would  ask  the  Chair  if  there  was  any  pen- 
dency of  consideration  in  a  motion  to  consider. 

The  SPEAKER  said*  pending  the  consideration  of  a 
question,  it  was  competent  for  any  member  to  move  to 
lay  the  matter  on  the  table^ 

Mr>  WISE.  The  motion  then  before  the  House  was 
effectually  to  undo  the  decision  of  the  House  already 
made. 

Mr.  VIN'rON  begged  to  inquire  of  the  Chair,  as  it 
would  govern  his  vote,  if  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table 
the  motion  to  reject  prevailed,  whether  the  petition 
would  also  go  on  the  table;  or  what  would  be  the  pend- 
ing question. 

The  CHAIR  understood  that,  by  an  affirmative  vote  on 
the  motion  to  lay  the  motion  to  reject  on  the  table,  the 
petition  also  would  go  on  the  table  with  it. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said,  as  gentlemen  seemed  to  feel 
some  embarrassment  in  voting  upon  this  proposition, 
though  he  himself  did  not,  he  Would  withdraw  bis  last 
motion,  and  renew  the  other  to  lay  the  petition  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  WISE  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  wer« 
ordered. 

Mr.  JANES  asked  for  the  reading  of  the  petition;  and 
it  was  read  from  the  Clerk's  table. 

Mr.  THOMAS  said  he  was  surprised  to  discover  that 
there  are  gentlemen  who  are  not  content  with  the  evi- 
dence which  has  already  been  given  that  a  very  large 
majority  of  this  House  are  opposed  to  any  interference 
whatever,  not  only  with  the  rights  of  slaveholders  in  the 
southern  States,  but  with  the  existence  of  slavery  within 
the  District  of  Columbia.  We  have  already  laid  on  the 
table,  by  a  vote  of  nearly  three  to  one,  two  memorials 
similar  to  the  one  now  under  consideration.  But  gen- 
tlemen say  those  votes  are  equivocal;  they  wish  to  have 
direct  proof  that  the  rights  of  slaveholders  are  not  in 
danger  from  any  interference  on  the  part  of  Congress. 
Mr.  T.  said  that  he  did  not  concur  in  this  opinion.  The 
vote  to  lay  on  the  table  bad  been  given  to  signify  a  de- 
cided opposition  to  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners;  never- 
theless, he  would  make  a  motion  which  would,  he 
thought,  place  this  subject  before  the  House  in  a  posi- 
tion to  afford  an  opportunity  to  remove  all  misapprehen- 
sion which  really  existed,  and  deprive  every  man  every 
where  of  all  pretext  for  maintaining  that  southern  prop- 
erty and  southern  rights  are  in  danger. 

Mr.  T.  then  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  just  given 
by  the  Houfr  in  favor  of  considering  this  petition,  and 
said,  if  this  motion  is  adopted,  we  shall  then  have  this 
petition  before  us  in  the  position  in  which  it  was  placed 
when  first  presented  to  the  House.  In  the  vote  given  in 
favor  of  considering  this  memorial,  many  members  had 
been  undoubtedly  taken  by  surprise.  Some  members 
who  are  in  favor  of  rejecting  this  and  other  similar  me- 
morials, and  others  who  are  in  favor  of  receiving  and 
then  laying  on  the  table  this  and  till  petitions  of  like  im- 
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port,  united  in  the  vote  vhich  he  had  moved  to  reconsider. 
This  strange  combination  could  not  have  been  created 
without  a  mistake  somewhere.  Gentlemen  must  have 
atipposed  that  by  the  adoption  of  the  motion  to  consider 
this  memorial,  the  difficulty  which  has  arisen  by  reason 
of  the  decision  of  the  Chair  would  alone  be  removed; 
and  that,  instead  of  postponing  until  to-morrow  all  action 
on  this  subject,  we  would  now  proceed  to  dispose  of  it, 
either  by  a  vote  to  reject  or  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

I  am  not  disposed,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  aflTord  unnecessa- 
rily an  opportunity  to  discuss  here  the  relative  rights  of 
master  and  slave.  As  one  of  the  representatives  of  a 
slaveholding  State,  1  would  never  provoke  an  examina- 
tion here  calculated  to  create  false  hopes  in  the  minds  of 
an  ignorant  and  stupid  population.  We  have  been  told, 
I  know  not  how  truly,  that  great  and  general  excitement 
has  already  been  produced  in  some  of  the  southern 
States,  by  the  circulation  of  a  few  fanatical  pamphlets. 
If  this  be  true,  is  it  not  madness,  worse  than  madness, 
to  struggle  to  elicit  evidence  that  there  is  in  that  House 
any  one  man  willing  to  re-echo  the  sentiment  which  these 
incendiary  publications  contain?  I  have  been  opposed, 
sir,  to  all  discussion  on  this  subject,  and  accordingly  have 
voted  repeatedly  in  the  two  preceding  Congresses  to  lay 
on  the  table  every  proposition  calculated  to  elicit  useless 
and  angry  debate.  And  I  have  been,  and  aitl,  grateful 
to  the  representatives  from  the  North  and  West,  where 
slavery  does  not  exist,  for  their  cordial  and  earnest  efTort 
to  extinguish  every  firebrand  which  has  been  thrown  in 
here,  either  in  the  form  of  speeches  or  petitions,  tending 
to  destroy  the  broad  foundation  on  which  our  Union 
rests.  But  is  it  not  obvious  that  our  exertions  have  not 
been  crowned  with  complete  success?  In  the  last  two 
Congresses,  the  petitions  of  the  abolitionists  were  laid  on 
the  table,  as  an  evidence  of  our  reprobation  of  their  ob- 
jectSf  notwithstanding,  at  the  present  session  we  have 
already  received  those  petitions,  and  shall  probably  have 
to  dispose  of  several  more.  These  fanatical  crusaders 
against  evils  abroad,  who  have,  no  doubt,  vices  enough 
at  their  own  doors  to  exhaust,  in  their  correction,  that 
overflowing  Christian  charity  of  which  they  boast  so 
much  and  manifest  so  little,  nothing  daunted,  continue 
to  pour  their  poisons  into  that  national  chalice,  from 
which  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States  have  so 
long  quaffed  the  sweet  waters  of  concord  and  Union. 
Now,  what  is  to  be  done?  For  one,  I  am  prepared  to 
meet  directly  every  question  connected  M'ith  these  me- 
morials. I  am  willing  to  follow  the  precedent  set  by 
Congress  on  another  question.  The  opponents  of  a 
Sunday  mail  petitioned  Congress^  their  memorials  were 
rejected,  because  their  object  )|^  unreasonable;  they 
persisted,  and  their  numbers  increased;  the  House  of 
Representatives  finally  referred  all  those  petitions  to  a 
select  committee;  from  which  emanated  one  of  the  most 
masterly  state  papers  which  has  ever  been  published  in 
the  country.  It  was  addressed  to  the  understanding, 
not  to  the  passions,  of  the  American  people;  and  there 
was  a  response  from  all  quarters  to  its  cogent,  persuasive, 
and  conclusive  reasoning.  Its  arguments  were  unan- 
swered and  are  unanswerable;  and  the  petitioners  were 
silenced.  The  oil  was  spread  over  the  troubled  waters, 
and  the  turbulent  waves  became  still. 

Gentlemen  say  we  must  prevent  any  discussion  on  the 
subject  of  these  memorials,  because  they  must  inevitably 
disturb  the  harmony  of  our  Union.  There  was  a  time 
when  the  force  of  this  reason  could  be  fully  felt  by  all. 
But  has  not  that  time  gone  by?  Without  our  agency, 
indeed  in  defiance  of  all  precautions  on  the  part  of  Con- 
gress, the  power  and  purpose  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment to  interfere  with  the  question  of  slavery  has  been, 
and  will  be,  discussed  in  every  newspaper,  in  every  pe* 
riodical  publication,  from  Maine  to  Missouri.  It  is  a 
gross  error  to  suppose  that  this  House  can,  by  a  mere 


8ie  volot  give  law  to  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
The  members  of  this  House  are  not  in  positions  stable 
enough  for  that.  To  attempt  it  would  be  as  vain  as  the 
effort  of  Xerxes  to  chain  with  links  of  iron  the  surging 
sea.  Our  march  is  not  to  be  always  on  the  mountain 
wave  of  popular  opinion.  We  are  here  to-day — we  are 
gone  to-morrow;  and  must  return  to  our  respective  pla- 
ces in  that  great  deep,  that  vast  hall  of  legislation,  the 
confines  of  which  are  coextensive  with  the  boundaries 
of  the  Union,  and  there  assist  those  who  are  now  our 
constituents,  to  fashion  and  form  that  public  opinion^ 
which  must  ever  direct  and  control  the  whole  operations 
of  this  Government. 

"  Like  bubbles  on  the  sea  of  matter  bornp, 
We  rise,  we  break,  and  to  the  sea  retaro." 

Assuming  these  positions  to  be  true,  how  ought  the 
members  of  this  House  to  act  on  the  present  occasion? 
To  decide  that  question  satisfactorily  for  myself,  has 
been,  until  to-day,  a  difficult  task.  Twice,  during  the 
present  session,  I  have  voted  to  lay  on  the  table  peti- 
tions from  the  abolitionists.  This  was  done  under  the  im- 
pression that  such  a  proceeding  would  be  entirely  satis- 
fsctory  te^  the  whole  southern  delegation.  The  large 
majority  of  northern  and  western  votes  by  which  it  was 
done,  too,  was  hailed  by  me  as  evidence  conclusive  that 
there  is  no  disposition  in  these  sections  of  the  Union  to  de 
any  act  calculated  to  disturb  the  harmony  of  our  Union. 
To-day  we  are  told  tliat  the  vote  to  lay  on  the  table  is  an 
equivocal  act.  That  it  has  been  resorted  to  to  afford  an 
opportunity  to  pretending  enemies  of  abolition  to  con- 
ceal their  future  piu*poses.  Sir,  is  it  right  and  proper, 
under  these  circumstances,  to  persevere  in  the  course 
which  has  been  heretofore  pursued?  If  gentlemen  on 
this  floor  can  be  so  far  misled  as  to  suppose  there  is  a 
lurking  intention  in  the  mind  of  any  member  to  turn 
loose  an  ignoiunt  and  helpless  population  to  pillage  and 
plunder,  in  what  condition  will  you  leave  many  of  the 
constituents  of  gentlemen  who  are  remote  from  the 
scene  of  action?  Will  they  not  be  in  a  proper  condition 
to  become  the  instruments  of  the  designing?  May  not 
rash  and  misguided  men,  in  one  extreme  of  the  Union, 
engender  those  suspicions  and  distrusts  which  will  be 
necessarily  destructive  of  all  the  ends  for  which  this 
Government  was  established?  And  may  not  the  head- 
strong fanatics  of  the  North  be  furnished  with  the  means 
of  increasing  their  paltry  numbers  by  inculcating  the 
belief  that  their  nefarious  purposes  are  but  postponed^ 
In  my  humble  opinion,  if  we  refuse  to  act  decidedly,  to 
meet  all  questions  connected  with  this  unplessant  sub- 
ject directly,  we  shall  furnish  the  enemies  of  our  peace 
and  Union  with  a  most  dangerous  weapon.  We  shall 
supply  the  means  to  faction  and  fanaticism  to  agitate  the 
whole  countrv.  And  the  day  may  come  when  these  few 
and  furious  oestroyers  of  this  country's  happiness  and 
glory  will  have  produced  real,  not  as  it  is  now,  imagina- 
ry, in  the  North — ^not  as  it  is  now,  a  very  limited,  but  an 
extensive  excitement — which  will  sweep  in  waves  to  the 
very  walls  of  that  constitutional  temple  in  which  oar 
fathers  fondly  hoped  they  had  garnered  up  so  many  ' 
bright  hopes  and  so  many  blessings  for  this  magni6cent 
confederacy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  prepared  now  to  meet  the  respon« 
sibilities  which  circumstances  have  imposed  upon  U9.  I 
am  prepared  to  vote  for  the  reception  of  the  petition, 
and  of  all  other  memorials  of  similar  character;  and  am 
ready  to  vote  against  laying  them  on  the  table;  to  de- 
clare distinctly  that  the  prayers  of  these  petitioners  are 
unreasonable,  and  ought  not  to  be  granted, 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  asked  for  the  yeas  aud  nays;  but 
they  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  HOPKINS  said  that  they  were  very  much  em* 
barrassed,  and  it  occurred  to  him  that  there  was  but  one 
conceivable  mode  by  which  they  could  be  relieved  from 
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that  embarraesment.  He  understood  that,  by  the  rule  of 
the  House,  upon  the  presentation  of  petitions,  unless 
the  question  is  required  to  be  put  by  a  member  of  the 
House,  or  by  the  Speaker,  that  the  same  is  received  as 
a  matter  of  course;  in  other  words,  received  by  a  vote 
of  the  House,  sub  aifeniio.  If  this  be  the  fact,  then, 
this  petition  had  been  received.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  best  mode  would  be  to  throw  the  petition  back 
again  to  the  point  where  it  was  left  by  the  gentleman 
who  presented  it;  and,  in  order  lo  do  that,  he  would 
propose  to  move  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  of  the 
House  by  which  the  petition  was  received.  He  would 
go  farther  back  tlian  the  gentleman  from  Maryland, 
[Mr.  Tboxas,]  and  move  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote 
of  the  House  whereby  the  petition  had  been  received. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  said  his  colleague  would 
be  satisfied,  upon  a  moment's  reflection,  that  no  benefit 
could  result  from  such  a  motion.  It  was  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  petition  to 
that  House,  and  no  vote  was  ever  Uken  on  receiving  a 
petition.  When  an  honorable  representative  rose  and 
presented  a  petition,  it  was  received t  and  the  first  ques- 
tion which  any  member  had  a  right  to  demand,  was, 
that  it  be  considered.  If  the  House  determine  not  to 
consider  it,  they  are  to  determine  at  once;  and  that  he 
understood  to  be  the  point  in  their  proceedings  at  which 
it  was  the  object  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  to  ar- 
rive; and  Mr.  M.  hoped  the  gentleman's  motion  would 
be  adopted.  He  had  hoped  that,  after  the  proceedings 
which  had  already  taken  place  in  that  House,  there 
would  have  been  a  general  acquiescence  in  the  only,  if 
not  the  express  sense  of  the  House,  by  an  overwhelm- 
ing majority,  not  to  entertain  such  petitions  as  that  un- 
der consideration.  The  only  mode  in  which  there  could 
be  a  more  direct  sense  of  the  House  on  the  subject 
was  by*  adopting  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland;  and  then,  if  it  be  the  pleasure  of  the  mjijority 
of  the  House  not  to  consider  the  petition,  and  so  to  de- 
termine at  once,  there  the  matter  would  end;  and  he 
hoped  the  motion  would  be  adopted,  and  then  that  the 
House  would  determine  not  to  consider  the  petition. 

Mr.  DEARDSLEY  was  satisfied  that  most  of  the  dif- 
ficulty arose  from  misconception.  The  honorable  mem- 
ber from  South  Carolina  desired  to  have  a  direct  vote  of 
the  House  upon  the  motion  to  reject,  or  not  to  receive, 
the  petition  under  consideration.  Other  gentlemen,  who 
agreed  with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  who  last  ad- 
dressed the  Chair,  said  they  would  not  vote  in  the  af- 
firmative on  such  a  question,  because  it  was  in  violation 
of  the  rights  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  petition 
upon  all  subjects;  and  the  House  of  Representatives  was 
bound  to  receive  their  petitions.  When  received,  it  was 
true  the  House  might  decline  acting  on  them,  or  might 
dispose  of  them  In  a  variety  of  ways.  For  himself,  (Mr. 
B.  said,)  the  House  having  received  this  petition,  he  was 
ready  to  give  a  direct  vote  upon  it,  a  vote  that  should 
mark  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the  character  of 
Buch  petitions,  by  saying  affirmatively  that  they  would 
not  consider  it.  If  that  would  meet  the  views  of  honor- 
able gentlemen,  he  was  willing  to  modify  his  motion  to 
lay  on  the  table,  and  to  move  that  the  House  would  not 
consider  the  petition,  or  would  reject  its  prayer;  although 
laying  it  on  the  table  he  thought  equivalent  to  either  of 
the  modifications  indicated. 

All  Mr.  B.  desired  was  to  preserve  the  right  of  their 
constituents  to  petition;  a  sacred  and  invaluable  right, 
guarantied  to  them  under  the  constitution,  and  the  ex- 
ercise of  which  the  House  was  bound  to  treat  with  re- 
spect. If  the  petition  were  in  insulting  terms,  they 
might  send  it  back;  but  if  their  constituents  sent  them 
one  that  was  respectful  in  its  language,  but  of  whose 
prayer  they  entirely  disapproved,  let  them  lay  it  on  the 
Uble,  or  tejcct  its  prayer.    If  any  gentleman  supposed 


that  a  vote  of  the  House  not  to  consider  this  petition, 
and  all  other  petitions  of  the  same  character,  would 
more  distinctly  mark  the  reprobation  of  the  House, 
then  Mr.  B.  would  with  great  pleasure  modify  his  mo- 
tion. Why,  then,  should  they  reconsider,  as  proposed 
by  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland?  For 
what  purpose?  Was  it  to  entertain  the  question  of  re- 
jecting the  petition?  He  understood  that  to  be  the 
object  of  the  mover;  and,  if  so,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  reconsider,  but  that  they  would  preserve  to 
their  constituents  the  right  of  petitioning,  and,  by  a  vote 
to  lay  on  the  table,  preclude  all  further  debate  upon 
this  exciting  and  mischievous  topic. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  said  he  was  willing  to  meet  this  ques- 
tion in  any  way.  He  had  been  so  the  last  session  and 
the  session  before,  and  declared  his  willingness  then, 
in  deference  and  respect  to  his  southern  brethren,  who 
he  knew  agreed  with  him  in  interest  and  feeling;  and, 
at  Iheir  suggestion,  he  agreed  with  them  in  voting  to 
give  the  matter  the  go-by.  He  then  thought,  and  still 
thought,  that  the  people  of  the  South  ought  to  know 
and  to  see  and  to  hear,  all  that  we  know  and  see  and 
hear  upon  this  subject.  He  was  anxious,  however, 
if  they  were  to  come  to  any  expression  of  opinion 
and  feeling  on  this  matter,  so  momentous  to  the  South, 
that  they  should  not  be  brought  to  that  vote  entangled 
by  the  rules  of  that  House.  He  wished,  when  the  opin- 
ion  of  the  South  upon  this  subject  should  be  expressed, 
and  their  feelings  made  known,  it  would  be  done  in  a 
way  that  would  leave  no  doubt  what  that  opinion  and 
those  feelings  were.  And  he  was  persuaded  that,  when 
their  opinions  and  feelings  came  unshackled  by  forms  or 
rules,  or  any  thing  bift  the  mere  question  itself,  the 
South  would  satisfy  the  North,  East,  and  West— would 
satisfy  the  whole  world — ^nay,  would  convince  even  fa- 
natics themselves,  that  they  must  let  us  alone  upon  this 
point;  and  convince  them,  and  all  the  agitators  and  mo- 
vers of  these  petitions,  that  they  had  as  well  let  us 
alone,  and|employ  themselves  in  removing  from  their  own 
eye  the  beam  which  is  in  it,  rather  than  disturb  them- 
selves so  much  about  the  mote  that  is  in  their  brother's 
eye.  Let  us  not  (said  Mr.  B.)  come  to  a  vote  that  will 
leave  the  world  in  doubt  whether  we  voted  on  the  rule 
or  the  thing— let  this  petition  pass,  and  no  doubt  they 
will  be  coming  again  to-morrow— ay,  in  a  half  hour — 
with  one  that  will  enable  us  to  meet  it  face  to  face,  and 
toe  to  toe,  and  leave  neither  them  nor  the  world  in 
doubt  what  we  mean.  Mr.  B.  concluded  by  stfying  that 
he  rose  to  ask  what  would  be  the  effect  of  his  vote — ay 
or  no— on  the  question  itself.  He  would  give  the  best 
vote  he  could,  but  did  not  know  himself  how  that  vote 
would  be  understood.  He  would  content  himself  with 
the  belief  that  the  question  would  come  up  in  a  form 
which  would  leave  no  doubt  either  with  himself  or  any 
one. 

Mr.  PEYTON  was  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  recon- 
sider. He  would  not  have  troubled  the  House  with 
any  remarks  again,  but  for  tlie  position  assumed  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York.  That  gentleman  contend- 
ed that  the  right  of  petition  was  a  sacred  right,  guaran- 
tied to  every  American  citizen  under  the  constitution; 
and  that  the  House  had  no  right  to  deprive  them  of  the 
exercise  of  that  right.  Mr.  F.  said  they  had  the  right 
to  petition,  and  to  think  and  to  say  what  they  pleased; 
and,  further,  they  had  the  right  to  send  any  matter 
they  choose  throughout  all  the  country,  without  regard 
to  consequences,  and  that  House  bad  no  power  to  re- 
sist it.  But,  then,  he  claimed  that,  when  it  came  to 
that  House,  the  representatives  had  the  right  to  treat  it 
and  dispose  of  it  in  such  manner  as  they  thought  best. 
Was  the  sacred  right  of  petition  any  dearer  than  many 
other  sacred  rights— the  right  to  property,  lo  liberty, 
and  to  life?    And  had  not  the  attention  of  the  House 
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been  called,  by  the  message  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  this  very  Question  of  this  sacred  right 
of  thinking,  and  writing,  and  sending  through  the  mail, 
such  documents  as  were  then  before  them?  Should 
they  connect  the  efforts  of  a  few  fanatics  to  disturb  the 
harmony  and  peace  of  the  country  with  those  sacred 
and  inalienable  rights  to  which  the  gentleman  alluded? 
Should  they  connect  the  attempt,  whether  it  came  by 
petition  to  Congress  or  by  a  document  transmitted  in 
any  other  mode,  to  throw  a  firebrand  into  the  South, 
with  the  sacred  rights  of  liberty  and  property? 

The  SPEAKER  reminded  the  gentleman  that  the 
merits  of  the  question  could  not  be  gone  into  under  the 
motion  before  the  House. 

Mr.  PEYTON  only  meant  to  reply  to  what  he  con- 
sidered to  be  the  constitutional  right  contended  for  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York — the  right  of  the  citizen, 
every  where,  to  send  such  papers  and  petitions  there. 
He  was  endeavoring  to  meet  this,  by  saying  that  the 
slave  question  was  not  one  to  which  the  ri^ht  of  peti- 
tioning applied;  but  that  if  it  did,  and  petitions  were 
sent  to  that  House,  and  papers  of  the  same  character 
were  distributed  over  the  country,  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  touching  a  chord  that  would  arouse  all 
America. 

Mr.  RIPLEY  said  that  this  was  a  grave  and  important 
question.  There  was  no  subject  of  deeper  interest  in 
the  quarter  of  the  country  from  whence  he  came.  He 
bad  been  sent  here  to  oppose  every  effort  of  a  certain 
class  of  citizens,  in  reference  to  slavery  within  this  Dis- 
trict, or  elsewhere.  In  disposing  of  the  question  be- 
fore the  House,  care  should  be  taken  rather  to  allay  the 
public  feeling  than  to  add  to  the  existing  excitement. 
The  right  of  petition  was  a  solemn  one,  and  had  been 
guarantied  from  the  time  of  ma^na  charta  to  the  pres- 
ent moment.  Our  citizens  have  a  right  to  petition  for 
ft  change  of  their  constitution,  and,  indeed,  fpr  a  change 
in  the  form  of  Government.  Every  decorous  memorial 
should  be  received;  but,  when  received,  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  House  to  dispose  of  it  as  it  may  deem 
proper.  The  motion  to  reject  this  petition  was  an  in- 
cipient question,  and,  in  his  opinion,  should  take  pre- 
cedence. He  a^in  adverted  to  the  great  excitement  in 
the  South  on  this  subject,  and  the  importance  of  allay- 
ing that  excitement  by  a  decisive  course  here.  If  the 
gentlemen  from  the  North  were  sincere  in  their  friend- 
ship for  their  brethren  in  the  South,  and  were  desirous 
of  breaking  down  the  double  wall  of  partition  between 
those  two  sections  of  the  country,  they  could  give  an 
earnest  on  the  present  occasion,  by  voting  promptly  to 
reject  this  petition;  and  when  it  shall  go  forth  that  we 
have  rejected  it  by  a  vast  majority,  it  will  have  an  effect 
even  upon  the  fanatics  themselves,  who  do  not  under- 
stand the  position  and  feeling  of  the  South  on  this  sub- 
ject, while  it  will,  at  the  same  time,  allay  the  existing 
excitement  in  that  portion  of  the  country. 

Mr.  WISE  was  for  sustaining  the  motion  to  recon- 
sider; and,  for  one,  could  testify  that  he  had  voted 
under  a  misapprehension.  In  voting  for  the  motion  to 
consider  the  petition,  he  thought  he  was  voting  to  have 
a  direct  decision  of  the  House  on  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina.  He  was  intend'mg  to 
bring  the  House  also  to  a  direct  decision  of  the  question, 
and  had  no  idea,  af\er  the  House  had  decided  it  would 
consider  the  petition,  that  the  consideration  itself  would 
be  evaded. 

Mr.  W.  had  misapprehended  in  another  particular. 
He  had  not  understood  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  to  be  to  consider  the  petition  to- 
day, but  to  consider  his  motion  to  reject  the  petition, 
which  was  what  Mr.  W.  wished  to  consider.  So  help 
him  God,  he  never  wished  to  consider  the  petition  of  an 
incendiary,  but  he  would  consider  the  motion  to  reject 


the  petition,  and  he  warned  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  that  these  were  the  means  of  evading  his  mo- 
tion. Mr.  W.  then  referred  to  the  preceedings  of  the 
Senate  two  years  ago,  on  a  motion  to  reject  a  petition  to 
that  body,  containing  matter  disrespectful  to  the  honor- 
able William  Wilkins,  then  a  Senator  from  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  to  show  that  such  a  course  was  within 
the  rules  of  order;  and  asked  whether  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  considered  the  present  a  respectful 
petition,  where  gentlemen  on  that  floor  were  character- 
ized as  land  pirates?  He  had  hoped  that,  af^cr  the  pro- 
ceedings at  a  celebrated  meeting  at  Utica  last  summer, 
where  the  gentleman  himself  took  a  very  prominent  part, 
he  should  have  had  that  gentleman's  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion of  rejecting  this  petition — a  petition  that  was  both 
insulting  in  language  and  incendiary  in  its  character. 
Mr.  W.  hoped  the  motion  would  prevail,  although  he 
did  not  consider  it  in  itself  decisive.  They  could  never 
g^t  a  direct  vote  on  that  question.  Many  would  vote 
not  to  reject  it,  on  account  of  the  sacred  right  of  peti- 
tion, but  he  hoped  the  House  would  not  evade  the  ques- 
tion. He  hoped  gentlemen  who  professed  to  be  friendly 
to  the  South  would  come  out  and  avow  their  principles 
and  their  opinions.  If  the  House  desired  to  evade  the 
question,  let  the  South  know  it.  If  it  was  the  opinion 
that  Congress  had  the  right  to  interfere  in  this  question, 
let  the  South  know  it  at  once,  and  it  would  know  what 
to  do.  Their  predecessors  had  told  them  what  to  do. 
They  had  no  longer  any  business  there.  Their  business 
was  at  home,  to  report  to  their  people.  He  would  go 
home,  never  to  return  there  again,  if  that  House  were 
to  say,  directly  or  indirectly,  that  Congress  had  that 
power.  That  was  the  question  he  wished  to  bring  be- 
fore the  House,  whether  the  House  had  the  constitu- 
tional power  to  legislate  upon  the  subject  of  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  at  all.     He  denied  the  right. 

It  was  important  to  have  a  direct  decision  on  this 
question,  and  there  was  no  way  of  getting  it,  but  by  sus- 
taining the  motion  then  under  consideration.  Gentle- 
men must  show  they  are  either  for  or  against  us,  and  if 
they  would  not  show  it  upon  the  direct  questions,  and 
upon  the  main  questions,  they  should  show  it  upon  the 
incidental  questions;  and  he,  for  one,  would  be  willing 
to  consider  this  as  the  test  question.  Those  who  are 
for  laying  the  motion  on  the  table,  he  viewed  as  evading 
the  question,  and  so  would  the  South  view  them.  Those 
who  were  for  a  direct  vote  on  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  would  be  viewed  as  the  friends 
of  the  South,  and  not  the  South  alone,  but  of  the  whole 
nation.  He  would  repeat,  the  petition  was  not  respect- 
ful to  the  House,  and  therefore  it  ought  to  be  rejected. 
He  could  never  consent  to  refer  or  consider  a  petition 
that  called  the  members  of  the  South  land  pirates. 

Mr.  HAMER  inquired  of  the  Chair,  whether,  if  the 
present  motion  prevailed,  it  would  be  competent  then 
for  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  or  any  other 
gentleman,  to  move  to  reject  the  petition? 

The  SPEAKER  said  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  that  would  be  a  competent  motion. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  said  it  had  been  far  from  his  inten- 
tion, when  he  made  the  motion  he  did,  to  throw  a  fire- 
brand-into  that  House.  On  the  contrary,  he  had  hoped 
by  it  to  exclude  one  from  the  House.  He  thought  the 
motion  a  very  simple  and  direct  one;  and,  ignorant  as  he 
was  of  the  rules  of  the  House,  he  had  na  idea  that  the 
House  had  it  not  in  its  power  to  protect  its  own  dignity, 
and  the  feelings  of  its  members,  by  rejecting  instanter 
any  thing  calculated  to  aflfect  either  the  one  or  the  other. 
If  the  House  bad  no  such  rule,  the  rule  of  common  sense 
ought  to  govern  it. 

When  the  proposition  was  made  to  consider  this  peti- 
tion, it  was  made  by  himself,  with  a  view  of  then  moving 
its  rejection.     Under  the  decision  ^f  the  Speaker,  that 
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motion  was  decided  not  to  be  in  order.  The  subsequent 
vote  was  a  trap  into  which  they  fell,  and  he  thanked  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  for  having  made  a  motion  by 
which  they  could  extricate  themselves.  Should  the 
House  determine  to  reconsider  that  motion,  he  (Mr.  H.) 
would  then  move  the  rejection  of  the  petition;  for  he 
was  resolved  that  the  House  should  vote  directly  on 
the  question.  Let  no  member  there  lay  the  flatter- 
ing unction  to  his  soul  that  he  could  escape  the  ques- 
tion, for  it  should  be  decided.  He  did  not  make  the 
motion  with  any  reference  to  party  politics.  God  forbid 
that  he  shotild  make  a  motion  of  such  a  purport,  to  affect 
a  miserable  scramble  for  offices  in  this  country.  No! 
His  object  was  a  more  sacred  one.  It  was  to  protect 
the  rights  of  his  constituents  and  his  own;  and  if  they 
could  not  maintain  them  by  the  action  of  that  House, 
they  would  maintain  them  by  their  own  action.  They 
did  not  call  upon  the  House  to  protect  them;  they  did 
not  ask  that  House  or  the  Government  to  protect  them; 
they  stood  erect,  self-confident,  united,  strong,  and  they 
asked  no  protection,  but  scorned  assistance,  and  defied 
opposition.  Mr.  H.  said  his  motion  involved  no  consti- 
tutional right  of  any  citizen  of  the  country.  But  if 
they  had  the  right  to  petition,  had  not  the  House  the 
right  to  reject?  Was  there  any  constitutional  privilege 
that  demanded  of  the  House  that  it  should  impera- 
tively receive  and  consider  the  petition  of  any  citi- 
2en?  He  thoueht  not;  and  even  if  there  were,  the  con- 
stitutional privilege  would  operate  both  ways;  and  when 
they  chose  to  petition,  the  House  could  choose  to  re- 
ject. To  the  recommendation  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland,  to  refer  this  petition  to  a  select  committee, 
in  order  that  they  might  make  a  report,  Mr.  H.  was 
utterly  opposed.  He  would  not  treat  that  petition  with 
so  much  respect,  nor  was  he  disposed  to  fire,  that  he 
might  exhibit  his  skill.  He  had  no  idea  of  scattering 
firebrands  through  the  country,  that  he  might  distin- 
'  ^'tiish  himself  in  putting  them  out.  He  did  not  wish  to 
iliiicuss  the  question,  and  he  begged  the  House  to  under- 
stand that,  in  the  few  remarks  he  had  made,  he  did  not 
design  discussing  it.  Whenever  it  was  discussed,  they 
would  go  much  deeper  in  the  matter  tlfan  this.  When- 
ever it  should  be,  if  ever,  taken  up  in  that  House  for 
discussion,  it  might  expect  to  find  parties  and  principles 
anatomized  and  held  up  to  the  view  of  the  world  that 
were  now  treated  with  lenity.  He  hoped,  however, 
now,  that  the  House  would  take  a  direct,  unentangled, 
and  simple  vote  upon  the  question. 

Mr.  BEARDSLBY  desired  to  correct  a  misapprehen- 
sion of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Psttor.] 
That  honorable  gentleman  seemed  to  understand  Mr.  B. 
to  say,  that  the  citizens  of  this  country  had  not  only  the 
right  to  petition  that  House,  and  to  send  papers  of  this 
character  there,  but  that  they  had  also  the  right  to 
transmit  such  papers  to  every  part  of  the  Union,  in  every 
possible  way. 

Mr.  PEYTON  did  not  understand  the  gentleman  so, 
nor  did  he  intend  to  be  so  understoo<l  himself. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said  he  understood  the  gentleman 
very  distinctly  to  say,  that  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  asserted  that 
the  citizens  of  this  country  had  not  only  the  right  to 
send  their  petitions  here,  but  also  to  send  their  papers 
elsewhere.  The  honorable  gentleman,  however,  dis- 
claimed it,  and  Mr.  B.  was  satisfied. 

A  word  or  two  upon  another  subject.  If  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  should  prevail,  the  Chair 
has  decided  that  this  matter,  instead  of  being  disposed  of 
to-day,  went  over  to  another  day;  and  the  House  could 
not  but  see  that  af\er  wasting  this  day — for  it  was  wast- 
ing, or  worse  than  wasting — they  would  to-morrow  be 
in  the  same  situation  as  at  first.  For  what  purpose 
would  the  House  reconsider  its  vote,  and  spend  another 
day,  or  perhaps  a  week,  in  this  discussion?     lie  hoped 


that  the  House  would  follow  the  example,  the  salutary 
example,  set  by  preceding  Congresses,  by  putting  all 
papers  of  this  description  on  the  table  without  debate. 
That  motion  was  pending,  and  followed  the  one  made 
by  the  gentleman  to  reconsider.  If  that  should  be  re- 
jected, the  motion  would  come  up  for  laying  the  peti- 
tion on  the  table,  and  nailing  it  there,  whence  it  would 
not  be  taken  during  the  session.  If  other  petitions 
of  the  same  character  came,  let  them  share  the  same 
fate. 

Another  remark  or  two.  It  was,  it  must  have  been, 
obvious  to  all,  that  there  were  those  who  desired  to  con- 
tinue the  discussion  of  this  question.  He  could  not  and 
he  would  not  say  they  did  it  from  any  improper  motive; 
but  it  could  not  have  escaped  the  attention  of  the  House, 
that  gentlemen  desired  to  speak,  and  talk,  and  discuss 
this  question  of  slavery,  harassing  as  it  was  to  the  coun- 
try. Those  who  voted  to  lay  a  similar  paper  on  the 
table  the  other  day,  those  who  would  vote  to  lay  the 
one  under  consideration  on  the  table  to-day,  were  those 
who  desired  to  avoid  discussion.  For  what  purpose  was 
the  continuation  of  the  discussion  now  desired?  Every 
one  knew  that  petitions  of  this  kind  had  been  presented 
for  the  last  four  years,  but  no  discussion  had  taken  place 
upon  them.  He  hoped,  most  sincerely,  that  that  House 
would  not  invite  or  sanction  this  discussion.  He  would 
tell  gentlemen  there  were  fanatics  and  incendiaries  at 
the  South,  as  well  as  at  the  North,  who  hoped  to  profit 
by  the  agitation  of  this  subject.  Those  who  voted  to 
put  the  petition  on  the  table  were  for  preserving  peace 
and  quiet  there,  and  for  preserving  peace,  quiet,  and 
order,  in  every  part  of  (he  Union.  Let  us,  then,  (said 
Mr.  B.,)  nail  it  to  the  counter,  and  thus  silence  debate. 
He  hoped  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
would  not  prevail;  but  that  the  motion  pending  upon 
that,  to  lay  it  on  the  table,  would  prevail,  and  then  they 
would  «ee  no  firebrands  in  that  House. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL  said  he  was  surprised  at  the 
range  which  the  debate  had  taken  upon  the  question 
now  before  the  House.  He  believed  it  was  incompatible 
with  the  interests  and  true  objects  of  those  who  were 
opposed  to  the  mischievous  doings  of  the  modern  abo- 
litionists. Mr.  y.  said  that  he  was  the  last  man  on  that 
floor  to  dodge  or  evade  any  direct  point  or  vote,  that 
should  indicate  his  opinion  upon  the  principle  involved 
in  the  petition  now  upon  the  Speaker's  table.  He 
would,  as  prefatory  to  the  few  remarks  he  intended  to 
submit,  take  occasion  to  say  that  he  had  last  year,  as  a 
member  of  the  District  Committee,  to  which  similar  pe- 
titions were  then  referred,  opposed,  and  he  would  al- 
ways, and  forever,  while  he  had  a  seat  here,  oppose  any 
measure  that  might  directly  or  indirectly  favor,  or  for- 
ward, or  countenance,  the  views  and  objects  expressed 
by  such  petitions.  He  was  opposed,  openly  and  uncon- 
ditionally opposed,  to  the  interference  of  Congress  with 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to  the  mischiev- 
ous and  incendiary  doings  of  abolitionists  and  abolition 
societies,  in  relation  to  slavery  in  the  slaveholding  States. 
He  (Mr.  V.)  had  never  had  any  doubts,  or  qualms,  or 
scruples,  as  to  what  was  his  duty  upon  this  momentous 
subject,  as  an  American  citizen,  and  as  one  of  the  Rep- 
resentatives of  one  of  these  confederated  States.  But 
while  he  made  this  unequivocal  avowal  of  his  sentiments, 
he  would  not  refrain  from  remarking  that,  if  he*had  en- 
tertained any  such  doubts  or  scruples,  he  had  heard 
speeches  to-<lay  from  certain  quarters  very  ill  calculated 
to  remove  those  doubts  or  scruples.  Why  had  this 
debate  taken  such  an  immeasurable  range?  Was  it  con- 
sistent with  one  of  the  cardinal  doctrines  of  the  friends 
of  the  South,  that  the  subject  was  one  so  delicate  in  its 
nature,  that  the  less  that  was  said  about  it  the  better?  It 
really  appeared  to  him  that  we  were  aiding  the  efforts 
of  the  abolitionists,  by  shooting  off,  upon  a  mere  prelim- 
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inary  question,  into  dissertations  upon  the  evils  and 
abominations  wrought  by  northern  abolitionists. 

What  was  the  question  before  the  Housed  It  was 
upon  the  motion  of  the  honorable  ^ntleman  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Thokas]  to  reconsider  the  vote  taken  this 
morning,  to  the  end  that  that  honorable  gentleman  might 
move  (as  he  had  promissed  to  do)  the  question,  whether 
the  House  would  consider  the  petition.  He  would  vote 
first  to  reconsider,  and  then  he  would,  if  the  question 
were  propounded,  vote  against  considering  the  petition, 
and  for  reasons  which  he  would  very  briefly  state. 

Mr.  y.  conceived  that  this  course  would  save  the  rights 
of  all  parlies.  It  would  save  the  sacred  right  of  petition, 
and  secure  the  object  of  all  those  who  felt  duly  so- 
licitous for  the  rights  and  interests  of  the  slaveholding 
States.  For  (said  Mr.  Y.)  the  motion  or  question 
whether  we  will  consider  the  petition  presupposes  the 
reception  of  it.  That  motion  proceeds  upon  the  assump. 
tion  that  the  petition  is  already  here  before  us,  as  it 
now  surely  is  in  point  offset;  and  a  negative  vote  to  the 
proposition,  whether  we  will  consider  the  petition, 
would  certainly  be  as  emphatic  a  mode  of  expressing  our 
disapprobation,  nay,  our  reprobation,  of  the  object  of 
the  petitioners,  as  could  well  be  conceived.  It  would 
be  a  strong  and  marked  refusal  to  let  the  petition  go 
through  the  ordinary  routine  of  legislation,  and  would 
be  telling  the  petitioners,  the  nation,  and  the  world,  that 
the  notions  of  the  petitioners  were  so  heretical,  and  their 
doings  were  so  mischievous  and  incendiary,  that  eo-m- 
stanti  that  such  petitions  were  read,  we  would  consign 
them  to  a  grave  from  which  there  should  be  no  resur- 
rection. Was  it  not  clearly  so,  viewing  this  subject 
through  the  medium  of  common  sense,  and  testing  it  by 
the  rules  of  parliamentar}'  logic?  Yes,  sir.  The  refusal 
to  consider  the  petition  would  be  telling  such  petition- 
ers, in  language  that  could  not  and  would  not  be  misun- 
derstood, to  cease  their  abortive  and  incendiary  efforts 
to  disturb  the  rights  of  property  recognised  and  guaran- 
tied by  those  men  of  olden  times,  who  were  so  much 
wiser  and  better  than  the  reformers  and  fanatics  of 
modern  days.  Why,  then,  were  we  disputing  about 
forms?  Why  not  march  directly  to  the  point  upon  which 
all  the  true  enemies  of  abolitionists  would  agree'  Re- 
fuse to  consider  the  petition,  and  you  do  what  should  be 
done,  and  that  in  the  most  prompt  manner. 

Mr.  Y.  said  he  could  not  but  repeat  his  surprise,  that 
any  gentleman  could  conceive  that  the  interest  of  the 
South  could  be  advanced  by  the  protraction  of  this  de- 
bate. He  had  flattered  himself  that  the  vote  that  was 
given  a  few  days  ago,  upon  the  memorial  presented  by 
the  honorable  gentleman  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Fairfielii,] 
had  given  this  exciting  subject  its  quietus  for  the  session. 
He  imputed  no  sinister  motives  to  any  gentleman,  and 
he  trusted  that  he  cherished  none  himself.  He  believed 
that  gentlemen  here  meant  what  they  not  only  avowed 
that  they  did  mean,  but  what  they  solemnly  pledged  by 
their  votes  that  they  meant.  Me  had  supposed  that  com- 
mon charity,  not  to  mention  parliamentary  courtesy,  re- 
quired this  species  of  faith  from  every  gentleman  upon 
this  floor.  He,  therefore,  had  believed  that  when  gen- 
tlemen had  refused  on  Monday  the  courtesy  of  even 
printing  the  petition  presented  by  the  gentleman  from 
Maine,  in  addition  to  their  vote  to  lay  it  on  the  table,  it 
should  serve  as  a  most  ample  guarantee,  that  all  who  vo- 
ted against  printin.^  were  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioners.  And  was  this  not  so,  sir»  ac- 
cording to  all  the  known  and  legitimate  deductions  from 
parliamentary  proceedings?  Had  gentlemen,  before  to- 
day, ever  imag^ined  or  proposed  a  more  summary  and 
unequivocal  mode  of  rejecting  the  prayer  of  a  petition 
than  was  indicated  by  a  refusal  to  print  it,  and  an  almost 
unanimous  vote  to  lay  it  on  the  table?  It  would  be 
probably  recollected  what  course  he  (Mr.  Y.)  had  ta- 


ken in  regard  to  the  petition  of  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Maine.  The  mover  of  the  petition  himself 
moved  to  lay  it  on  the  table,  and  many  gentlemen  no 
doubt  voted  to  lay  it  on  the  table,  because  of  this  cir- 
cumstance. An  honorable  colleague  of  his  own  [Mr. 
Granger]  had  preceded  his  vote  with  the  inquiry,  wheth- 
er the  gentleman  who  introduced  the  petition  moved  to 
lay  it  onthe  table;  and,  upon  receiving  an  aflirmative  re- 
sponse from  the  Chair,  he  replied,  «*Then  I  vote  in  the 
aiHrmative!"  Mr.  Y.,  for  the  purpose  of  more  effectu- 
ally ascertaining'the  sense  of  the  House,  and  to  arrest  an 
unprofitable  debate  upon  this  exciting  subject,  then  mo- 
ved also  to  lay  the  motion  to  print  the  petition  on  the 
table;  and  the  triumphant  affirmative  vote  upon  that 
question  should  have  satisfied,  and  was  sufficient  to  sat- 
isfy the  nation,  that  such  petitions  would  never  receive 
the  least  countenance  from  this  House.  Strong  as  that 
vote  was,  it  was  evidently  not  near  so  strong  as  a  vote 
would  be  upon  a  direct  proposition  to  reject  the  prayer 
of  the  petition.  Many  gentlemen,  doubtless,  voted  in  fa- 
vor of  printing  from  considerations  of  courtesy  to  the 
petitioners,  who  would  vote  against  the  object  of  the 
petition.  After  all  that  had  taken  place  on  Monday,  ho 
iiad  supposed  that  the  sense  of  this  House  against  the 
exciting  and  diabolical  schemes  of  thcL  abolitionists  had 
been  expressed  to  the  nation  and  to  the  world,  in  a  man- 
ner so  clear  and  so  emphatic,  that  **  the  wayfaring  man, 
though  a  fool,"  could  not  err  as  to  what  were  the 
sentiments  of  a  vast  majority  of  this  House;  but  from  the 
proceedings  of  to-day.  It  would  seem  that  some  gentle- 
men supposed  he  was  mistaken. 

Mr.  HARPER,  of  Pennsylvania,  wished  briefly  to  state 
the  grounds  of  his  two  former  votes  on  this  subject,  and 
those  upon  which  he  should  then  vote.  He  voted  ag^ainst 
the  motion  to  lay  the  petition  from  Maine,  and  the  mo- 
tion to  print  it,  on  the  table,  not  because  he  entertained 
a  sentiment  in  common  with  the  abolitionists,*  but  be- 
cause he  thought  the  sense  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
fairly,  decisively,  clearly,  and  unequivocally,  expressed 
on  this  subject,  so  as  to  prevent  its  being  troubled  with 
it  hereafter.  Therefore  was  it  that  he  voted  against  lay- 
ing  both  questions  on  the  table.  He  was  convinced  that 
the  mere  rejecting  the  petitions  would  not  be  satisfacto- 
ry, and  would  not  be  giving  such  reasons  as  would  be 
convincing  to  the  minds  of  those  people  who  sent  them 
there.  If  the  House  were  to  give  these  memorials  to  a 
committee,  and  let  them  bring  in  such  a  report  as  should 
clearly  express  the  sentiments  of  the  country,  these  peti- 
tions would  cease.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  meet  the  question  on  cool,  dispassionate,  and  tem- 
perate grounds,  and  that  they  would  permit  it  to  take 
the  couse  he  had  recommended.  Mr.  H.  said  he  should 
vote  against  the  motion  to  reconsider,  because  he  want- 
ed the  question  fully  considered  in  the  way  he  had  indi- 
cated. He  wanted  to  get  a  report  from  a  committee 
that  would  be  adopted  by  the  House,  and  thereby  save 
further  agitation  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Yirginia,  said  that,  in  considering 
every  question  affecting  the  public  interest,  the  calmest 
deliberation  became  the  representatives  of  a  free  people. 
In  all  the  wide  range  of  the  legislative  duties  of  Con- 
gress, all  must  concur  there  was  none  which  required 
more  essentially  a  dispassionate  and  deliberate  disposi- 
tion than  this;  without  it,  the  beneficial  moral  influences 
of  their  decision  must  be  lost  to  the  country.  He  was 
aware  of  the  extreme  delicacy  of  the  subject-s-of  the 
deeply  seated  sensibility  which  it  excited,  and  which  it 
was  impossible  to  allay — of  the  extreme  difficulty  of  ap- 
proaching  it  without  excited  feeling;  but  no  practical 
good  could  result  from  strong  denunciation  or  impassion- 
ed invective.  He  did  not  rise  to  discuss  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  in  the  petition.  A  respectable  portion  of  his 
constituents  had  instructed  him  not  to  engage  in  such  a 
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discussion;  but  he  wished  to  submit  a  few  observations 
to  the  House,  in  the  sincere  hope  that  the  embarrass- 
ment of  their  situation  might  be  relieved,  and  a  decisive 
vote  taken  on  this  important  and  exciting^  topic. 

This  same  subject  had  been  presented  to  the  consid- 
eration of  Congress,  from  time  to  time,  since  he  had  a 
seat  there,  on  the  petition  of  persons  who  had,  as  these 
petitioners  have,  no  community  of  interest  in  the  alleged 
grievance  of  which  they  complained;  and  he  would  here 
say,  what  he  firmly  believed,  that  he  had  never  seen  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives  a  half  dozen 
members,  of  any  party,  disposed  to  exercise  their  legis- 
lative authority  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  here  or  else- 
where. 

In  the  course  of  this  debate,  he  was  happy  to  have 
heard  every  gentleman  express  a  decided  opposition 
to  the  prayer  of  the  petition.  AH  concurred  that  there 
should  be  no  legislative  enactment  in  conformity  to  their 
wishes.  But  the  difficulty  exists  in  the  conflicting  views 
as  to  the  means  by  whichthis  end  is  to  be  attained.  Huw 
is  the  subject  to  be  disposed  of? 

The  House  has  decided  to  consider  the  petition.  The 
gentleman  from  Maryland  has  moved  to  reconsider  that 
vote.  Some  gentlemen  are  opposed  to  this  motion, 
because  they  wish  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table,  from 
which  it  cannot  be  called  up  without  the  concurrence 
of  two  thirds  of  the  House,  and  thus  give  it  its  quietus, 
and  in  effect  refuse  to  consider  it.  But  will  they  ac- 
complish their  object?  I  understand  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Beardslet]  to  have  suggested 
that,  if  more  agreeable  to  the  House,  he  will  modify  his 
motion  to  lay  on  the  table,  so  as  to  refuse  to  consider 
the  prayer  of  the  petition.  It  appeared  to  him  that  thifc 
was  precisely  equivalent  to  a  direct  vote  on  the  question 
of  consideration;  and  although  avoided  now,  it  must  be 
met  on  some  other  petition  of  a  similar  character  with 
this. 

It  is  necessary  that  the  House  should  meet  the  ques- 
tion. When,  on  a  former  day,  a  gentleman  from  Maine 
presented  a  similar  petition,  and  moved  to  lay  it  on  the 
table,  *he  (Mr.  M.)  had  demanded  that  the  question 
should  be  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  and,  in  doing  so, 
alluded  to  the  deep  sensibility  which  pervaded  a  large 
portion  of  the  country  on  the  subject,  and  asked  the 
members  of  the  House  to  express  their  opinions  on  the 
principle  involved  in  the  petition  in  the  vote  then  to  be 
given.  The  result  was  an  overwhelming  majority  against 
the  petition.  He  had  hoped,  most  sincerely,  that  the 
decision  then  made  would  have  been  acquiesced  in;  and 
that  gentlemen  charged  with  &uch  petitions,  from  re- 
spect to  the  expressed  opinion  of  the  House,  would  have 
withheld  them,  or,  on  presenting  them,  would  have 
consigned  them  to  the  same  fate.  In  this  he  was  disap- 
pointed; and  to  him  it  was  apparent,  that  laying  one  or 
many  of  these  exciting  petitions  on  the  table  would  not 
relieve  the  House,  and  it  was  necessary  to  adopt  a  more 
decisive  mode.  In  his  judgment,  this  could  only  be 
done  by  refusing  to  consider  them. 

Other  gentlemen  are  disposed  to  refer  the  subject  to 
one  of  the  committees  of  the  House.  He  asked,  what 
beneflcial  result  could  be  effected?  The  only  object 
of  a  reference  to  a  committee  was,  that  the  subject  re- 
ferred migl)t  be  investigated,  and  its  details  prepared 
with  more  accuracy  and  despatch,  for  the  purpose  of 
legislative  action.  To  such  examination,  a  committee 
was  better  suited  than  the  House.  But  surely  the 
House  would  not  refer  a  petition,  embracing  a  great 
principle,  which  has  agitated  the  public  mind  through- 
out the  country,  and  on  which  every  member  is  prepared 
to  express  his  opinion.  But  it  is  urged  that  a  repurt 
adverse  to  the  petition  would  aid  in  allaying  excitement, 
and  restrain  a  perseverance  in  this  mischievous  course. 
Has  not  this  been  dune?    Has  not  more  than  one  able 


report,  condemning  similar  petitions,  been  made  to  this 
House  in  former  sessions,  and  published  to  the  world? 
We  cannot  desire  merely  a  republication  of  what  has 
already  been  published,  and  we  will  deceive  ourselves 
if  we  hope  to  repress  a  fanatical  spirit  by  giving  such  a 
countenance  to  the  effusions  of  misguided  zeal. 

If,  said  Mr.  M.,  the  House  is  prepared  to  decide  upon 
the  principle  of  this  petition,  why  may  we  not  reject  it 
at  once  ?  Surely  there  is  not  one  disposed  to  exercise 
the  high  and  dangerous  power  which  the  petitioners  in- 
voke at  our  hands;  why,  then,  shall  we  entertain  the  sub- 
ject? why  keep  alive  those  feelings  of  apprehension  and 
excitement  which  it  is  our  sacred  duty  to  allay?  To 
refer  the  petition  is  an  act  of  supererogation,  which 
can  do  no  good,  and  will  do  much  mischief.  The  most 
unexceptionable  mode  in  which  we  can  accomplish  this 
object  is  to  reconsider  the  vote;  and  then  tt  will  be 
competent  for  the  House  at  once  to  refuse  to  consider 
the  petition,  or  to  reject  it;  and  if  a  majority  of  the 
House  (and  I  doubt  not  there  is  an  overwhelming'  ma- 
jority) are  opposed  to  the  petition,  let  them  meet  the 
question  at  once,  and  terminate  those  angry  discussions, 
and  allay  those  bitter  feelings  which  scar,  if  they  do  not 
break,  the  pillars  of  the  noble  edifice  of  our  constitution 
and  liberty. 

Mr.  PIERCE,  of  New  Hampshire,  said  be  had  no  dis- 
position to  discuss  the  merits  of  this  deeply  exciting 
question  at  any  time,  and  his  respect  for  the  rules  of 
the  House  would  prevent  his  attempting  to  do  so,  under 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Thomas]  to  reconsider;  which  motion  he  hoped  would 
be  withdrawn,  and  then  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  [Mr.  Beardslet,]  so  far  modified  as  to 
meet  the  approbation  of  all  who  are  most  sensitive  upon 
this  agitating  question;  and  he  rose  to  add  his  request  to 
the  suggestion  made  by  his  friend  (he  hoped  he  roiglit  so 
call  him)  from  Virginia.  This  was  not  the  last  memo« 
rial  of  the  same  character  which  would  be  sent  here. 
It  was  perfectly  apparent  that  the  question  must  be  met 
now,  or  at  some  future  time,  fully  and  explicitly,  and 
such  an  expression  of  this  House  given  as  could  leave 
no  possible  room  to  doubt  as  to  the  opinions  and  senti« 
ments  entertained  by  its  members.  He,  (Mr.  P.,)  indeed, 
considered  the  overwhelming  vote  of  the  House  the 
other  day,  laying  a  memorial  of  similar  tenor,  and,  he 
believed,  the  same  in  terms,  upon  the  table,  as  fixing 
upon  it  the  stamp  of  reprobation.  He  supposed  that  all 
sections  of  the  country  would  be  satisfied  with  that  ex-, 
pression;  but  gentlemen  seemed  now  to  consider  the 
vote  as  equivocal  and  evasive.  He  was  unwilling  that 
any  imputation  should  rest  upon  the  North,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  misguided  and  fanatical  zeal  of  a  few — 
comparatively  very  few — ^who,  however  honest  miglit 
have  been  their  purposes,  he  believed  had  done  incal- 
culable mischief,  and  whose  movements  he  knew  re- 
ceived no  more  sanction  among  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  of  the  North,  than  they  did  at  the  South.  For 
one,  he,  (Mr.  P.,)  while  he  Would  be  the  last  to  infringe 
upon  any  of  the  sacred  reserved  rights  of  the  people, 
was  prepared  to  stamp  with  disapprobation,  in  the  most 
express  and  unequivocal  terms,  the  whole  movement 
upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  P.  said  he  would  not  resume  his  seat,  without 
tendering  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Masox,] 
just  and  generous  as  he  always  was,  his  acknowledg- 
ments for  the  admission  frankly  made  in  the  opening  of 
his  remarks.  He  had  said  that,  during  the  period  that 
he  had  occupied  a  seat  in  this  House,  (as  Mr.  P.  under- 
stood him,)  he  had  never  known  six  men  seriously  dis- 
posed to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  the  slaveholders  at 
the  South.  Sir,  said  Mr.  P.,  gentlemen  may  be  assured 
there  was  no  such  disposition  as  a  general  sentiment  pre- 
vailing among  the  people;  at  least,  he  felt  confidence  in 
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Btserttng  that,  among  the  people  of  the  State  which  be  had 
the  honor  in  part  to  represent,  there  was  not  one  in  a  hun- 
dred who  did  not  entertain  the  most  sacred  regard  for  the 
rights  of  their  southern  brethren— ^nay,  not  one  in  five  hun- 
dred who  would  not  have  those  rights  protected  at  any  and 
every  hazard.  There  was  not  the  slightest  disposition  to 
interfere  with  any  rights  secured  by  the  constitution, 
which  binds  together,  and  which  he  hunnbiy  hoped  ever 
would  bind  together,  this  great  and  glorious  confederacy 
as  one  family.  Mr.  P.  had  only  to  say  that,  to  some 
sweeping  charges  of  improper  interference,  the  action 
of  the  people  of  the  North  at  home  during  the  last  year, 
and  the  vote  of  their  representatives  here  the  other  day, 
was  a  sufficient  and  conclusive  answer. 

Thus  much  he  had  thought  due  to  himself  and  to  those 
whom  he  had  the  honor  to  represent.  If  the  motion  to 
lie  upon  the  table  should  be  persisted  in,  he  should  vote 
for  it,  though  he  would  prefer  to  meet  the  question  in 
some  form  which  could  by  no  possibility  be  considered 
either  equivocal  or  evasive. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  suggested  that  the  object 
might  be  accomplished  by  a  resolution  to  this  effect: 
that  the  House,  having  the  petition  under  consideration, 
resolved  that  it  be  rejected. 

Mr.  C  AMBRELENG  thought  his  honorable  colleague 
misapprehended  the  object  of  the  motion  to  reconsider, 
which  was  to  i%consider  the  vote  to  consider  the  peti- 
tion this  day.  Mr.  C.  should  vote  to  reconsider,  in  or- 
der to  move  to  suspend  the  45th  rule,  and  consider  the 
petition. 

A  motion  was  here  made  by  Mr.  VINTON,  that  when 
the  House  adjourn,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday  ne^^t; 
which  was  agreed  to, 

Mr.  PICKENS  said,  as  the  question  had  taken  a  much 
wider  range  than  had  at  first  been  anticipated,  he  hoped 
he  should  be  allowed  to  trespass  with  a  few  observa- 
tions. He  understood  the  gentleman  who  moved  the 
consideration  of  the  memorial  did  it  with  a  view  to 
leave  open  the  question  whether  it  should  be  consider- 
ed tti-day  or  not;  and,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  45th 
rule,  as  suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr. 
Masof,]  a  motion  would  be  made  to  suspend  it,  to  ena- 
ble the  House  to  take  up  a  resolution  that  the  petition 
be  rejected*  That  seemed  to  be  the  present  position  of 
the  question. 

In  connexion  with  this  subject,  said  Mr,  P.,  there 
were  many  interests  involved.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Bbiudslit]  had  alluded  to  the  sacred 
right  of  the  citizens  to  petition.  That  was  unquestion- 
able. But,  as  the  gentleman  fVom  Virginia  had  well 
remarked,  that  House  had  also  the  right  to  reject;  and 
Mr.  P.  put  it  to  the  House  whether  they  could  not  do 
so,  even  if  the  petition  were  couched  in  respectful 
terms.  There  were,  however,  other  interests  concern- 
ed in  this  matter.  They  had  even  higher  duties  to  per- 
form than  their  mere  duties  as  representatives;  they  had 
their  own  individual  constituents  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia; and  if  their  rights  were  not  to  be  maintained  in 
that  House,  where,  let  him  ask,  would  their  proteX;tion 
be?  [Mr.  P.  then  referred  to  the  act  of  cession  from 
Virginia,  which  he  was  about  to  read,  when  the  Chair 
interposed,  and  said  the  sense  of  the  House  must  first 
be  taken,  before  the  discussion  could  be  extended  to 
the  merits  of  the  question.} 

Mr.  P.  said  then  he  would  confine  himself  to  what 
had  been  thrown  out  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
That  gentleman  had  asked,  why  was  it  that  discussion 
was  desired  upon  that  floor?  and  intimated  that  certain 
fanatics,  as  well  in  the  South  as  in  the  North,  desired  to 
agitate  this  question.  Mr.  P.  desired  to  take  that  op- 
portunity to  throw  back  the  insinuation  with  scorn  and 
contempt.  Sir,  ssid  Mr.  P.,  we  do  desire  to  agitate 
this  question.  We  desire  it,  becsuse  we  believe  we 
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have  been  foully  slandered  before  the  world;  and  I  stand 
here  prepared,  at  any  time  when  the  question  shall  come 
up,  to  vindicate  the  institutions  of  the  people  I  have  tiie 
honor  in  part  to  represent,  from  the  foul  aspersion  and  . 
calumny  thrown  upon  them.  These  are  the  motives 
which  prompt  us  to  desire  discussion.  He  had  heard 
some  insinuations  thrown  out  from  higher  qua^'ters  than 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  that  certain  gentlemen 
of  the  South,  belonging  to  a  certain  party,  desired  the 
discussion  of  this  question  to  advance  the  interests  of  a 
particular  individual;  and  he  would  again  repeat  that  it 
was  a  foul  and  infamous  calumnyi  and  those  who  uttered 
it  knew  it  to  be  such  when  they  uttered  it 

Mr.  MAY  called  the  gentleman  to  order  for  going  into 
the  merits  of  the  questinn,  and  was  sustained  by  the  Chair. 

Mr.  P.  explained,  that,  as  the  discussion  had  already 
taken  a  wide  range,  it  was  difficult  to  keep  within  (Jie 
strict  rule.  He  had  risen  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
House  would  suffer  a  direct  vote  to  be  taken  on  this 
question,  and  he  only  intended  to  urge  another  reason 
in  favor  of  sustaining  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland.  If  that  motion  prevailed,  then,  as  had  been 
suggested  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  the  question 
itself  should  be  brought  directly  before  the  House  for 
its  immediate  decision.  These  were  questions  in  which 
the  most  momentous  concerns  of  this  confederacy  were 
involved,  and  it  was  extremely  to  be  desired  that  there 
should  be  an  immediate  decision  on  them  in  that  House. 

Mr.  HAMER  said,  if  ever  there  had  arisen  an  occa- 
sion in  which  it  was  necessary  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  wisdom  of  the  45th  rule,  it  would  be  found 
in  the  discussion  of  this  day.  While  this  discussion  con- 
tinued as  it  was  then  progressing,  it  was  very  doubtful, 
when  they  came  to  vote  upon  the  final  disposition  of 
this  petition,  whether  all  tlie  members  of  the  House 
would  be  prepared  to  give  that  vote  to-day,  which  they 
might  give  to-morrow ;  and  he  did  not  believe  that  such 
a  debate  was  exceedingly  well  calculated  to  a  calm,  dis- 
passionate, asd  deliberate  consideration  of  the  question. 
He  was  of  opinion,  therefore,  that,  in  order  to  disen- 
tangle (to  use  the  words  of  a  gentleman  v/ho  had  spoken 
to-da;^)  ourselves  from  embarrasment,  it  would  be  better 
to  adjourn;  and  he  therefore  made  that  motion. 

Tellers  were  appointed,  and  the  Hou^e  refused: 
Ayes  98,  noes  108. 

Mr.  HOWARD  said,  in  order  to  check  even  himself 
in  debate,  and  with  a  view,  if  he  could,  ta  obtain  the 
opinion  of  the  House,  whether  in  the  outset  he  was 
right  or  not,  he  would  move  to  lay  the  motion  of  his 
honorable  colleague,  [Mr.  Thomas,]  from  whom  it  gave 
him  great  pain  to  difftr,  on  the  table. 

Mr.  JUDSON  asked  both  the  gentlemen  from  Mary- 
land to  accept  a  proposition  he  intended  to  offer,  in  the 
shape  of  two  resolutions.  First,  resolved  that  the  vote 
of  the  House  just  taken  on  the  petition  be,  and  the  same 
is  hereby,  reconsidered.  Second,  resolved  that  the  45di 
rule  of  the  House  be  suspended;  and  said  petition  being 
under  consideration,  resolved  that  it  be,  and  tlie  same  is 
hereby,  rejected.  If  the  House  would  give  its  consent, 
he  would  move  these  two  resolutions. 

The  motion  being  objected  to,  the  question  then  re- 
curred to  lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  on  the  table; 
whereupon 

Mr.  WIS  B  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  but  they  were 
not  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  by  tellers,  and  decided 
in  the  affirmative:  Ayes  119,  noes  72. 

So  the  motion  to  lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  on  the 
table  was  carried. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  then  modified  his  motion,  in  sub- 
stance, as  follows  :  Resolved  that  the  45th  rule  of  ibis 
House  be  suspended;  and  resolved  that  the  petition, 
&c.,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  rejected* 
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Mr.  BRIGGS  inquired  what  was  the  question  before 
the  House. 

The  CHAIR  informed  the  House  that  the  motion  of 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  HAxxoim] 
being  secondary  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  [Mr.  Bsa&dslxt,]  the  question  before  the 
House  was  the  motion  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  suggested  the  propriety  of  with- 
drawing that  motion,  and  taking  the  question  on  the 
motion  to  reject. 

Mr.  H.  EVERETT  asked  if  the  effect  of  the  motion 
just  carried  was  not  to  lay  the  whole  subject  on  the  table. 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  was  not  the  effect. 

Btr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
motion  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table  would  be  withdrawn, 
and  let  the  question  be  taken  on  the  second  part  of  the 
resolution  of  the  honorable  member  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Havvovs]  without  debate. 

Mr.  BEARDSLET  said  he  could  not  yield  his  motion; 
for  the  practice  of  the  House,  for  years  past,  had  been 
to  lay  all  such  papers  on  the  table,  and  such  a  disposi- 
tion of  them  he  believed  to  have  been  satisfactory  to 
the  country  at  large. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  ordered  on  the  motion 
to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table,  the  question  was  so  ta- 
ken, and  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas  95,  nays  121, 
as  follows: 

YxAs — Messrs.  C.  Allan,  Anthony,  Ash,  Bailey, 
Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley,  Beaumont,  Bockee, 
Bovee,  Boyd,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Burns,  Can*,  Casey,  G. 
Chambers,  Chaney, Chapman,  Chapin,  Cleveland,  Crane, 
Cushing,  Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dickerson,  Evans, 
Fairfield,  French,  Fry,  W.  K.  Fuller,  Haley,  Hamer, 
Hannegan,  Hardin,  Harlan,  S.  S.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Haw- 
kins, Howard,  Howell,  Huntington,  Huntsman,  Inger- 
foll,  Ingham,  Jarvis,  J.  Johnson,  R.  M.  Johnson,  B. 
Jones,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane, 
Lansing,  Laporte,  J.  Lee,  T.  Lee,  Leonard,  Logan, 
Lucas,  Job  Mann,  W.  Mason,  M.  Mason,  S.  Mason, 
Miller,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Muhlenberg,  Page,  Parks, 
Patterson,  Pierce,  Phelps,  Rencber,  John  Reynolds, 
Scbenck,  Seymour,  Shepperd,  Shinn,  Sickles,  Spangler, 
Sutherland,  Taylor,  J.  Thomson,  Turrill,  Underwood, 
Vinton,  Wagener,  Webster,  Weeks,  L.  Williams,  8. 
Williams— 95. 

Nats— Messrs.  Adams,  H.  Allen,  Ashley,  Bell, 
Bond,  Borden,  Bouldin,  Briggs,  Bunch,  J.Calhoon,W.B. 
Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Campbell,  W.  B.  Carter,  Cham- 
bers, Childs,  Claiborne,  Clark,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor, 
Corwin,  Craig,  Cramer,  Darlington,  Doubleday,  Drom- 
goole,  Dunlap,  Efner,  Everett,  Farlin,  Forester,  P.C. 
Fuller,  J.  Garland,  R.  Garland,  Gillet,  Glascock,  Gra- 
ham, Granger,  Grantland,  Graves,  Grayson,  Grennell, 
Griffin,  J.  Hall,  H.  Hall,  Hammond,  Hard,  Harper, 
A.  G.  Harrison,  Haynes,  Hazeliine,  Henderson,  Hiester, 
Hoar,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  Hubley,  W.  Jackson,  J.  Jack- 
eon,  Janes,  C.  Johnson,  H.  Johnson,  J.  W^  Jones,  Jud- 
•on,  Lawler,  Lawrence,  Lay,  L.  Lea,  Lincoln,  Love, 
Loyall,  Lyon,  Martin,  J.  T.  Mason,  Maury,  May,  McCar- 
ty,  McComas,  McKay,  McKennan,  McKeon,  McKim, 
McLene,  Mercer,  Milligan,  Morris,  Owens,  Parker, 
Fatten,  D.  J.  Pearce,  J.  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Pey- 
ton, Phillips,  Pickens,  Pinckney,  Potts,  Reed,  Joseph 
Reynolds,  Roane,  Robertson,  Rogers,  Russell,  Shields, 
SUde,  Sprague,  Standefer,  Steele,  Storer,  Taliaferro, 
Thomas,  W.  Thompson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Vanderpoel, 
Ward,  Washington,  White,  Whittlesey,  Wise— 121. 

So  the  House  refused  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  then  modified  his  resolution  as  fol- 
lows: Resolved,  that  said  petition  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby,  rejected. 

Mr.  HAWKINS,  of  North  Carolina,  asked  for  the 
yeas  and  nays{  which  were  ordered. 


Mr.  HUNT  apprehended,  he  said,  that  there  was  but 
one  sentiment  on  this  subject  in  that  House;  and  let  gen- 
tlemen extend  their  observation  over  this  wide  and  ex- 
tended country,  and  perceive  what  had  been  passing 
since  this  abolition  question  was  first  agitatetf,  and  they 
would  see  he  was  correct,  that  there  was  but  one  senti- 
ment every  where.  He  apprehended  that  gentlemen  on 
all  sides  merely  differed  as  to  the  means  of  effecting  a 
general  and  desired  end — an  end  they  were  all  seekii^, 
and  which  was  to  give  quiet  and  composure  to  this  re- 
public, upon  this  exciting  question.  He  would  repeat, 
he  was  thoroughly  convinced  that  the  only  difference  of 
opinion  that  existed  was  with  regard  to  tbe  means  to  ef- 
fect a  desirable  end.  It  had  been  said,  that  if  they  re- 
jected this  petition,  the^  should  g^ve  quiet  to  the  coun- 
try, and  no  other  petitions  or  memorials  of  a  like  ten- 
dency would  be  sent  there.  Would  this  be  so?  If  con- 
stituents chose  to  send  their  petitions  to  that  House, 
would  not  gentlemen  feel  it  their  duty  to  present  them? 
Permit  him  to  say,  that  if  there  be  any  thing  indecorous 
or  disrespectful  in  a  memorial  presented  there,  to  any 
member  of  the  House,  or  to  any  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, then  he  understood  it  to  be  parliamentary  to  re- 
ject it;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand>  the  memorial  be  couch- 
ed in  respectful  language,  it  was  a  right  guarantied  the 
citizens  of  this  country  by  the  constitution,  to  memorial- 
ize that  House.  The  right  he  held  to  b#a  sacred  one, 
and  he  could  never  consent  to  infringe  upon  it,  even  by 
implication. 

Humble  as  he  was,  said  Mr.  H.,  it  might  not,  perhaps, 
be  unknown  to  some  there,  that  upon  this  abolition  ques- 
tion he  had  extended  the  principle  so  far  as  to  go  for  all 
the  gentlemen  of  the  South  contended  for.  He  couki 
also  assure  them  that,  among  the  New  England  men, 
there  was  but  one  universal  and  unanimous  sentiment 
upon  the  subject.  But  to  go  back  again  to  the  mode  of 
effecting  the  desired  end,  tnat  of  giving  ^uiet  and  repose 
to  this  agitating  question,  and  to  this  excited  community, 
Mr.  H.  held  ideas  with  regard  to  it,  which  he  submitted 
with  all  due  deference.  He  held  that  the  quiet  of  the 
community  could  not  be  ensured  by  suppressing  infor- 
mation  and  inquiry;  but,  on  the  contrary,  both  policy 
and  expediency,  and  the  true  course  they  owed  to  theit 
constituents,  dictated  that  they  should  give  to  these  me- 
morials and  these  petitions  the  usual  course.  He  would 
appeal  to  an  eminent  instance,  within  the  knowledge  of 
every  one  present,  which  did  more  than  all  the  meetings 
on  the  subject,  by  way  of  putting  down  the  fanatical  seal 
in  regard  to  the  Sunday  mail.  As  long  as  the  House 
laid  those  memorials  on  the  tables,  so  long  were  they 
loaded  with,  them,  session  after  session;  but  the  veiy 
moment  it  gave  them  what  he  conceived  to  be  their 
proper  direction,  by  referring  them  to  a  committee, 
which  made  a  report  thereon,  that  very  moment  the  ex- 
citement was  allayed,  and  nothing  more  was  heard  on 
the  subject  He  asked  gentlemen  to  carry  back  their 
recollections  to  what  tbe  effect  was  upon  the  republic* 
The  subject  was  put  forever  at  rest;  and  so,  he  appre- 
hended, it  would  be  with  the  present,  for  he  conaiaered 
the  cases  analogous. 

It  was  true,  said  Mr.  H.,  the  subject  was  an  irritating 
one;  but  they,  as  representatives  of  the  people,  were 
bound  to  meet  it.  They  could  not  shut  their  eyes  to 
what  was  going  on  around  them.  They  could  not  slight 
nor  evade  it;  nor  did  he  believe  it  was  the  disposition  of 
any  honorable  member  there  to  do  so.  The  only  differ- 
ence in  judgment  appeared  to  him  to  be  as  to  the  means 
to  effect  the  end.  To  refer,  then,  to  the  analogous 
case,  Mr.  H*s  own  deliberate  Judgment  was,  that  they 
should  give  to  all  these  petitions  the  usual  parliamentary 
course,  for  this  was  not  the  last,  in  all  human  probability, 
that  would  be  sent  there.  They  could  not  conceal  from 
themselves  the  fact  that  the  public  were  idviaed  of  the 
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existence  of  these  memorials.  They  would  be  sent  to 
members  there;  and,  judging  from  what  be  felt  to  be  his 
own  duty,  he  apprehended  that  other  gentlemen  would 
also  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to  present  them.  He  asked, 
then,  that  they  would  show  the  South  fairly  the  princi- 
ples they  maintained,  by  referring  this  and  all  similar 
petitions  and  memorials,  either  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia,  or  to  some  special  committee,  with 
instructions  to  report.  They  did  not  doubt  what  would 
be  the  nature  of  the  report,  and  he  apprehended  he  ran 
no  risk  in  pledging  himself  that  there  was  not  a  man  in 
that  House  but  would  give  his  sanction  to  a  report  that 
should  put  this  question  forever  at  rest;  silence  the  fanat- 
ics on  the  one  hand»  and  satisfy  our  brethren  of  the 
South  on  the  other.  He  would  agrain  assure  gentlemen 
that  the  feeling  of  the  North  was  entirely  sound  and 
healthy  on  this  subject.  This  was  not  the  first  public 
occasion  on  which  Mr.  H.  had  avowed  the  feelings  he 
entertained  on  this  question.  He  had  avowed  them  on 
other  occasions;  and  in  the  great  meeting  at  Utica,  to 
which  allusion  had  been  made,  he  had  done  all  he  could, 
although  he  took  not  such  a  prominent  part  as  his  hon- 
orable colleague  over  the  way,  [Hr.  Beabdslst.]  But 
to  ask  him  to  vote  for  the  rejection  of  this  petilion,  was 
to  ask  him  to  do  what  seemed  to  him  not  a  proper  and 
respectful  course,  if  he  might  be  permitted  to  use  that 
term.  With  a  view  of  enabling  other  gentlemen  who 
might  have  similar  memorials  to  present,  to  pursue  the 
course  their  own  sense  of  duty  directed,  and  with  a  view 
of  carrying  out  the  action  of  the  House  in  a  way  which 
might  speak  to  the  nation  unanimously  on  this  question, 
through  the  report  of  some  proper  committee,  Mr.  H. 
said  be  should  be  constrained  to  vote  against  the  motion 
then  under  consideration.  Late  as  it  was,  an  enfeebled 
as  he  was,  yet  he  would  not  permit  his  vote  to  be  re- 
corded on  the  question  without  briefly  explaining  his 
views. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  said  it  must  be  gratifying  to  every 
individual  to  have  listened  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Huwt,]  who 
had  just  taken  his  seat;  and  he  believed  it  must  be 
equally  gratifying  to  every  portion  of  the  House  to  have 
been  placed  in  possession  of  his  views  upon  this  ques- 
tion, though  a  large  portion  of  them  must  differ  with 
the  gentleman  in  regard  to  the  policy  he  thinks  ought  to 
be  adopted  in  relation  to  it.  The  discussion  that  had 
taken  place  to-day,  Mr.  G.  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
would  be  hailed  in  the  South  as  the  greatest  omen  that 
the  permanency  of  this  great  and  glorious  Union  was 
about  to  be  secured;  and,  for  one  coming  from  that  sec- 
tion of  the  country,  he  hesitated  not  to  believe  that  the 
honest  difference  of  opinion  that  did  exist,  was  an  hon- 
est difference  of  opinion  only  as  to  the  manner  and  mode  * 
in  which  this  question  should  be  settled.  J^or  one,  he 
believed  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina to  be  one  that  would  be  approved,  at  least  the  best 
approved,  by  that  portion  of  the  people  from  whom  he 
came.  He  admitted  it  was  the  constitutional  right  of 
every  citizen  of  the  country  to  petition  this  and  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature.  It  was  a  feature  in  the 
constitution  itself,  and  it  was  an  inseparable  privilege, 
which  he  believed  no  individual  who  advocated  this  mo- 
tion had  pretended  to  deny.  But  he  contended  that, 
whenever  the  petition  was  brought  forward,  that  very 
moment  the  constitutional  requisite  had  been  complied 
with,  and  it  then  became  the  dutv  of  the  House  to  treat 
it  as  its  merits  deserved.  Now,  he  would  appeal  to  the 
gentleman  himself,  and  ask  him  whether  there  be  not  in 
that  petition  language  which  calls  upon  the  House  to 
frown  upon  it  wUh  indignation?  He  would  ask  if  there 
be  not  charges  in  it  that  called  for  the  unanimous  voice 
of  reprobation  of  those  opposed  to  it?  He  would  to 
God  that  he  could  act  on  this  occasion  with  the  gentle. 


man;  but  the  proper  course  to  be  pursued  in  relation  to 
the  petition  was  to  reject  it;  and  in  rejecting  it,  he  could 
not  for  himself  believe  that  a  similar  petition  would 
again  be  presented  for  the  consideration  of  that  body. 
With  due  deference  to  the  opinions  of  those  who  repre- 
sent States,  some  few  of  whom  might  be  favorable  to  the 
principles  contained  in  the  petition,  it  would,  in  his 
humble  conception,  be  virtually  a  disrespect  to  the 
majority,  either  way,  who  might  vote  to  reject  or  to 
receive,  afterwards  to  vote  to  lay  it  on  the  table;  and  he 
wished,  therefore,  to  avoid  this  by  bringing  the  ques- 
tion at  once  and  directly  to  bear  upon  the  motion  to 
reject  it. 

But  there  was  another  reason,  which  he  would  suggest 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House.  They  would  not  be 
deprived  of  meeting  the  question  fully,  freely,  and  de- 
liberately, hereafter.  What  did  the  President  recom- 
mend in  his  annual  message?  He  recommended  to  the 
consideration  of  that  House  the  prohibition  of,  or  some 
law  to  prevent,  the  circulation  of  these  incendiary  pub- 
lications through  the  Post  Office  Department.  Then 
they  would  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  fully  their 
views  in  relation  to  this  matter.  It  was  then  he  expect* 
ed  again  to  hear  the  voice  of  that  gentleman  in  vindica- 
tion of  the  views  he  had  now  taken.  Then  he  trusted 
they  would  have  but  one  voice  throughout  that  Houses 
and  when  that  vote  should  be  received,  the  South  would 
be  secure  in  their  lives,  their  property,  and  their  rights. 
It  would  be  then  they  might  say  this  republic  is  safe; 
then  every  thing  like  disunion  would  be  quieted,  and,  he 
trusted,  forever. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  i>elieved,  he  said,  that  no  man 
in  that  House,  who  had  known  him  for  any  length  of 
time,  could  doubt  his  feelings  upon  this  question.  He 
came  from  a  section  of  country  that  was  exceedin|;1y 
anxious  to  allay,  as  far  as  possible,  all  kinds  of  excite- 
ment upon  a  question  so  agitating  to  the  South.  He 
came  there  prepared,  as  far  as  he  could,  to  vote  upon 
that  question;  and  he  trusted  that,  when  the  time  came 
to  meet  it,  it  would  be  met  in  a  manner  the  great  inter- 
ests connected  with  it  demanded.  But  he  would  say,  in 
advance,  that  he  was  not  quite  satisfied  with  some  of 
the  feeling^  exprosed  from  certain  quarters  of  this 
country  to^ay  in  that  House.  They  were  bound  by  all 
the  ties  that  kept  the  Union  together  to  meet  this  ques- 
tion freelv  and  boldly,  to  throw  aside  every  prejudice, 
and  sacrifice  it  upon  the  altar,  for  their  count's  goodi 
and  it  did  not  become  them  to  excite  each  other  by  any 
kind  of  language. 

Mr.  S.  lived  in  a  State,  be  said,  once  a  slaveholding 
State,  and  which  had  been  one  of  the  first  to.  abol- 
ish slavery,  having  found  it  expedient  to  start  early  in 
this  question.  He  live^  in  a  State,  too,  where  they  as 
sincerely  and  honestly  regarded  the  rights  of  the  South 
as  any  other  SUte  in  the  Union.  And  he  came  espe- 
cially from  a  district  that  he  knew-^and  if  he  could  use 
stronger  language  he  would — that  he  knew  utterly  de- 
spised and  detested  the  whole  question  of  a  prompt  and 
speedy  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  South.  He  knew  that 
he  spoke  their  voice  when  he  said  he  was  prepared  to 
go  all  the  lengths  that  honor  and  justice  should  require 
at  his  hands.  While  he  admitted  so  much,  he  also  look* 
ed  at  this:  that  the  constitution  guarantied  to  us  all  the 
right  to  send  our  petitions  to  that  House.  But  he  went 
further,  and  took  the  other  side  of  the  question:  that  if 
that  petition  be  not  draughted  in  the  style  in  which  it 
ought  to  be,  or  if  it  be  even  inflammatory  in  its  nature, 
and  calculated  to  excite  the  feelings,  why,  then,  he 
would  throw  it  out,  because  they  were  assembled  there 
fairly  and  dispassionately  to  meet  this  question.  He 
would  neither  allow  the  high  feelings  of  the  South  te 
disturb  him  in  his  judgment,  nor  the  high  feelings  of  the 
Ncrth,  who   were  some  of  them  anxious  to  run  all 
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lengths,  and  some  of  them  to  cast  the  firebrand  of  slavery 
and  abolition  into  that  House.  Now,  on  the  question 
under  consideration,  he  went  with  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  [Mr.  Glascock,]  that  if  there  was  any  thing  in 
that  paper  that  did  not  comport  with  the  dignity  and 
respect  of  the  House,  vote  for  its  rejection,  come  from 
where  it  might.  But,  at  the  same  time,  Mr.  S.  always 
held  himself  bound  to  vote  for  every  petition  sent  there 
in  a  proper  style  and  language,  on  any  and  every  ques- 
tion, be  it  what  it  might,  from  any  quarter  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  S.  did  not  rise,  he  said,  so  much  with  a  view  of 
making  these  remarks,  but  to  state  a  fact  of  which  the 
House  was  probably  not  aware  before  the  last  vote  was 
taken  on  this  question.  He  would  state  to  the  House 
that  it  had  already,  that  day,  that  very  morning,  referred 
a  memorial  upon  this  very  question  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  the  Chair  would  state 
"whether  he  was  correct  or  not. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  the  fact  to  be  so,  and  that  he 
had  conferred  with  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Bbigos]  who  presented  the  petition,  informing  him 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Chair  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  it.  It  was  doubtless  through  inadvert- 
ence that  the  members  of  the  House  did  not  generally 
hear  it;  but  the  Chair  intended  to  have  made  a  state- 
ment of  the  fact  to  the  House,  and  he  so  informed  the 
mover. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  said  the  presentation  of  the  petition 
had  escaped  him,  or  he  should  have  made  the  same  mo- 
tion with  regard  to  that,  which  he  did  with  reference  to 
the  other. 

Mr.  PATTON  then  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  the  memorial  presented  by  Mr.  Bbiogs  was  re- 
ferred. 

Mr.  BRIGG3  suggested  it  would  be  better  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  it  till  the  one  before  the  House 
to-day  was  disposed  of;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  EVERETT  moved  that  the  House  adjourn. 

Mr.  HAWKINS  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  but  the 
House  refused  to  order  them;  and  tellers  being  appoint- 
ed, the  ayes  were  120,  noes  not  counted. 

So  the  House  adjourned  till  Monday. 

MovDJLT,  Dicbxbxb'^I. 
SUFFERERS  BY  FIRE  IN  NEW  YORK. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  rose,  he  said,  to  throw  himself 
on  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  ask- 
ing what  he  was  sure  would  be  granted — ^the  unanimous 
consent  of  the  House  to  report  a  bill  from  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means,  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers 
by  the  late  fire  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

Mr.  JARVIS  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rule,  so  as  to 
permit  any  of  the  committees  to  make  reports;  and  it 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  then  presented  the  following  correspond- 
ence, report,  and  bill: 

Tbbasvbt  DBPAMnriFT, 

December  19, 1835. 
Sib:  I  enclose,  herewith,  a  copy  of  a  comtnunication 
received  this  morning  from  the  collector  of  the  customs 
at  New  York,  and  of  my  reply  to  it;  and  I  venture  to 
express  a  hope  that  all  due  indulgence  will  be  extended 
by  Congress  to  the  sufferers  who  are  indebted  to  the 
United  States. 

I  remain,  very  respectfully. 

Your  obedient  servant, 

LEVI  WOODBURY, 
Seereiary  of  the  Treasury, 
The  Hon.  C.  C.  Caxbbxleho, 

Ch,  Com.  of  Ways  and  Meant. 


Collbctob's  OmcB,  half  past  2  o'clock. 
New  York,  December  17,  1835. 

Dkab  Sib:  Last  night,  between  eight  and  nine  o'clock, 
a  fire  broke  out  near  the  merchants'  exchange,  and  is 
still  raging  most  violently,  although  the  firemen  have 
got  it  under  control.  By  this  disastrous  visitation,  be- 
tween four  and  five  hundred  buildings  have  been  de- 
stroyed, and  goods  and  other  effects  to  the  amount  of 
from  fifteen  to  twenty  millions  of  dollars.  This  calamity 
falls  principally  upon  the  heavy  importing  merchants; 
and  they  must  unauestionably  become  greatly  embar- 
rassed, and  many  of  them  ruined. 

The  bonds  of  these  individuals  must  be  dishonored;  all 
business  is  suspended,  and  our  city,  from  being  the  seat 
of  prosperity  and  wealth,  within  twenty-four  hours,  is 
now  the  abode  of  sorrow  and  despondency.  It  was 
thought,  at  first,  that  the  bonds  which  should  not  be 
paid,  owing  to  the  consternation  and  confusion  which 
prevail  at  present,  might  be  held  subject  to  your  de- 
cision upon  the  matter;  but,  upon  more  mature  reflec- 
tion, I  have  determined  that  I  cannot,  in  any  way,  or 
under  any  circumstances,  deviate  from  the  course  laid 
down  by  the  law.  Consequentlv  I  shall  hand  them  over 
to  the  district  attorney,  as  usual,  trusting  and  believing 
that  Conrress  will  forthwith  take  some  action  on  the 
subject  of  this  heavy  calamity. 

The  merchants'  exchange  and  post  office  being  de- 
stroyed, I  have  caused  temporary  accommodations  to  be 
erected  in  the  inspector's  rooms,  attached  to  this  office, 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  latter,  until  better  can  be 
procured  elsewhere.  The  eflTects  of  the  post  office 
were  all  saved  from  injury. 

This  office  was  in  the  greatest  danger  for  a  long  time, 
as  was  one  half  of  the  city.  But  I  did  not  remove  an 
article,  but  was  prepared  to  save  every  thing  had  it 
been  necessary. 

I  am,  dear  sir,  with  the  greatest  respect. 
Your  obedient  servant, 
SAMUEL  SWARTWOUT,  Coilecior. 

Hon.  Lay  I  Woodbubt, 

Secretary  of  the  Treatary,  WaeMngtont  D.  C. 

From  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  \to  the  CoUedor  at 
New  York, 

TBBiSUBT  DbPABTXBVT, 

December  19,  1835. 

DtAB  Sib:  Your  letter  of  the  17th  instant,  communi- 
cating the  disastrous  intelligence  concerning  the  late 
fire  in  the  city  of  New  York,  has  been  received. 

1  hardly  need  assure  you  that,  under  this  great  calam- 
ity, your  citizens  shall  have  extended  to  them,  from  this 
Department,  every  indulgence  which  their  misfortunes 
require,  and  which  the  laws  and  official  duty  will  permit 
me  to  render. 

I  therefore  approve  of  your  course  in  furnishing  tem- 
porary accommodations  fur  the  post  office,  and  have 
sanctioned  the  proposal  of  the  marshal  to  tender  also 
for  the  same  purpose  the  use  of  the  rooms  in  the  City 
Hall  now  occupied  by  the  United  States  courts. 

In  respect  to  delay  in  the  collection  of  bonds,  or  to 
remissions  or  reductions  of  duties  in  certain  cases,  they 
both  deserve  very  favorable  consideration.  But  as  you 
remark  concerning  your  own  power  about  the  former, 
it  may  be  added  as  to  my  power  about  both,  that  the 
acts  of  Congress  now  give  me  no  control  over  the  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  doubt {  however,  that  the  subject  will  be 
taken  up  by  Congress  on  Monday,  and  some  expression 
of  its  views  soon  given,  and,  in  the  mean  time,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  believe  that  you-  and  the  district  attorney 
would  be  sustained  and  justified  if,  in  the  exercise  of  a 
sound  discretion  under  this  afflicting  emergency,  you 
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did  not  press  the  collection  of  bonds  in  all  cases,  where 
the  public  security  would  not  be  impaired  by  a  short  de- 
lay, and  where  the  parties  are  in  a  situation  which  would 
probably  cause  Congress  to  extend  to  them  some  relief. 
With  much  sympathy  and  regard, 

I  am  your  obedient  servant, 

LEVI  WOODBURY, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Sjlkuxl  SwjLBTWouT,  Esq. 

P.  S.  The  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  will  be  requested 
to  write  to  a  similar  effect  to-day  to  the  district  attorney, 
in  regard  to  the  bonds. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  having  transmitted  to 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  a  letter  from  the 
collector  of  the  port  of  New  York,  giving  an  account  of 
the  late  disastrous  conflagration  at  that  place,  and  rep- 
resenting the  entire  suspension  of  credit  and  prostration 
of  trade,  the  committee  respectfully  submit  the  follow- 
ing report: 

Deeply  sympathizing  with  the  immediate  and  several 
sufferers  by  a  great  national  calamity,  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  lost  no  time  in  considering  the  commu- 
nication of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  disaster 
is  of  an  unparalleled  character,  and  its  consequences 
must  be  felt  by  every  interest  and  every  quarter  of  the 
Union.  An  exercise  of  all  the  constitutional  powers  of 
the  Federal  fibvernment  is  in  this  instance  demanded, 
not  only  by  the  highest  considerations  of  national  policy 
and  justice,  but  prompt  measures  are  essentially  neces- 
sary to  the  collection  of  the  revenue  in  every  part  of  the 
Union  to  the  public  interest  in  every  branch  of  the  na- 
tional expenditure,  and  to  arrest,  or  at  least  to  diminish, 
the  calamitous  effects  of  the  late  conflag^tion  on  all  in- 
terests, and  in  every  section  of  the  countrj'. 

In  considering  what  measures  were  best  calculated  to 
moderate  the  shock  upon  the  trade,  revenue,  and  indus- 
try of«^the  country,  three  propositions  were  suggested, 
viz:  the  extension  of  the  credit  on  bonds  due  from  those 
who  have  suffered  by  the  late  fire,  three,  four,  and  five 
years — ^placing  the  vast  surplus  revenues  of  the  country 
where  they  may  be  more  actively  and  extensively  em- 
ployed, in  our  cities,  in  extending  relief  to  the  embar- 
rassed and  impoverished  debtors  of  Government,  and 
remitting  the  duty  on  all  merchandise  destroyed  in  ori- 
ginal packages.  The  committee  submit  a  bill  embracing 
the  first  two  propositions.  The  first  provision  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  practice  of  Government  heretofore; 
the  second,  while  it  will  most  extensively  relieve  the 
immediate  wants  of  trade,  and  aid  in  reviving  the  ener- 
gies of  the  commercial  capital  of*  the  Union,  cannot 
diminish  in  any  manner  the  security  of  Government,  or 
embarrass  the  operations  of  the  Treasury.  The  ques- 
tion of  remitting  duties  on  property  destroyed  was  also 
considered  by  the  committee,  but  appearing  to  require 
previous  examination  and  more  deliberation,  and  not 
wishing  to  delay  the  proposed  measures  of  relief,  it  was 
not  finally  acted  on. 

A  BILL  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  fire  in  the  city 
of  New  York. 

Whereas  various  persons  are  indebted  to  the  United 
States  for  duties  on  merchandise,  for  which  bonds  have 
been  given,  with  one  or  more  sureties,  payable  to  the 
collector  for  the  district  of  New  York,  and  the  said  per- 
sons have  suffered  a  loss  of  property  by  the  late  confla- 
grat'on  at  that  place, 

Be  it  enaeied  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representor 
iives  of  the  United  States  of  Jmerica  in  Congreu  aeum- 
bt^  That  the  collector  of  the  port  of  New  York  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized,  as  he  may  deem  best  cal- 
culated to  secure  the  interests  of  the  United  States,  to 
cause  to  be  extended  (with  the  assent  of  the  sureties 


thereon)  the  time  of  the  payment  of  all  bonds  heretofore 
given  for  duties  as  aforesaid,  to  periods  not  exceeding 
an  average  of  three,  four,  and  five  years;  or  to  allow 
the  said  bonds  to  be  cancelled  upon  giving  to  the  said 
collector  new  bonds,  with  one  or  more  sureties,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  said  collector,  for  the  sums  of  the 
former  bonds,  respectively  payable  in  average  periods 
of  three,  four,  and  five  years,  from  and  af\er  the  day 
of  payment  specified  in  the  bonds  to  be  taken  up  or 
cancelled  as  aforesaid.  And  the  said  collector  is  here- 
by authorized  and  directed  to  give  up  or  cancel  all  such 
bonds  upon  the  receipt  of  others  described  in  this  act; 
which  last-mentioned  bonds  shall  be  proceeded  with, 
in  all  respects,  like  other  bonds  which  are  taken  by  col- 
lectors for  duties  due  to  the  United  States:  Prooided, 
however.  That  nothing  in  this  act  contained  shall  extend 
to  bonds  which  bad  fallen  due  before  the  17th  day  of 
the  present  month. 

Sbo.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted  by  th»  authority 
aforesaid^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to  such 
banks  as  he  .may  select  any  surplus  moneys  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, or  any  part  thereof,  which  may  not  be  requi- 
red for  the  public  service,  and  to  permit  the  same  to 
remain  in  such  banks  for  twelve  months  from  the  pas* 
sage  of  this  act. 

After  the  reading  of  this  bill,  Mr.  CAMBRELENG 
said  there  was  another  subject  before  the  committee 
which  was  not  definitively  acted  on,  viz:  the  remission 
of  duties  on  goods  destroyed,  which  required  more  ex- 
amination and  deliberation.  This  subject  was  brought 
before  the  committee  by  the  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  letters  from  the  collector 
of  the  port  of  New  York.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  by  any  remarks  on  the  subject  now,  and  merely 
remarking  that  it  was  with  infinite  regret,  for  the  cause 
of  it,  that  be  found  himself  called  upon,  as  the  first  act 
in  bis  new  situation,  to  bring  in  a  bill  of  this  description, 
he*  would  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  to  take  up 
the  subject  to-morrow. 

The  bill  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  McKEON  hoped,  he  said,  that  the  bill  would  be 
acted  on  speedily,  and  the  committee  would  soon  report 
on  the  proposition  to  remit  the  duties^ 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  stated,  as  the  bill  was  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  it 
could  be  taken  up  at  any  time  af^er  the  papers  were 
printed. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. ' 
The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  petition 
from  sundry  inhabitants  of  the  town  of  Wrentham,  iu 
Massachusetts,  praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the 
slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
The  motion  to  reject  the  petition  still  pending, 
Mr.  OWENS  rose  to  address  the  House;  but 
Mr.  PINCKNEY  expressed  a  hope  that  the  subject 
would  be  suspended,  in  order  to  present  petitions  and 
memorials. 

.  Mr.  OWENS  said  he  would  with  great  pleasure  ac- 
cede to  the  wish  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
if  the  matter  itself  was  not  a  matter  of  very  great  im- 
port. He  rose  for  the  purpose  of  endeavoring  to  rec- 
oncile the  conflicting  opinions  of  gentlemen  on  all  sides, 
and  to  submit  certain  propositions,  which,  he  trusted,  if 
the  House  would  accept,  would  put  to  rest  this  agitating, 
delicate,  and  dangperous  question.  It  was  useless  for 
him  to  regret  that  this  question  had  been  brought  be- 
fore the  House.  It  was  useless  to  regret  that  this  question 
had  been  the  subject  of  discussion.  The  apple  of  dis- 
cord had  been  thrown  into  the  House.  It  had  net  been 
done  by  the  South.    But  it  was  there,  and  the  House 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1995 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


1996 


H.  ov  R.] 


SioDory  in  the  Ditirid  of  Columhia. 


[Dbo.  21,  1835. 


must  meet  it-^he  House  must  handle  it.  But  he  did 
yegret-^e  deeply  deplored— the  manner  in  which  the 
debate  on  it  had  been  conducted.  It  was  not  calculated 
to  do  any  g^ood,  but  was  well  calculated  to  produce  anti- 
social as  well  as  hostile  feelings.  Nor  did  he  agree 
with  some  gentlemen  in  their  remarks  that  the  South 
asked  no  aid  from  the  North.  On  the  contrary,  he 
would  say  that  the  South  did  ask  aid  from  the  North, 
and  the  North  wanted  aid  from  the  South.  Their  wants 
were  reciprocal,  and  it  was  these  wants  that  produced 
our  confederacy.  It  was  these  wants  that  bad  cement- 
ed our  Union;  and  it  was  the  increase  of  these  wants 
that  would  pive  perpetuity — nay,  immortality— to  it. 
The  propositions  he  wished  to  submit  to  the  House,  he 
did  trust,  and  conBdently  belicTed,  the  honorable  mover 
of  the  original  proposition  would  accept  and  support, 
and  that  the  House  itself  would  give  a  warm  and  cordial 
support.  The  propositions  he  intended  to  submit  were 
couched  in  language  as  strong,  if  not  stronger,  than  the 
original  motion,  and  thf  y  were  more  extended  in  their 
operation.  It  was  not  to  meet  the  question  on  this  pe- 
tition alone,  but  to  meet  the  question,  come  in  what 
shape  it  might.  It  was  to  operate  upon  all  petitions 
that  might  come  with  the  same  tendency  or  object;  nay, 
in  one  word,  it  was  to  grapple  with  the  subject  itself. 
He  perfectly  a|^eed  with  the  advocates  of  the  original 
motion,  that  this  was  a  measure  that  rec;|uired  a  bold,  a 
prompt,  and  decisive  expression  of  opmion  from  that 
House.  The  South  required  it;  the  country  required 
it.  It  could  not  be  blinked.  It  could  not  be  evaded  by 
legislative  finesse.  It  ought  not  to  be  eluded  by  tech nical 
objections.  He  therefore  reiterated  that  he  confidently 
expected  those  gentlemen,  as  lovers  of  their  country, 
and  well-wishers  of  the  peace  and  safety  of  the  land, 
would  support  his  resolution  with  warmth.  He  had, 
also,  no  doubt  that  those  gentlemen  whose  sense  of  del- 
icacy suggested  constitutional  objections  to  the  rejec- 
tion of  petitions,  would  support  the  propositions  be 
should  have  the  honor  to  submit  to  the  House,  because 
they  would  find  that  these  propositions  were  free  from 
that  objection.  He  admitted,  in  the  fullest  latitude, 
the  constitutional  right  to  petition,  what  was  termed  the 
sacred  right  of  petitioning,  but  he  hoped  be  might  add, 
without  offence,  that,  from  the  evidence  he  had  of  its 
abuse,  a  good  m^  might  doubt  whether  the  good  com- 
pensated for  the  evil,  if  the  evil  were  not  temporary, 
and  the  good  permanent  and  lasting.  There  was  an- 
other class  of  individuals  to  whom  he  would  address 
himself.  It  was  those  who,  in  all  probability,  would  be 
for  the  principles  contained  in  the  petition. 

To  those  gentlemen  he  would  say,  not  assuming  the 
character  ora  lecturer,  but  as  their  associate,  that  ad- 
mitting the  constitutional  right  to  act  upon  this  subject, 
which  he  denied,  he  would  tell  those  gentlemen  that 
right  was  not  an  abstract  position  and  unqualified  term; 
that,  in  the  exercise  of  every  right,  there  were  corre- 
sponding duties;  and  that  the  first  duty  of  an  American 
statesman,  of  an  American  legislator,  was  to  look  to  the 
welfare  of  the  people  and  to  the  integrity  of  the  repub- 
lic; he  would  say  to  them  that,  in  discussing  this,  or  any 
other  question  of  a  national  and  political  character,  they 
must  not  examine  it  with  the  warm  imagination  of  an 
enthusiast,  with  the  characteristic  tenderness  of  the  phil- 
anthropist, nor  with  the  cold  calculations  of  the  philoso- 
pher, but  as  statesmen,  looking  at  it  in  all  its  bearings; 
and  if  they  were  satisfied  in  their  consciences  that  it  was 
not  calculated  to  benefit  the  republic,  they  ought  not  to 
legislate  upon  it.  If  gentlemen  would  turn  their  minds 
upon  this  subject,  he  was  satisfied  they  would  have  no 
hesitation  as  to  their  course.  If  the  propositions  he 
should  have  the  honor  to  submit  to  the  House  be  acce- 
ded to  by  a  triumphant  majority,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  it  would  be  considered  by  the  country  as  the 


harbinger  of  peace,  the  rainbow  that  would  dissipate 
the  clouds  and  darkness  now  resting  on  the  land.  With 
these  views,  and  under  the  operations  of  these  feelings, 
he  would  move  the  House  to  lay  the  original  proposi- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hak- 
xofd]  on  the  table,  together  with  every  matter  connect- 
ed with  it,  so  as  to  enable  him  to  submit  his  pro|>ositions 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  OWENS  then  sent  the  following  resolutions  to  the 
Chair,  which  were  read. 

Begolved,  That,  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  Congress. 

^nd  be  it  further  resolvedf  That  in  case  any  petitions 
praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia be  hereafter  presented,  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion 
of  this  House  that  the  same  ought  to  be  laid  on  the  table 
without  reading. 

Mr.  OWENS  expressed  the  hope  that  the  resolutions 
would  be  accepted  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina, in  lieu  of  his  motion  to  reject  the  petition. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  was  very  sorry,  he  said,  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  proposition,  and  he  hoped  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  would  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  WISE  proposed  to  amend  the  first  resolution  by 
adding,  «  because  Congress  has  no  power  to  legislate  on 
it  under  the  constitution  of  the  United  States;"  and  to 
amend  the  second  by  striking  out  all  afler  the  word 
**  Heaohedf*'  and  inserting,  **  that  this  House  will  not 
receive  any  future  memorials  on  that  subject;**  adding- 
that  with  these  modifications,  he  would  vote  for  the  res- 
olutions. ^ 

Mr.  OWENS  declined  the  acceptance  of  the  amend- 
ments as  modifications  of  his  resolutions. 

Mr.  PATTON  asked  what  would  be  the  consequence 
oflaying  the  motion  on  the  table?  Wodid  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  then  be  in  order? 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  they  would  not.  I^would 
be  in  order  to  move  to  suspend  the  rule,  to  allow  him  to 
move  them,  or,  when  the  States  were  called  for  resolu- 
tions, they  might  be  offered  without  suspension  of  the 
rule. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  rose  to  inquire  what  was  the  state 
of  this  question;  and  he  asked  from  confessed  ignorance 
of  what  the  question  was.  On  the  last  day,  when  the 
subject  was  debated,  such  a  variety  of  motions  was  fol- 
lowing each  other  in  rapid  succession,  and  apparently 
without  object  or  order,  that  he  had  entirely  lost  the 
train  of  them.  A  memorial  for  the  abolition  of  slavery 
and  the  slave  trade,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  was  pre- 
sented by  an  honorable  colleague  of  his,  [Mr.  Jacksob,] 
who  moved  its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  or  a  select  committee. 

The  SPEAKER  here  reminded  the  gentleman  that 
the  motion  before  the  House  allowed  of  no  discussion, 
and  said  he  would  state  the  question. 

Mr.  ADAMS  asked  if  a  similar  petition,  presented  by 
another  of  his  colleagues,  was  not,  on  the  same  day,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
whether  the  subject  was  not,  therefore,  actually  before 
that  committee. 

The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  afRrmalive;  but  stated 
that  a  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  of  reference  was  pend- 
ing. He  would  now  state  the  question,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House.  A  memorial  was  presented,  and  three 
motions  made  in  regard  to  it:  one  to  commit,  another 
to  lay  on  the  table,  and  a  third  to  reject.  The  motion 
now  before  the  House  was  to  lay  the  petition,  and  all  the 
motions  pending  in  reference  to  it,  on  the  table. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  to  lay  the 
petition,  and  all  the  motions  relatinfj^  to  it,  on  the  table,  it 
was  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas  140,  nays  76,  as 
follows: 
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Yxxs^Ueisrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Anthony.  Ashley,  Bar* 
ton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley,  Beaumont,  Boekee,  Boon, 
Bovee,  Boyd,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Burns,  Cambreleng, 
Carr,  Carter,  Casey,  George  Chambers,  Chaney,  Chap- 
man, Chapin,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Craig,  Cramer, 
Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dickerson,  Doubleday, 
Dromgoole,  Efner,  Fairfield,  Fkrlin,  Forester,  French, 
Fry,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Gil- 
let,  Grantland,  Graves,  Haley,  Hamer,  Hannegan,  Har- 
din, Harlan,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Albert  G.  Harrison, 
Hawkins,  Haynes,  Henderson,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  How« 
ard,  Howell,  Hubley,  Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingersoli, 
Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson,  Richard 
M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin 
Jones,  Judson,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane, 
Lansing,  Laporte,  Gideon  Lee,  Joshua  Lee,  Thomas 
Lee,  Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Abijah 
Mann,  Job  Mann,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  William 
Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  May,  McComas, 
McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Mercer,  Miller,  Montgomery, 
Morgan,  Muhlenberg,  Owens^  Page,  Parks,  Patterson, 
Franklin  Pierce,  Phelps,  Pinckney,  Rencher,  John  Rey- 
nolds, Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Rogers,  Schenck, 
Seymour,  William  B.  Shepard,  Augustin^  H.  Shep- 
perd,  Shinn,  Smith,  Spangler,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro, 
Taylor,  Thomas,  John  Thomson,  Toucey^  Turrill, 
Underwood,  Vanderpoel,  Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell, 
Webster,  Weeks,  Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod  Williams— 140. 

Nats — Messrs.  Adams,  Heman  Allen,  Bailey,  Bell, 
Bond,  Borden,  Bouldin,  Briggs,  Bunch,  William  B.  CaU 
houn,  Campbell,  John  Chambers,  Childs,  Claiborne, 
Clark,  Connor,  Crane,  Gushing,  Darlington,  Denny, 
Dunlap,  Evans,  Everett,  Fowler,  Fhilo  C.  Fuller,  Rice 
Garland,  Glascock,  Graham,  Granger,  Grayson,  Gren* 
nell.  Griffin,  Joseph  Hall,  Hiland  Hall,  Hammond,  Hard, 
Harper,  Hazeltine,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Hunt,  William  Jack- 
ion,  Janes,  Henry  Johnson,  LAwler,  Lawrence,  Lay, 
Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Love,  Maury,  McCarty,  McKay, 
McKennan,  Milligan,  Morris,  Parker,  Patton,  Dutee  J. 
Pearce,  James  A.  Pearce,  PeUigrew,  Pickens,  Potts, 
Reed,  Robertson,  Russell,  Shields,  Slade,  Sloane, 
Sprague,  Standefer,  Storer,  Waddy  Thompson,  White, 
Whittlesey,  Wise— 76. 

So  the  petition,  and  all  the  motions  depending  thereon, 
were  ordered  to  lie  upon  the  Uble. 

Mr.  OWENS  moved  that  the  rules  of  the  House  be 
suspended,  in  order  to  allow  him  to  offer  the  resolutions 
he  had  already  indicated  to  the  Houset  on  which  he 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays^  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in  the  nega* 
tive:  Yeas  100,  nays  115,  as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Barton,  Bean,  Beardsley,  Boon,  Boyd, 
Burns,  Cambreleng,  Campbell,  Chaney,  Claiborne, 
Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Cramer,  Cushman, 
Deberry,  Dickerson,  Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap, 
Farlin,  Forester,  French,  Fry,  W.  K.  Fuller,  James 
Garland,  Rice  GarUnd,  Gillet,  Glascock,  Graham, 
Granthmd,  Graves,  Grayson,  Griffin,  Joseph  Hall,  Ha* 
mer,  Hammond,  Hannegan,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Haw- 
kins,  Haynesi,  Hobey,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Huntington, 
Huntsman,  Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvi^  Cave  Johnson,  Hen- 
ry Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Lansing, 
Joshua  Lee,  Luke  Lea,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon,  AbijUi 
Mann,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  William  Mason,  May, 
McKay,  McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Mercer,  Montgome- 
ry, Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks,  Patterson,  Patton, 
Franklin  Pierce,  James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Pickens, 
Pinckney,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Robertson, 
Rogers,  Seymour,  William  B.  Shepard,  Shields,  Storer, 
Taylor,  Thomas,  Waddy  Thompson,  Toucey,  Towns, 
Turrill,  Vandcrpool,  Ward,  Weeks,  Wise— 100. 

Nats— Messrs.  Adams,  C.  Allan,  H.  Allen,  Anthony, 
Athley,    Bailey,    Beale,    Beaumont,    Bell,    Boekee, 


Bond,  Borden,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Briggs,  Brown  Btt* 
chanan.  Bunch,  W.  B.  Calhoun,  Carr,  Carter,  Casey, 
George  Chambers,  John  Chambers,  Chapin,  Childs, 
Clark,  Craig,  Crane,  Gushing,  Darlington,  Da^is,  Den* 
ny,  Evans,  Everett,  Fairfield,  Fowler,  Philo  C.  Fuller, 
Galbraith,  Granger,  Grennell,  Haley,  H.  Hall,  Hard, 
Hardin,  Harlan,  Harper,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Haieltine, 
Henderson,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Howell,  Hubley,  Hunt,  In- 
gersoli, Ingham,  W.  Jackson,  Janes,  J.  Johnson,  R.  M. 
Johnson,  Judson,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith, 
Lane,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Thomat  Le^ 
Leonard,  Lincoln,  Logan,  Love,  Job  Mann,  M.  Mason, 
S.  Mason,  Maury,  McCarty,  McComas,  McKennan,  Mil- 
ler, Milligan,  Morgan,  Morris,  Parker  D.  J.  Pearce, 
Phelps,  Potti^  Reed,  Rencher,  John  Reynolds,  Russell, 
Schenck,  A.  H.  Shepperd,  Shinn,  Slade,  Sloane,  Smith, 
Spangler,  Sprague,  Standefer,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro, 
J.  Thomson,  Underwood,  Wagener,  Wardwell,  Wash- 
ington, Webster,  White,  Whittlesey,  L.  Williams,  8. 
WUliams— 115. 

So  the  House  refused  to  suspend  the  rule.  [Two 
thirds  of  the  members  present  would  have  been  neces- 
sary to  carry  that  question.] 

Mr.  PATTON  called  up  the  motion  made  by  htm  on 
Friday  last,  to  reconsider  the  vote  of  the  House  by  which 
a  petition  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District, 
presented  by  a  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr* 
Buses,]  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

The  motion  having  been  taken  up— 

Mr.  PATTON  rose  and  addressed  the  House  as  fol- 
lows: 

He  said  that  the  vote  which  had  been  just  taken 
agminst  suspending  the  rules  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
up  theresolution  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
[Mr.  Owurs,]  must  have  convmced  the  House,  and  et- 
pecially  those  gentlemen  from  the  South  who  had  voted 
ror  laying  the  former  petition  on  the  table,  inconristent- 
ly  with  their  vote  on  Friday  last  upon  the  same  propo* 
sition,  of  the  futility  of  any  such  scheme  as  had  been 
proposed  for  procuring  a  direct  vote  of  the  House  upon 
the  principles  involved  in  the  petitions  that  had  been 
offered,  and  would  continue  to  be  offered,  praying  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  Those 
with  whom  he  felt  and  acted  on  this  question  gave  tbia 
apparently  inconsistent  vote  under  the  belief  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  suspending  the  rules  to  take  up 
the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  They 
so  calculated,  and  were  deceived  or  mistaken.  T,  said 
Mr.  P.,  had  no  confidence  in  such  calculation,  and  waa 
not  mistaken.  That  vote,  said  Mr.  P.,  I  think,  has  fur- 
ther demonstrated  that  it  is  idle  to  attempt  to  avoid  this 
subject  by  any  parliamentary  mancBUvre,  and  that  the 
only  way  of  obtaining  a  direct  vote  upon  the  great  and 
interesting  questions  embraced  by  them,  is  by  making  a 
proposition  presenting  the  question  growing  out  of  the 
petitions  in  connexion  with  the  petitions  themselves. 
^  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  necessary  that  this  House  should 
be  apprized  and  fully  Imprened  with  the  necessity  of 
quieting  the  anxiety,  the  agitation,  and  the  alarm  for 
the  institutions  of  the  country,  which  are  abroad  in  the 
land,  and  that  as  the  means,  perhaps  the  only  means,  of 
doing  so,  it  should  meet  those  questions  directly,  and 
dispose  of  them  decisively  and  permanently.  I  am  ready 
to  meet  these  questions;  and  I  believe  I  express  the  uni- 
versal sentiment  of  the  representation  from  the  South, 
in  saying  they  are  ready  to  meet  it{  and  while  we  do 
not  desire  discussion,  and  for  one  I  will  do  nothing  to 
provoke  it,  at  the  same  time  we  will  not,  we  cannot,  we 
dare  not,  shrink  from  it,  if  it  be  forced  upon  us  from 
other  quarters.  I  prefer  voting  upon  the  questions  at 
once,  and  without  discussion,  if  possible.  If  this  sub- 
ject must  be  discussed,  it  ought  to  be  discussed,  and  it 
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is  hoped  will  be  discussed,  in  the  spirit  which  ought  to 
characterize  members  of  the  same  political  family,  and 
alUce  imbued  with  the  patriotic  purpose  of  rendering 
permanent  this  great  and  glorious  Union. 

Let  the  vote  referring  this  petition  be  reconsidered, 
a. reference  made  by  ini^vertence,  and  then  the  petition 
will  be  open  again  for  consideration;  and,  in  connexion 
with  it,  let  tlie  principles  involved  in  the  petition  be 
presented  for  the  consideration  and  decision  of  the 
House  in  some  form,  which  will  show  distinctly  and  un- 
equivocally that  a  majority  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people  of  the  North,  as  well  as  of  the  South,  are  op- 
posed to  the  schemes  of  the  abolitionists,  and  also  to 
the  efforts,  which  are  making  to  interfere  with  the  sub- 
ject of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  Let  it  be 
shown,  if  it  be  so,  that  there  is  such  a  majority  opposed 
to  an  interference  with  slavery  in  this  District,  not  upon 
considerations  merely  temporary,  and  influenced  by  ex-' 
isting  political  circumstances,  but  upon  those  high  and 
j>aramount  considerations  which  belong  to  the  great 
rights  of  property,  as  well  as  individual  and  political 
suety,  which  are  connected  with  it. 

My  own  strong,  abiding,  and  confiding  opinion  is, 
that  this  Government  has  no  right  to  abolish  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  But,  sir,  I  am  aware  of  the 
difficulties  which  exist  in  the  minds  of  many  gentlemen 
from  the  North  on  this  question.  It  is,  perhaps,  rational 
that  they  should,  from  their  position,  their  habits  of 
thinking,  and  their  prejudices,  entertain  more  difficulty 
on  this  subject  than  we  do.  1  feel  every  disposition  to 
respect  their  opinions,. and  to  make  j^reat  allowance  even 
for  their  prejudices.  Give  us,  then,  a  distinct,  unequiv- 
ocal, and  unevasive  vote  upon  the  propriety  of  interfer- 
ing with  the  subject  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. Satisfy  us  that  the  House  is  opposed  to  such  inter- 
ference upon  the  grounds  of  principle,  permanent, 
abiding,  which  reach  above,  and  go  beyond,  the  tran- 
sient and  fleeting  circumstances  of  the  hour,  and  unin- 
fluenced by  the  existing  political  contests  of  the  day. 

Do  this,  and  I  care  nothing  about  discussing  'or  de- 
ciding tb^  constitutional  question.  I  will  not  quarrel 
about  what  will  then  be  a  mere  abstraction.  A  declara- 
tion of  the  conviction  of  the  House,  that  they  will  not, 
and  that  Congress  ought  not,  to  interfere  in  this  matter, 
now  or  hereafter,  will  satisfy  the  people  of  the  South, 
and  especially  the  States  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  who^ 
are  more  especially  interested  in  the  question.  It  should 
be  known,  it  is  not  disguised-^t  would  be  mere  affecta- 
tion to  attempt  to  conceal  the  fact— that  there  does  exist 
in  many  parts  of  the  southern  country  a  strong  appre- 
hension, 1  will  not  say  suspicion,  that  there  are  some, 
here  and  elsewhere,  who  are  indisposed  to  meet  this 
question  fairly  and  directly; 

"Tbat  palter  widi  us  in  a  double  sense." 

[The  Chair  here  remarked  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  would  be  pleased  to  remember  that  it  was  not 
proper  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  petition  upon  the 
motion  to  reconsider.] 

Mr.  P.  resumed.  I  was  not,  Mr.  Speaker,  discussing 
the  merits  of  the  question;  and  I  am  sure  that  the  Chair, 
on  reflection,  as  well  as  the  House,  will  do  me  the  jus- 
tice to  remember  that  1  have  not  said  one  word,  in  the 
Way  of  argument,  on  the  merits  of  the  question  involved 
in  (he  petition.  !  am  urging  the  propriety  of  reconsid- 
eration, so  that  we  may  have  a  direct  vote  upon  these 
principles,  and,  if  need  be,  discuss  tbem.  1  repeat, 
then,  and  I  say  it  for  no  purpose  or  wish  to  arouse  the 
feelings,  to  influence  the  pride,  or  rouse  the  resentment 
of  any  gentleman  here,  that  there  does  exist  an  appre- 
hension that  there  are  some  who  wish  to  evade  this  ques- 
tion, and  who  seem  to  be  with  us,  while  they  are  in  truth 


against  us;  *<that  keep  the  word  of  promise  to  the  ear, 
and  break  it  to  the  hope.'* 

It  is  necessary,  in  every  point  of  view,  to  have  a  di- 
rect vote  on  this  question.  Let  such  a  decision  be  made, 
as  I  trust  and  am  willing  to  believe  there  will  be,  from 
the  votes  heretofore  taken,  and  the  present  excitement 
of  the  country  will  be  allayed.  So  far  as  this  subject  is 
concerned,  the  South  will  repose  a^ain  in  the  confidence 
that  this  most  essential  and  vital  interest  of  theirs  will 
not  be  disturbed  and  made  the  subject  of  perpetual  and 
angry  conflict.  I^et  it  be  sure  that  the  efforts  made  by 
these  petitions  will  not  be  entertained  by  Congress,  now 
nor  hereafter,  and  you  will  -at  once  calm  the  troubled 
waters  of  agitation.  Refuse  to  do  it,  and  you  incur  the 
risk  of  aggravating  that  excitement  into  a  storm  which 
may  shake  the  pillars  of  the  confederacy  to  their  deep- 
est foundation. 

Mr.  ADAMS  rose  and  said  he  hoped  the  motion  to 
reconsider  this  vote  would  tiot  prevail;  and  be  express- 
ed this  hope  for  the  very  reason  which  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Pattoh]  had  assigned  for  voting  in 
favor  of  the  motion.  It  appears  to  me  (said  Mr.  A.) 
that  the  only  way  of  getting  this  question  from  the  view 
of  the  House  and  of  the  nation,  is  to  dispose  of  all  peti- 
tions on  the  subject  in  the  same  way.  This  is  not  a  new 
opinion;  I  assumed  this  position  in  my  very  first  met  as 
a  member  of  this  House,  from  the  very  time  when  I  first 
took  my  seat  as  a  member  of  the  32d  Congress.  At 
that  time  fifteen  petitions  were  transmitted  to  me,  not 
from  my  own  constituents,  but  from  citizens  of  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  with  a  re-' 
quest  that  I  would  present  them  to  the  House.  Sir,  I 
did  so  in  homage  to  the  sacred  right  of  petition — a  right 
which,  in  whatever  manner  it  may  be  treated  by  other 
members  of  this  House,  shall  never  be  treated  by  me 
other  than  with  respect. 

But,  sir,  not  being  in  favor  of  the  object  of  the  peti- 
tions, I  then  c^ve  notice  to  the  House  and  to  the  country, 
tbat  upon  the  suppo^tion  that  these  petitions  had  been 
transmitted  to  me  under  the  expectation  that  I  should 
present  them,  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  say  I  should  not  sup- 
port them.     And,  sir,  the  reason  which  I  gave  at  that 
time  for  declining  to  support  them  was  precisely  the  same 
rea9on  which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  now  gives 
for  reconsidering  this  motion — ^namely,  to  keep  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  subject  out  of  the  House.    I  said,  sir, 
that  I  believed  this  discussion  would  be  altogether  un- 
profitable to  the  House  and  to  the  country ;  but,  in  def- 
erence to  the  sacred  right  of  petition,  I  moved  that 
these  fiAeen  petitions,  all  of  which  were  numerously 
signed,  should  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia,  at  the  head  of  which  was,  at  that 
time,  a  distinguished  citizen  of  Virginia,  now,  I  regret 
to  say— -and  the  whole  country  has  occasion  to  regret — 
no  more.    These  petitions  were  thus  referred,  and, 
afler  a  short  period  of  time,  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  made  a  report  to  this 
House,  which  report  was  read,  and  unanimously  accept- 
ed; and  nothing  more  has  been  heard  of  these  petitions 
from  that  day  to  this.    In  taking  the  course  I  then  took, 
I  was  not  sustained  by  the  unanimous  voice  of  my  own 
constituents;  there  were  many  among  tbem,  persons  as 
respectable^and  as  entitled  to  consideration  as  any  others, 
who  disapproved  of  the  course  I  pursued  on  that  occa- 
sion. 

Attempts  were  made  within  the  district  I  then  rep- 
resented to  get  up  meetings  of  the  people  to  instruct 
me  to  pursue  a  diflerent  course,  or  to  multiply  petitions 
of  the  same  character.  These  efforts  were  continued 
during  the  whole  of  that  long  session  of  Congress;  but, 
1  am  gratified  to  add,  without  any  other  result  tlian  that, 
from  one  single  town  of  the  district  which  I  had  the 
honor  to  represent,  a  aolitary  petition  was  forwarded 
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before  the  close  of  the  session,  with  a  request  that  I 
would  present  it  to  the  House.  Sir,  1  did  present  it, 
and  it  was  referred  to  the  same  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Cuhimbia,  and  I  believe  nothing^  more  has  been 
heard  of  it  since.  From  the  experience  of  this  session, 
1  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  true  and  only  method 
of  keeping^  this  subject  out  of  discussion  was,  to  take 
that  course;  to  refer  all  petitions  of  this  kind  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  some  other. 
Committee  of  the  House,  to  receive  their  report,  and 
to  accept  it  unanimously.  This  does  equal  justice  to  all 
parties  in  the  country;  it  avoids  the  discussion  of  this 
agitating  question  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
it  pays  a  due  respect  to  the  right  of  the  constituent  to 
petition. 

Two  years  afterwards,  similar  petitions  were  present- 
ed, and  at  that  time  an  eifort  made,  without  success, 
to  do  that  which  has  now  been  done  successfully  in  one 
instance.  An  eflTort  was  made  to  lay  these  petitions  on 
the  table;  the  House  did  not  accede  to  the  proposition: 
they  referred  the  petitions  as  they  bad  been  before  re- 
ferred, and  with  the  same  result.  For,  from  the  mo- 
ment that  these  petitions  are  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia,  the}  go  to  the  family  vault 
«'of  all  the  Capulets,"  and  you  will  never  hear  of  them 
afierwards. 

At  the  first  session  oF  the  la<>t  Congress  a  gentleman 
from  the  State  of  New  York,  a  distinguished  member 
of  this  House,  now  no  longer  here,  which  I  regret  to 
,  say,  although  I  do  not  doubt  that  his  place  is  well  sup- 
plied, presented  one  or  more  petitions  to  this  efiVct,  and 
delivered  a  long  and  eloquent  speech  of  two  hours  in 
support  of  them.  And  what  was  the  result  ?  He  was 
not  answered:  not  a  word  was  said,  but  the  vote  of  the 
House  was  taken;  the  petitions  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District,  and  we  have  heard  nothing 
more  of  tliem  since.  At  ttie  iame  session,  or  probably 
at  the  very  last  sessions  a  disitinguished  member  of  this 
House,  from  the  State  of  Connecticut,  presented  one 
or  more  petitions  to  the  same  effect,  and  declfared  in 
his  place  tliat  he  himself  concurred  in  all  the  opinions 
expressed.  Did  this  declaration  light  up  the  flame  of 
discord  in  this  House?  Sir,  he  was  heard  with  patience 
and  complacency.  He  moved  the  reference  of  the  pe» 
titions  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  there  they  went  to  sleep  the  sleep  of  death.  Mr. 
AoAJHtt,  speaking  from  recollection,  was  [the  Reporter 
is  requested  by  him  to  state]  mistaken  with  respect  to 
the  reference  of  the  petitions  presented  at  the  last  ses- 
sion of  Congress  to  the  committee.  They  were  then 
for  the  first  time  laid  on  the  table,  as  was  the  motion  to 
print  one  of  them.  At  the  preceding  session  of  the  last 
Congress,  as  at  all  former  times,  all  such  petitions  had 
been  referred  to  committees  and  printed  when  so  desired. 
Why  not  adopt  the  same  course  now?  Here  is  a  peti- 
tion which  has  been  already  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia.  Leave  it  there,  and,  my 
word  for  it,  sir,  you  will  have  just  such  a  result  as  hais 
taken  place  time  after  time  before.  Your  Committee 
on  the  District  certainly  is  not  an  abolition  committee. 
You  will  have  a  fit,  proper,  and  able  report  from  them; 
the  House,  auh  aikniio,  will  adopt  it,  and  you  will  hear 
no  more  about  it.     But  if  you  are  to  reconsider  the  vote, 

•  and  to  lay  these  petitions  on  the  table;  if  you  come  to 
the  resolution  that  this  House  will  not  receive  any  more 
petitions,  what  will  be  the  consequence?  In  a  large 
portion  of  this  country  every  individual  member  who 
votes  with  you  will  be  lefl  at  home  at  the  next  election, 
and  some  one  will  be  sent  who  is  not  prepared  to  lay 

•  these  petitions  on  the  table. 

What  will  be  the  next  consequence?    Sir,  you  will 
have  discussion;  and,  to  my  regret  I  say  it,  discussion 
has  been  called  for  and  challenged  upon  this  floor,    It 
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has  been  challenged.  And  what  wilt  the  discussion 
amount  to?  A  discussion  upon  the  merits  of  slavery. 
Sir,  on  such  a  discussion  every  speech  made  by  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line,  in 
this  House,  will  be  an  incendiary  pamphlet,  and  what 
will  you  do  with  them?  l*be  speeches  of  my  colleagues, 
probably  of  myself,  will  be  incendiary;  because,  if  dis- 
cussion is  thrust  upon  us,  I  doubt  not  I  might  make  a 
speech  as  incendiary  as  any  pamphlet  upon  which  such 
torrents  of  denunciation  have  been  poured  upon  us.  If 
[  werfe  capable  of  the  craven  and  recreant  spirit  of 
shrinking  from  expressing,  not  probably  so  much  my 
own  sentiments  as  those  of  my  constituents,  I  should  go 
home  to  their  scorn,  and  they  would  send  here  a  man 
who  would  represent  them  more  faithfully. 

Well,  sir,  what  becomes  of  these  incendiary  pam- 
phlets, the  speeches  in  this  House,  if  they  go  to  the 
public?  What  will  be  done  with  them  by  the  public 
press?  The  newspapers  report  these  speeches;  every 
speech  is  circulated  through  your  whole  country;  and 
how  can  you  arrest  it?  Will  you  introduce  a  resolution 
that  members  of  this  House  shall  not  speak  a  word  in 
derogation  of  the  sublime  merits  of  slavery  ^  You  must 
have  a  resolution  of  this  kind,  td  follow  the  one  laid 
upon  your  table  this  morning— >a  resolution  that  no 
member  of  this  House  shall  dare  to  utter  an  incendiary 
sentiment!  And  what  is  that  incendiary  sentiment^ 
Why,  it  is,  in  substance,  the  contents  of  these  pam- 
phlets. Well,  sir,  you  begin  with  suppressing  the  right 
of  petition;  yoif  must  next  suppress  the  right  of  speech 
in  this  House;  for  you  must  offer  a  resolution  that  every 
member  who  dares  to  express  a  sentiment  of  this  kind 
shall  be  expelled,  or  that  the  speeches  shall  not  go  forth 
to  the  public — shall  not  be  circulated.  What  will  he  the 
consequence  then?  You  suppress  the  right  of  petition; 
you  suppress  the  freedom  of  speech;  the  freedom  of 
the  press,  and  the  freedom  of  religion?  for,  in  the  minds 
of  many  worthy,  honest,  and  honorable  men,  fanatics, 
if  you  please  so  to  call  them,  this  is  a  religious  question, 
in  which  they  act  under  what  they  believe  to  be  a  sense 
of  duty  to  their  Go<l;  and,  however  erroneous  may  be 
their  conclusions,  it  is  not  for  me,  nor  for  this  House,  to 
judge  them.  Therefore,  sir,  in  deference  to  what  lias 
been  heretofore  the  usag^  of  this  House,  in  deference 
to  the  respect  which  is  due  to  the  right  of  petition, 
and  the  respect  which  is  due  to  the  right  of  freedom  of 
speech,  freedom  of  the  press,  and  freedom  of  religion, 
I  hope  that  this  petition  will  be  left  where  it  has  been 
placed  by  the  House,  in  the  possession  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  that  we  shall  hear  no 
more  about  it. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  said  he  had  for  many  sufficient 
reasons  for  a  long  time  entertained  the  most  profound 
respect  for  the  gentleman  last  up,  [Mr.  Adims,  of  Mas- 
sachusetts,] and  for  no  one  thing  more  than  for  what  he 
had  always  been  informed  and  believed  in  relation  to 
this  same  subiect,  now  before  the  House.  He  had  been 
informed  by  his  predecessor,  [Mr.  Randolph],  of  whom 
the  world  knew  far  more  than  be  could  tell  them,  that 
the  gentleman  had  at  all  times  paid  the  most  delicate 
and  tender  regard  to  oftr  rights  and  our  interest,  as  well 
as  our  feelings,  upon  this  subject.  He  had  ever  remark- 
ed the  same  sacred  and  inviolate  regard  paid  to  it  by 
him  since  he  (Mr.  B.)  bad  the  honor  of  a  seat  on  this 
floor.  He  would  be  obliged  to  depart  from  him  a  little 
on  this  occassion,  not  so  much  that  he  had  an  objection  of 
himself  to  referring  the  subject-matter  to  the  committee, 
were  there  nothing  in  the  petition  but  a  naked  request 
that  we  should  abolish  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, as  on  account  of  certain  other  matter  that  is  in  it. 
He  had  on  another  day  expressed  his  willingness  to 
meet  the  question  flatly,  and  that  his  constituents  should 
know  all  he  knew  in  relation  to  it;  but  in  deference  to 
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his  brethren  from  the  South— a  deference  be  had  always 
felt,  and  would  feet,  and  would  act  under,  \n  some  fi^ood 
degree,  he  had  not  insisted,  both  sessions  he  had  had  the 
honor  of  a  seat  in  that  House,  on  coming  directly  to  the 
question,  and  ptitting  the  South  in  possession  of  all  that 
was  contained  in  those  petitions. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  did  not  know  how  the  House  could 
get  at  the  contents  of  a  petition  without  reading  it,  and 
if  all  the  South  would  accord  with  him,  and  could  see  as 
be  did,  were  one  of  the  petitions  presented  with  nothing 
but  the  petition — nothing  insulting  to  the  South — he 
would  be  willing  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on. the 
District  of  Columbia,  of  which  he  had  the  honor  to  be  a 
member.  But,  while  the  preamble  contained  slurs  on 
the  South,  he  never  could  again,  he  trusted,  sit  patient- 
ly and  hear  abuse  of  his  constituents,  direct  or  indirect, 
referred  to  a  committee  of  that  House  for  consideration. 
He  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  if  there 
was  any  thing  abusive  in  the  petitions  referred  to  the 
committee  and  reported  on.^  If  he  heard  the  petition 
read  rightly,  thereAvere  many  disrespectful  slOrs  thrown 
over  the  people  of  the  South. 

Mr.  BaiGGS  said  he  thought  it  likely  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  labored  under  a  mistake;  and  if  he  would 
yield  the  floor  for  a  few  moments,  for  the  petition  waa 
very  short,  Mr.  B.  would  ask  the  House  to  have  it  read, 
which  had  not  been  done  at  the  time  of  its  presentation. 

Mr.  BouLDiN  had  understood,  he  said,  that  they 
were  all  from  one  printed  copy,  and  took  it  for  granted 
it  was  word  for  word  with  the  one  that  had,  in  some 
sort,  been  under  debate.  He  would,  then,  rather  bear 
It  read.         ' 

The  petition  was  then  read  by  the  Clerk. 

Mr.  B.  continued.  He  was  pleased  to  find  it  not  as 
bad  by  any  means  as  the  other.  Yet  it  contained  nearly 
the  same  in  substance.  All  that  was  contained  in  this 
petition  in  relation  to  trading  in  human  flesh,  applied  to 
this  District,  applied  tj^o  with  equal  force  to  Virginia. 
All  these  petitions  took  a  swaggering  stand  over  the 
South,  and  proposed  a  kind  of  guardianship  over  their 
morals,  and  were  dreadfully  afraid  that  holding  negroes 
had  made  us  vastly  corrupt,  and  would  make  us  more 
so.  Let  him  that  is  without  fault  cast  the  first  stone. 
••  We  thank  God  that  we  are  not  as  other  men,  whore- 
mongers and  adulterers."  This  was  the  language  of 
these  petitions,  all  of  them.  They  might  and  did  have 
a  little  thin  gauze  over  them,  such  as  this:  They  did 
not  presume  to  dictate  to  the  South — they  did  not  mean 
to  disparage  their  sister  States,  or  dictate  to  them.  But 
til  -^  acts  they  do  are  such  as  to  call  down  the  vengeance 
of  Heaven  upon  them.  Comparisons  were  drawn,  ex- 
press  or  implied.  He  had  no  idea  of  imitating  these 
petitioners,  and  swaggering  over  the  North;  but  who 
first  made  traflic  of  human  flesh,  and  made  profit  by 
bringing  the  negroes  here?  and  who  expects  to  be  paid 
for  carrying  them  back?  Now,  both  have  a  name  over 
the  Atlantic,  wheve  we  are  known  only  by  character. 
Did  these  petitioners  ever  hear  of  a  man's  suflTering 
merely  by  its  being  made  known  that  he  came  from  a 
State  in  this  Union  south  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line? 
Did  any  man  ever  hear  or  know  of  a  nation  of  people  on 
any  side  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line  that  stood  higher 
for  any  of  the  cardinal  virtues — honor,  truth,  justice, 
and  charity,  gentleness  of  heart,  and  honesty  ?  Was  it 
thought  that  we  would  suffer  by  a  comparison  with  the 
petitioners? 

The  ladies,  too,  had  petitioned.  God  forbid  that  a 
word  of  disrespect  should  escape  him  \n  relation  to  the 
•  ladies  in  any  Quarter  of  the  world.  Let  him  at  all  times 
be  sensible  or  the  deference  and  devotion  that  was  at 
all  times  under  all  circumstances  due  to  them.  But  let 
no  one  from  any  quarter  think  it  necessary  to  petition 
Congress  to  preserve  the  ladies  of  the  South  from  cor- 


ruption. He  would  draw  no  comparisons  between 
ladies,  neither  was  there  any  thing  to  compare  to  them; 
but  he  would  beseech  ^hese  fair  petitioners  to  give 
themselves  no  further  trouble  about  the  ladles  of  the 
South.  They  were  in  no  danger  of  contamination. 
Could  they  suffer  by  comparison  with  the  fair  in  any 
part  of  the  world,  in  any  quality  that  could  adorn  or 
ornament  the  sex,  or  render  it  lovely?  It  was  a  mere 
hypothesis  that  negro  slavery  had  corrupted  the  people; 
the  fact  was  not  so.  It  was  true,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  had  said,  that  a  gentleman,  last  session, 
had  made  a  long  and  eloquent  speech,  and  when  he  con- 
cluded, nothing  waa  said,  and  the  petition  was  laid  on 
the  table,  where  it  has  slept  the  sleep  of  death. 

It  is  true,  as  the  gentleman  says  that  the  petitions  of 
last  session  upon  the  same  subject,  have  all  met  the  same 
fate.  But  since  that  time  there  had  been  a  great  change 
in  things.  Shall  we  stand  here,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  after  all 
that  has  passed  during  the  summer,  and  hear  and  receive 
abusive  petitions  on  abolition— patiently,  too^  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Abamb]  say,  that  the  speeches  of  himself  and  those  of 
his  colleagues  might,  and  probably  would  be,  rf  pushed 
much  further  on  this  subject,  as  incendiary  as  any  of 
those  pamphlets,  and  he  had  not  thought  it;  and  if  such 
were  their  feelings,  he  would  prefer  they  should  come 
out.  But  he  was  sure  the  gentleman  did  not  entertain 
feeling^  and  objects  as  incendiary  as  many  expressed  in 
those  pamphlets.  He  was  sure  the  gentleman  had  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  some  that  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  seen. 
Did  he  know  that  they  contained  propositions,  with  ac- 
tions according  with  them,  that  would  freeze  the  blond 
with  horror  to  witneasif  put  into' execution,  that  couW 
never  be  thought  of  without  shuddering,  by  any  man 
who  felt  for  his  wife,  his  children,  his  friends,  his  neigh- 
bors, or  his  country.  He  knew  the  gentleman  enter- 
tained no  such  objects  or  feelings  towards  us,  and  har- 
bored no  such  designs  against  us. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  B.  said  that  he  would  vote  for  the 
reconsideration;  and  if  a  petition  came  on  without  any 
offensive  language  attached  to  it,  and  his  brethren  and 
colleagues  from  the  South  should  agree  with  him,  lie 
would  have  no  particular  objection  to  have  it  referred, 
and  a  direct  answer  given. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  South  Carolina,  said  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  [Mr.  Glascock]  had  congratulated 
the  House  and  the  country  upon  the  tone  and  language 
of  the  gentlemen  from  the  non-slaveholding  States  who 
had  Uken  part  in  this  debate.  I  (said  Mr.  T.)  very 
heartily  concurred  in  that  congratulation.  1  am  not  dis- 
posed to  look  for  sinister  and  bad  motives  where  those 
which  are  direct  and  honorable  are  avowed.  I  must, 
for  the  present  at  least,  take  it  for  granted  that  gentle- 
men mean  what  they  say.  I  will  not  drive  off  those  who 
may  be  our  friends  by  prematurely  suspecting  or  de- 
nouncing them.  But  I  must  say  that  the  course  of  some 
gentlemen  to-day  has  been  well  calculated  to  impair  that 
confidence,  and  to  justify  suspicions  then  expressed  by 
some  of  my  friends.  Of  one  thing  I  assure  gentlemen, 
that,  with  all  the  manoeuvring  of  parliamentary,  let  me 
add  of  party,  tactics,  that  they  shall  not  elude  a  direct 
issue  upon  this  ciuestion — ^an  issue  that  will  have  to  be 
met  with  masks  off.  And  then,  sir,  eitber  my  confidence 
in  gentlemen  or  the  suspicions  of  my  friends  will  be  jus- 
tified. 

But,  air,  if  I  was  satisfied  with  the  language  of  the 
non-slaveholding  gentlemen,  I  was  rejoiced,  in  my  heart 
was  I  glad,  to  listen  to  the  manly  and  decided  language 
of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  It  gave  me  assurance 
that,  on  this  question,  if  no  other,  there  will  be  a  tho- 
rough union  of  the  whole  South,  in  council  and  in  action, 
if  need  be,  on  this  great  and  absorbing  question.  Ye^, 
sir,  this  absorbing  question,  by  whose  salutary  warmth. 
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ay,  heat,  if  you  please,  the  pestilent  rapors  of  party 
strife  and  personal  faction  will  be  taken  up.  The  ques- 
tion before  the  House  is,  will  it  reconsider  a  vote  here- 
tofore inadvertently  given  (as  is  admitted  on  all  hands) 
on  the  reference  of  a  petition?  A  vote  on  a  kindred 
petition  has  just  been  taken,  and  gentlemen  all  around 
roe  exclaim  they  were  tricked,  they  were  entrapped. 
Yes,  sir,  such  is  the  language  of  a  distinguished  gentle- 
man from  Virginia,  with  whom  1  find  myself  acting  on 
this  question;  but  with  whom,  in  all  human  probability, 
1  shall  find  myself  acting  on  no  other.  And,  sir,  let  me 
ask,  if  the  majority  desire  to  avail  themselves  of  a  vote 
thus  obtained?  I  know  not  the  feelings  of  this  body,  but, 
regarding  it  as  a  body  of  gentlemen,  I  am  almost  afraid 
of  giving  offence  by  asking  the  question.  Those  with 
whom  1  act  here,  sir,  and  with  whom  I  have  acted  in 
times  which  are  past,  and  in  a  crisis,  every  thing  of  which 
I  am  willing  should  be  forgotten,  but  the  great  principles 
which  were  asserted,  a  band  of  patrioU  whose  party 
name  is  the  only  epitaph  1  desire  upon  my  tomb,  have 
hfien  charged  with  getting  up  this  discussion  for  party 
purposes.  It  is  untrue.  No,  sir,  we  not  only  will  not 
ourselves,  nor  will  we  allow  others  to  touch  this  vital 
and  delicate  question  for  any  such  purpose.  On  this 
subject,  hands  off  is  the  word.  Thus  far  may  you  go, 
but  no  farther.  Let  gentlemen  here  and  elsewhere  go 
on  in  their  petty  intrigues,  their  degrading  scramble  for 
the  offices,  the  honors  of  this  Government— but  there  is 
ojie  interest  which  must  not  be  involved,  and  it  is  this. 
As  to  discussing  this  subject  before  any  human  tribu- 
nal, I  will  not.  I  will  not  condescend  to  vindicate  to 
this  House  or  elsewhere,  this  or  any  other  of  our  do- 
mestic institutions.  It  is  no  affair  of  yours;  you  have 
no  right  to  touch  it,  still  less  to  demand  a  reason 
of  us  for  its  continuance.  The  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire,  [Mr.  Pibbci,]  and  I  must  say  that  his  voice 
sounded  in  my  ear  as  the  voice  of  a  friend,  said  that  we 
of  the  South  could  not  know  the  state  of  things  at  the 
North;  that  in  his  district  there  was  not  one  abolitionist 
in  five  hundred.  If  I  did  not  know  it  before,  I  do  now, 
sir,  because  he  has  said  so.  Let  me  say,  in  my  ttirn, 
that  he  does  not  know  the  state  of  feeling  at  the  South, 
and  I  do,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  my  responsibilities, 
declare  that  in  my  opinion  nothing  will  satisfy  the  exci- 
ted, the  almost  frenzied  South,  but  an  indignant  rejec- 
tion of  these  petitions;  such  a  rejection  as  will,  at  the 
same  time  that  it  respects  the  right  of  petitioning,  ex- 
press the  predetermination,  the  foregone  conclusion,  of 
the  House  on  the  subject— a  rejection,  sir,  that  will  sat- 
isfy the  South,  and  serve  as  an  indignant  rebuke  to  the 
fanatics  of  the  North.  But  we  are  told  that  such  a  course, 
whilst  it  would  satisfy  the  South,  would  offend  the  peo- 
pie  of  the  North.  How  so,  sir?  I  had  thought  that  it 
was  the  South  that  was  interfered  with,  the  South  that 
was  injured,  that  it  was  the  South  that  was  to  be  satis- 
fied. Who  is  it  at  the  North  that  we  are  to  conciliate? 
The  fanatics?  Fanatics,  did  I  say,  sir?  Never  before 
was  so  vile  a  band  dignified  with  that  name.  They  are 
murderers,  foul  murderers,  accessaries  before  the  fact, 
and  Ihey  know  it,  of  murder,  robbery,  rape,  infanticide. 
Sir,  this  question  must  be  settled;  if  I  may  so  speak,  it 
must  be  killed;  a  just  regard  to  the  rights  and  feelings 
of  the  South,  to  the  peace  and  harmony  of  this  great 
republic,  the  permanency  of  our  institution^,  demand  it; 
in  short,  sir,  every  consideration  which  can  address  itself 
to  a  patriot  demands  it.  Yes,  sir,  in  the  presence  of  the 
armed  monarchies  of  Europe,  with  all  the  powerful  ele- 
ments both  on  this  and  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic, 
already  in  incipient  commotion,  already  rumbling  in  their 
deep  crater,  he  is  wilfully  blind  who  does  not  see  that 
the  time  is  not  distant  when  union,  concert,  all  the  pa- 
triotism, all  the  virtue,  all  the  wisdom  of  our  whole  coun- 
try, will  be  demanded.     Shall  we,  sir,  continue  to  stir 


this  most  prolific  source  of  discord,  ay  of  hatred,  or  shall 
we  settle  it,  and  forever? 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  very  few  things  which  my 
constituents  could  ask  of  me  that  I  would  not  do.  But, 
sir,  if  these  insulting  petitions — insulting  alike  to  them 
and  to  me — are  continually  to  be  read  here;  if  I  am  to 
be  told  that  my  constituents  are  land-pirates,  cruel,  inhu- 
man, avaricious — yes,  sir,  avaricious — (some  of  these 
adjectives,  considering  the  geography  of  these  petitions, 
are  badly  chosen;)  if,  I  repeat,  my  constituents  are  to 
be  here  calumniated  and  insulted,  they  must  get  some 
other  proxy  than  myself  to  receive  these  insults.  Sir, 
the  people  of  the  universal  South  have  for  years  regpard- 
ed  this  question  of  emancipation  in  this  District  as  iden- 
tical with  a  proposition  to  emancipate  the  slaves  of  the 
whole  South,  and  no  human  power  can  change  that 
opinion;  and,  sir,  let  me  ask  if  that  is  not  the  view  of 
these  petitioners  themselves?  What  is  their  language? 
"  That  slavery"  causes  our  nation  to  be  regarded  by 
the  world  as  cruel,  avaricious,  inhuman .  Will  abolition 
in  this  District  remove  that  impression  whilst  slavery 
exists  in  the  whole  South?  Why  no,  sir;  and  they  well 
know  it.  They  mean  more.  Would  a  direct  proposition 
to  emancipate  the  staves  of  the  South  be  entertained  here 
one  moment?  Dare  this  House  do  it?  Dare  it  do  it,  I 
say;  for  I  am  sure  it  would  not  dare  to  do  an  act  which 
might  produce  calamities  so  terrible  to  us  all.  And  yet, 
sir,  this  proposition,  which  both  sides  regard  as  identi- 
cal, is  to  be  treated  with  all  due  courtesy,  lest  you  of- 
fend that  very  worthy  band  of  gentlemen,  the  fanatics 
of  the  North,  a  most  notable  set  of  philanthropists,  who 
seek  to  place  the  black  race  in  a  worse  condition  than 
they  now  are,  and  that  such  would  be  the  result,  they 
have  the  daily  evidence  before  their  eyes,  by  the  mas- 
sacre of  the  whites  of  the  whole  South.  I  tell  gentle- 
men that  they  are  walking  in  a  magazine  with  a  lighted 
torch  in  their  hands.  Gentlemen  may  not  be  aware 
that,  while  they  are  indulging  in  very  poor  sarcasms  "on 
the  sublime  beauties**  of  slavery,^hey  are  not,  I  am  sure 
they  are  not,  aware  of  the  tr^ie  situation  of  the  country 
as  to  this  most  delicate  and  dangerous  subject.  Yes, 
sir,  whilst  gentlemen  are  indulging  here  or  elsewhere  a 
sickly  philanthropy,  and  shedding,  or  causing  to  be 
shed,  crocodile  tears  over  the  condition  of  the  pour 
African,  they  must  cause  tears  to  flow  of  a  very  differ- 
ent kind,  such  tears  as  were  shed  at  Southamption. 
This,  sir,  is  all  that  they  can  do.  As  to  any  effort  now 
or  ever  to  accomplish  their  purposes,  no  one  man  at 
the  South  has  any  fears.  No,  sir,  thank  God,  on  this 
subject  we  are  united,  and  our  position  is  one  of  securi- 
ty, of  impregnable  safety.  Mr.  Speaker,  1  should  be 
an  unworthy  representative  of  the  people  who  have 
honored  me  with  their  confidence,  if  I  could  so  far  for- 
get what  was  due  to  myself  and  to  this  House,  as  to  in- 
dulge in  the  language  of  menace,  but  still  more  unwor- 
thy if  I  were  to  palter  with  this  great  subject.  I  can- 
not, sir,  mollify  with  a  phrase.  I  have  not  obtained  my 
seat  here  by  prating  about  this  glorious  Union.  I  will 
only  now  say  that  I  have  a  profound,  1  hope  a  wise,  but 
by  no  means  a  fanatical,  attachment  to  it.  There  are 
things  which  I  value  more,  and  1  tell  gentlenqen,  in  all 
candor  and  good  feeling,  that,  if  the  people  of  any  por- 
tion of  this  country  regard  slavery  as  a  national  disgrace, 
they  must  make  up  their  minds  whether  the  advantaj^s 
of  a  union  with  us  are  worth  the  disgrace,  if  any  thing 
be  the  price  to  honorable  men  of  dishonor;  or,  sir,  they 
must  cut  the  cord  that  unites  and  be  off;  and  God  speed 
them,  however  much  I  should  deplore  the  event  under 
any  other  circumstances. 

The  very  distinguished  member  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Adams]  has  stated  some  appalling  facts  in  a  speech, 
sir,  to  which  I  roust  apply,  with  some  change  of  the 
order,  a  very  pointed   remark,  as  his  remarks  always 
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are  pointe<l,  mnde  by  that  gentleman  on  Ihe  message  of 
the  President  at  the  last  session,  that,  whatever  the 
world  may  think  of  its  spirit,  there  can  be  but  one  opin- 
ion of  its  prudencp.  He  says,  sir,  that,  if  this  matter  is 
forced  uporrthe  House,  the  speeches  of  every  member 
north  of  Mason  and  Dickson'n  line,  will  be  an  incendiary 
pamphlet.  1  trust  not,  sir.  1  can  but  hope  that  gen- 
tleman is  mistaken.  That  venerable  gentleman  -  has 
been  so  long,  and,  in  some  instances,  so  furtunate  for 
liis  country,  \n  the  public  service,  that  much  of  the  his- 
tory of  his  life  is  known  to  us  all;  and,  sir,  we  certainly 
have  a  very  striking  instance  about  the  period  of  1808 
of  a  very  acute  and  very  accurate  perception  of  the 
state  of  public  opinion,  and  to  what  point  it  w8s  tending; 
but,  sir,  (and  I  would  not  for  the  world  recall  to  that 
distinguished  gentleman  an  unpleasant  reminiscence,) 
we  had  about  this  time  last  year  an  equally  signal  in- 
stance of  a  mistake  as  to  the  sentiments  of  his  own  con- 
stituents upon  the  subject  of  the  French  war  I  will  not 
say  a  mistake  which  he  may  have  had  occasion  to  regret, 
but  it  was  certainly  one  which  forced  upon  him  the  ex- 
tremity of  having  to  demonstrate  that  a  spade  was  not 
a  spade. 

I  hope  ,that  the  gentleman  is  again,  as  last  year,  mis- 
taken as  to  the  public  sentiment  of  the  North.  But,  sir, 
be  he  right  or  wrong,  the  South  demands  to  know  the 
truth,  and  if  I  had  not  been  so  resolved  before  that 
speech  was  made,  to  bring  gentlemen  to  the  experimen- 
ium  aruds — the  test  of  a  vote — I  am  now. 

One  word  in  conclusion;  and,  sir,  it  is  from  one  who, 
however  obscure,  was  not  the  least  ardent  in  the  late 
happily  ended  struggle  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 
I  assure  this  House,  and  proclaim  from  my  place  here 
to  the  country,  that  there  is  not  now  one  remnant  of 
unkind  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  that  State  to 
any  other  section.  "The  winter  of  our  discontent"  is  gone, 
and  I  bear  the  most  willing  testimony  to  the  balmy  in- 
fluence of  the  popular  meeting^  at  the  North  upon  our 
irritated  community.  It  may  be  in  God's  good  provi- 
dence— a  providence  always  good,  often  inscrutable — 
that,  however  vile  may  have  been  the  instruments  used 
in  causing  this  excitement,  it  may  end  in  the  cor- 
dial, the  affectionate  union  of  all  actions.  Improve  the 
opportunity.  The  action  of  this  House  may  go  forih 
into  the  South  with  healing  on  its  wing^,  or,  sir,  it  may, 
ip  use  the  eloquent  language  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
{^inia,  [Mr.  Wise,]  be  the  signal  to  rally  the  clan.  The 
ties  that  bind  us  together,  and  I  thank  God  for  it,  are 
many  and  powerful:  the  silver  bond  of  interest;  but 
that  interest  must  be  mutual;  the  silken  cord  of  affec- 
tion, the  most  powerful  of  all— or  the  iron  chain  of  des- 
potism— but  let  me  tell  you,  sir,  that  every  link  of  that 
-^hain  will  be  blood  stained. 

Mr.  MORRIS,  of  Pennsylvania,  said,  the  question  is 
upon  the  reconsideration  of  a  vote  which  was  taken  by 
the  Rouse  on  Saturday  last,  and  then  decided  in  the  af- 
firmative, to  refer  a  petition  for  the  abolition  of  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  Committee  upon  the 
District.  It  is  with  reluctance,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  feel 
myself  constrained  to  trespass  for  a  moment  upon  the  pa- 
tii^nce  of  the  House,  in  offering  my  reasons  for  the  vote 
which  I  shall  give.  I  should  not  do  it  now,  if  I  did  not 
feel  reminded  of  my  duty,  by  a  remark  which  inciden- 
tally  fell  from  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Adams]  this  morning,  that  some  years  ago  it 
had  devolved  upon  him  to  present  a  number  of  petitions 
upon  this  subject,  from  the  Society  of  Friends  in  the 
State  of  Pensylvania,  many  members  of  which  Society  I 
have  the  honor  of  representing  upon  this  floor;  and  I  may 
be  permitted  to  take  the  occasion  to  say,  although  this 
is  not  the  time  nor  the  place  to  pass  a  eulogium,  that 
they  are  as  respectable,  as  honorable,  and  as  intelligent, 
as  any  other  portion  of  the  community.     Sir,  for  the 


same  reasons  uhich  I  understood  to  actuate  the  honora- 
ble gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  and  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  who  sits  near  me,  although  their 
views  of  the  means  to  attain  this  object  are  different,  to 
wit:  to  give  quiet  and  repose  to  this  agitating  question,  I 
shall  vote  against  the  reconsideration.  I  hold  it  to  be 
important,  that  we  should  meet  this  question  in  all  its 
bearings;  that  a  reference  should  be  made  of  these  me- 
morials to  a  committee,  who  would  give  it  a  calm,  dis- 
passionate, and  temperate  consideration;  present  the 
facts  of  the  case  to  this  House  and  to  the  country;  and 
let  it  be  Anally  acted  upon  as  other  petitions  are,  that 
we  and  the  country  may  arrive  at  a  safe  and  satisfactory 
conclusion  upon  it.  Sir,  it  is  to  appease  and  assuage  the 
troubled  waters  that  have  been  moving  upon  this  ques- 
tion, that  I  am  in  favor  of  a  reference,  in  order  that  there 
may  be  a  report  upon  it  by  the  committee.  It  has  been 
stated  that  there  are  matters  of  deep  and  vital  impor- 
tance involved  in  the  decision  of  this  absorbing  question; 
matters  affecting  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  land:  it 
has  been  stated,  that  there  are  vested  rights  of  proper- 
ty, which  rights  are  guarantied  to  the  people  of  the  Dis- 
trict, of  which  we  could  not  constitutionally  deprive 
them.  And  upon  this  part  of  the  inquiry,  there  was  an 
attempt  made  by  a  gentleman,  two  or  three  days  ago,  to 
refer  to  and  read  the  ordinance  or  act  of  cession  of  a 
part  of  this  District;  but  in  the  then  pending  question, 
it  was  pronounced  not  to  be  in  order  to  go  into  the 
merits  of  the  inquiry.  I  hold  it  to  be  pertinent  and  im- 
portant that  the  relative  position  in  which  the  master 
and  the  slave  stand  towards  each  other  in  this  District, 
upon  legal  and  constitutional  principles,  should  be  made 
known  to  the  community.  But,  sir,  there  is  another 
view  of  this  interesting  subject,  which  merits  the  respect 
of  a  reference  and  the  attention  of  a  committee.  The 
consideration  of  the  expediency  of  agitating  the  subject 
at  this  time;  the  propriety  of  changing  the  laws  of  this 
District  with  reference  to  the  inhabitants  and  the  sur- 
rounding States,  are  matters  which  are  presented  before 
us,  and  the  sense  and  justice  of  Congress  are  appealed 
to  on  that  ground.  It  is  urged  upon  us,  and  yet  with- 
out the  opportunity  of  accompanymg  the  appeal  by  the 
alleged  reasons,  that  Congress  should  refrain  from  stir- 
ring  this  subject,  fs  it  not  important,  sir,  that  the  af^ 
guments  ou  both  sides,  and  on  all  sides,  of  this  question, 
should  be  set  forth,  that  the  people  may  be  inform- 
ed, and  that  they  may  judge  for  themselves^  It  is, 
I  take  it,  of  the  highest  importance  to  the  people, 
both  of  the  North  and  the  South,  that  this  inquiry  should 
be  had,  freely  and  dispassionately.  It  is  with  this  view, 
and  for  these  reasons,  that  I  am  opposed  to  a  reconsid- 
eration of  the  subject,  and  wish  it  to  abide  the  de- 
cision already  made.  Sir,  upon  this  question,  it  is  not 
competent  for  me  to  enter  into  the  merits  or  demerits  of 
the  principles,  or  of  the  abolition  of  slavery.  I  am  ad- 
monished by  the  hour,  that  I  ought  not  further  to  pro- 
long this  debate;  but  being  placed  in  the  position  in  which 
I  am,  and  entertaining  the  opinions  which  I  do,  I  could 
not,  in  duty  to  myself  or  my  constituents^  forbear  to  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  to  submit  these  few  re- 
flections, before  I  record  my  vote  upon  the  journals. 
Mr.  M.  having  concluded,  the  House  adjourned. 


TUESDAT,  DXCSMBER  22. 

SLAVKRY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  question  being  that  depending  from  yesterday, 
on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Pattow  for  a  reconsideration  of 
the  vote  by  which  a  memorial  praying  Congress  to  abol- 
ish slavery  within  the  District  of  Columbia,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District —  •     s 

Mr.  GRANGER,  of  New  York,  rose  and  said: 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  protest  against  the  manner  in 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2009 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


2010 


Dec.  22,  1835.] 


Slavery  in  the  District  of  Cofumbia. 


[H.  or  R. 


which  the  names-  of  these  petitioners  h»ve  been  con- 
founded with  the  abolitionists  of  the  North.  They  are 
men  of  as  pure  hearts  and  a^  pure  lives  as  any  gentlemen 
of  South  Carotins;  they  are  men  to  whom  the  constitu- 
tion of  this  country  is  as  sacked  as  it  is  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  South,  and  who  will  rally  in  its  defence  with  a 
spirit  and  power  equal  to  that  which  was  ever  brought 
to  its  aid  by  that  gfallant  people.  Sir,  I  hold  the  aboli- 
tionists of  the  North  in  no  higher  respect  than  do  the 
gentlemen  from  Carolina,  or  from  any  other  section  of 
the  country.  There  are  many  of  them  for  whose  mo- 
tives I  hfeve  no  respect;  there  are  others  whose  motives 
are  honest,  but  to  whom,  misguided  as  they  are,  I  would 
say,  stay  your  hand;  you  must  not  "scatler,  firebrands, 
arrows,  and  death,  and  say,  we  are  in  sport."  Of  them 
1  say,  deal  with  them,  under  the  constitution  and  laws 
of  the  land,  as  you  think  proper;  but  when  I  am  called 
upon  to  confound  these  petitioners  with  such  persons,  1 
feel  it  my  duty  to  enter  my  protest. 

Sir,  who  are  these  petitioners?  They  are  persons 
who,  looking  to  the  letter  of  the  constitution  of  their 
country,  and  finding  there  that  Congress  has  the  right  of 
exclusive  legislation  for  this  District,  and  not  looking  be- 
yond that,  to  the  grants  of  cession  by  the  States  of  Vir- 
ginia and  Maryland,  to  see  under  what  reservations 
those  grants  were  made  and  accepted;  and  without  stop- 
ping th  ask  the  still  more  important  question,  whether 
the  residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia  require  any  in- 
terference, suppose  that  Congress  have  a  right  to  legis- 
late upon  this  subject.  Starting  upon  this  abstract 
proposition,  they  have  supposed  they  had  a  right  to  ap- 
pear at  the  bar  of  this  House,  and  to  ask  that  the  seat  of 
Government  of  a  free  nation  should  be  inhabited  by 
those  only  who  are  free. 

Such,  sir,  is  the  condition  of  these  petitioners;  and  I 
can  never  consent  that  they  should  be  designated  as 
murderers,  or  that  their  names  should  be  mingled  with 
those  of  the  abolitionists. 

Let  us  take  them  more  in  detail.  Who  are  they?  I 
fihst  mention  my  worthy  predecessor,  [Mr.  Dickson,]  in 
whoxe  bosom  beats  a  heart  as  honest  as  God  ever  gave 
to  man,  and  in  whose  veins  flows  the  blood  of  as  pure  a 
patriotism  as  animates  the  breast  of  any  member  of  this 
Mouse.  He  Is  not  a  gentleman  against  whom  the  charge 
of  constructive  murder  Is  to  be  brought. 

Who  next?  I  am  a  citizen  of  New  York,  a  State  that 
will  assist  the  gentlemen  of  South  Carolina  in  keeping 
the  chain  of  union  bright  and  strong  to  the  last.  And, 
although  sometimes  collision  may  arise,  and  there  may 
be  more  friction  than  is  desirable,  still  it  is  a  collision 
which  will  bring  th^  chain  from  the  contest  stronger  and 
brighter  than  before.  It  should  be  remembered,  and  I 
regret  to  say  that  it  seems  to  have  been  forgotten,  that 
the  popular  branch  of  the  Legislature  of  New  York, 
during  the  winter  session  of  1829,  by  a  most  decided 
majority,  embracing  all  political  parties,  and  as  much 
talent  and  patriotism  as  can  be  found  in  any  legislative 
hall  of  this  nation,  passed  by  a  decided  vote  their  opin- 
ion that  it  was  competent  for  the  Congress  of  the  United 
StHtes  to  legislate  on  this  subject.  1  cannot  consent,  and 
I  should  hold  southern  gentlemen  recreant  to  their  own 
honor  could  they  consent,  that  a  charge  thus  odious 
should  be  quietly  made  ag^ainst  the  representatives  of 
their  people;  nor  can  I  consent  that  it  should  be  made 
against  mine.  A  majority  of  the  Legislature  of  New 
York,  differing  as  I  did  in  part  from  them,  are  not,  by 
implication,  or  construction,  murderers;  and  although 
there  may  be  those  in  this  House  on  whom  the  duty  of 
defending  that  Legislature  would  more  properly  devolve, 
still  I  cannot  pass  over  thin  allegation  in  silence. 

Who  are  next^  The  peaceful  disciples  of  William 
Penn! — a  people  who  inflict  wounds  nowhere,  but  who 
carry  the  healing  balm  of  consolation  and  sympathy  for 


human  suffering  throughout  the  civilized  world.  I  have 
yet  to  learn  that  this  society  should  be  called  murderers, 
but  for  the  courtesy  of  any  gentleman. 

Who  next^  The  ladies!  for  they  have  presented  pe- 
titions here.  1  probably  shall  not  differ  with  tome,  as 
to  the  propriety  of  their  interference;  nor  will  they  dif- 
fer from  me  when  I  say  that,  if  they  choose  to  bring 
their  power  to  bear,  such  petitioners  are  most  fearful 
disturbers  of  man's  repose.  Indeed,  there  are  few  gen- 
tlemen, from  the  South  or  the  North,  who  have  not 
received  many  heartfelt  wotmds  from  that  source;  but 
which,  fortunately,  are  not  of  a  character  to  endanger 
the  Union.  These  murderers  are  like  those  in  Mac- 
beth— they  only  "  murder  sleep."  This,  sir,  is  the  situ- 
ation of  the  petitioners,  against  whom  gentlemen  have 
uttered  such  denunciations. 

But  we  are  called  upon  to  consider  this  question,  fur 
the  purpose  of  expressing  our  opinion  on  the  abolition 
of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colombia;  and  at  the  same 
time  we  are  told  that  it  should  not  be  discussed.  Sir,  a 
resolution  has  been  read  at  the  table,  and,  when  in 
order,  we  are  told,  is  to  be  submitted  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House,  which  will  open  this  question  for 
debate  as  fully  as  if  it  had  been  referred  to  a  committee, 
and  they  had  reported  a  bill  for  the  abolition  of  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.  And  yet  we  are  to  recon- 
sider this  vote,  and  then  to  cripple  the  debate,  merely 
because  the  question  cannot  be  discussed. 

Why  is  it  that  we  have  become  so  suddenly  sensitive? 
Differing  as  I  do  from  many  of  my  constituents,  1  liave 
never  entertained  but  one  opinion — and  that  is,  that 
even,  if  the  constitutional  right  exists,  which  I  doubt 
strongly,  there  is  no  question  of  policy  now  existing 
which  should  call  for  legislation  upon  this  subject. 

I  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr.  J.  Qi.  Adams,]  asserted  yesterday;  and 
1  find  no  reason  why  this  petition  shoidd  be  driven  from 
the  House.  It  has  been  read  at  the  table.  Are  not  its 
terms  respectful?  1  think  they  are;  and  that,  if  they 
are  not  crimped  and  plaited  according  to  the  strictest 
conventional  rules  of  refined  society,  still  they  are  so 
respectful  that,  proceeding  from  freemen,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  freemen,  in  my  opinion,  are  bound  to 
receive  them. 

If  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hammond] 
wishes  my  direct  vote  upon  this  (question,  let  him  meet 
the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  (I  be- 
lieve,) that  these  petitions  go  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia,  or  to  a  select  committee,  and  that 
a  report  be  made,  as  it  will  be  made,  meeting  the  wishes 
of  these  gentlemen;  and  then  he  shall  have  my  vote 
fearlessly  in  his  favor.  But  when  he  insists  that  I  shall 
either  evade  this  question,  or  strike  through  it  and  in- 
flict a  deep  wound  on  the  guarantied  right  of  petition, 
then  I  say,  as  fearlessly,  that  I  will  stand  by  the  doc- 
trine of  the  venerable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
however  heterodox  that  doctrine  may  appear.  Who 
would  have  believed  that  from  the  very  quarter  of  the 
country  to  which  the  constitution  of  the  United  States 
could  not  be  made  acceptable  until  the  right  of  freedom 
of  speech,  freedom  of  the  press,  and  the  right  of  peti- 
tion, had  been  secured,  this  proposition  would  have 
emanated?  Who  would  have  believed  that  an  attempt 
would  have  been  made  to  drive  the  petitioners  from  this 
hall  by  those  very  men  who  profess  to  believe,  as  I  be- 
lieve, *«  that  freedom  of  opinion  is  to  be  tolerated,  where 
reason  is  left  free  to  combat  error?" 

Mr.  INGER90LL  rose  and  said: 

Believing  that  the  motion  before  the  House  will  not 
reach  the  object  entertained  by  either  .side,  I  have 
put  together  a  resolution  which  it  is  my  intention  to  sub- 
mit for  consideration  when  it  shall  be  perfectly  in  order. 
It  runs  thus: 
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Beaoloedf  That  the  holding  of  slaves  is  a  right  clearly 
recognised  by  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  and 
is  thereby  secured  to  the  citizens  of  those  States  whose 
policy  does  not  forbid  it  as  the  legitimate  subject  of  in- 
dividual property,  and  source  of  political  influence  and 
power,  and  all  attempts  to  interfere  with  or  molest  them 
in  iis  exercise  or  enjoyment  are  impolitic,  uncoustitu- 
tional,  and  unjust. 

Surely  the  proposition  now  before  us  docs  not  go  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  Kncouragement  to  petitions  having 
for  their  object  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbin,  is  deprecated,  because  (as  has  been  said)  it 
would  be  an  entering  wedge  to  further  interference. 
Rights  exist  which  are  in  themselves  considered  unques- 
tionable. These  are  to  be  guarded  from  any  and  every 
encroachment.  Be  it  so.  Why  not  assert  and  maintain 
them,  then,  at  once,  without  regard  to  the  mere  incident 
which,  although  far  from  insignificant  in  itself,  must  be 
comparatively  unimportant? 

The  nature  of  the  motion  now  submitted  is  such  as 
scarcely  to  afford  an  opportunity  to  decide  either  of  the 
iipportant  questions  to  which  attention  has  been  called 
in  the  course  of  the  debate.  They  are  two:  First,  the 
one  immediately  involved  in  the  memorial  on  the  table, 
and  expressed  on  the  face  of  it — the  abolition  or  con- 
tinuance of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  and, 
secondly,  the  broader  and  more  pressing  inquiry,  whe- 
ther measures  shall  be  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of 
assuaging  the  feelings,  and  arresting  and  preventing  at- 
tempts to  interfere  with  the  constitutional  rights  and 
personal  security  of  the  citizens  of  the  slaveholding 
States. 

It  will  be  perceived  at  once  that  the  last  of  these  in- 
quiries is  not  directly  involved  at  all  in  the  proceeding 
before  us.  If  it  be  so  in  any  way,  it  must  be  incidental- 
ly only.  In  that  >6ense,  I  cannot  doubt  it,  since  it  has 
been  made  (as  to  the  abuse  itself,  or  the  probable  re- 
nnedy  for  it)  a  prominent  object  of  remark  throughout 
the  discussion.  That  the  two  things  may  have  a  bearing 
upon  each  other,  is  altogether  a  reasonable  conclusion, 
and,  in  that  view,  a  separation  of  them  in  debate  could 
not  fairly  be  expected.  But  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  or  the  rejection  of  it,  will 
settle  nothing  with  regard  to  the  more  important  and 
interesting  inquiry  and  complaint-^the  complaint  of  un- 
due interference,  and  the  inquiry  how  it  can  best  be  put 
a  stop  to  at  present,  and  avoided  in  future.  If  legisla- 
tion be  unnecessary  to  prevent  the  diffusion  of  injurious 
publications,  they  will  be  equally  prevented  whether 
slavery  be  abolished  in  the  District  of  Columbia  or  not. 
If  legislation,  on  the  other  hand,  be  requisite  for  that 
purpose,  it  must  still  be  resorted  to,  although  slavery 
should  be  preserved  and  perpetuated  here  as  it  original- 
ly stood,  and  still  exists  in  those  sections  of  the  two 
growing  empires  that  were  cut  off  from  their  parent 
stocks  tor  the  exclusive  legislation  of  the  United  States. 

Thus  nothing  will  be  gained  or  lost  to  the  one  ques- 
tion by  the  determination  of  the  other,  even  if  that  de-- 
termination  itself  were  now  within  the  reach  of  the 
House.  Will  the  vote  now  aimed  at  reach  the  object 
that  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  question  desire  to 
attain:  Will  it  fairly  or  effectually  decide  the  point  of 
abolition  or  conservation  any  where?  I  fear  not,  and 
believing  that  to  be  the  case,  and  believing,  also,  that  a 
mere  silent  vote  would  not  sufficiently  explain  the  motives 
which  lead  to  it,  I  will  venture  to  trespass  for  a  moment 
on  the  patience  of  the  House,  by  urging  the  reasons 
which  induce  me  to  wish  that  another  course  might  have 
been  taken.  Before  I  sit  down,  I  may  trouble  the 
House  also  with  a  remark  as  to  the  necessity,  or  the 
absence  of  it,  of  movements  here  in  relation  to  the  evils 
complained  of  in  the  Southern  and  some  of  the  Western 
States. 


As  to  the  whole  question,  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
is  peculiarly  circumstanced.  She  has  at  this  moment 
scarcely  a  remnant  of  slave  population  within  her  limits. 
Her  soil  and  climate  do  not  require  it.  A  respectable 
part  of  her  people,  too,  descendants  of  her  patriarchal 
founder,  and  retaining  all  of  his  primitive  simplicity  in 
feeling  and  in  manners,  consists  of  individuals  who  are 
supposed  to  be  generally  opposed  to  slavery  according 
to  the  sincerest  convictions  of  their  consciences.  In 
their  own  practice  they  scrupulously  refrain  from  it- 
Some  of  them  rigidly  abstain  from  those  enjoyments, 
and  even  comforts,  of  life  which  are  the  ordinary  pro- 
ducts of  slave  labor.  Yet,  in  such  a  community,  among 
a  people  whose  masses  and  aggregate  contain  a  large  in- 
gredient of  the  character  I  have  described,  feelings  have 
been  entertained  and  expressed,  measures  have  been 
adopted  and  promulgated,  which,  if  the  sympathies  of 
the  South  are  to  be  influenced  by  the  promptness  and 
sincerity  of  corresponding  sympathies,  cannot  fail  to  win 
their  affection  and  regard.  I  want  to  impress  on  the 
minds  of  honorable  gentlemen  around  me,  and,  through 
them,  on  the  nation,  that,  in  the  district  which  I  have 
the  honor  in  part  to  represent,  there  has  been  as  cordial 
and  animated  an  expression  of  sentiment  on  this  irrita- 
ting subject  as  could  have  resounded  in  acclamation 
from  one  of  their  own  hospitable  cities,  or  arisen  from 
the  midst  of  their  own  fertile  fields.  If  Pennsylvania 
was  the  first  to  dispense  with  these  institutions  for  her- 
self, she  has  not  been  the  last  to  buckle  on  her  armor, 
and  to  extend  the  right  hand  of  fellowship  to  her 
brethren  of  the  South.  I  mean  to  miHce  no  vain  boast 
of  her  liberality,  to  claim  no  merit  here  for  her  motives. 
History  has  recorded  the  event  of  her  abolition.  L.et  it 
stand,  if  you  will,  upon  the  present  occasion,  on  the 
ground  of  her  not  wanting,  for  her  own  best  interests,  the 
continuance  of  slavery.  She  certainly  deems  her  con- 
dition the  better  without  it.  Yet  I  have  the  satisfaction 
to  say,  without  a  boast,  that  our  constituents  are  not  apt 
to  be  backward  in  the  duties  of  kindness  and  assistance 
at  a  moment  of  apprehended  or  existing  need.  The 
flames  which  have  been  devastating  a  portion  of  a  sister 
city  had  not  ceased  to  blaze,  when  they  gave  living 
proofs  of  the  sincerity  of  their  friendship,  and  the  ardor 
and  promptness  with  which  they  would  lend  their  succor 
to  their  suffering  friends. 

I  had  hoped  that  there  was  no  substantial  diflTerence 
of  opinion  on  the  principal  point,  in  this  House,  and, 
therefore,  as  the  representation  is  universal,  that  there 
could  be  virtually  none  in  the  nation.  Hie  chord  that 
appeared  to  vibrate  in  harmony  here,  is  only  responsive 
to  sounds  that  have  been  uttered  on  the  banks  of  almost 
every  river  north  of  the  Susquehannah,  to  the  extremest 
limits  of  the  land.  Until  ver>'  recently  these  strings 
would  not  have  been  struck  at  all.  An  occasion  had  not 
before  presented  itself,  when  such  utterance  would  have 
been  necessary,  and  in  the  absence  of  necessity  it  would 
have  been  unwise.  The  North  deemed  itself  bound, 
indeed,  to  abstain  from  a  discussion  that  would  have 
been  eminently  unprofitable  at  any  former  period  of  the 
national  history.  Their  patriots  had  united  in  planting 
seed,  which  was  to  be  lefi  peculiarly,  if  not  exclusively, 
to  the  culture  of  their  co-patriota  of  the  South.  There 
grew  up  from  it  a  sensitive  plant  that  would  scarcely 
bear  the  slightest  touch,  and,  by  common  consent,  its 
delicacy  was  respected,  and  all  interference  with  it  was 
avoided. 

Time,  however,  in  its  experimental  course,  gave  birth 
to  prodigious  changes  in  the  colonial  institutions  of 
another  country,  and  the  officious  sensibilities  of  some  of 
its  own  subjects  were  influenced  to  an  attempt  to  fasten 
or  frighten  them  upon  us.  The  standard  was  raised 
with  a  prudence  at  least  equal  to  the  zeal  which 
prompted  its  erection,  at  a  distance  from  the  scene 
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where  the  effect  was  to  be  produced.  Some  few  mis- 
guided individuals  answered  to  the  signal.  We,  of  the 
North,  its  actual  population,  strangers  to  all  that  was 
conceived  or  in  progress  about  us,  began  to  suffer  under 
the  stigma  of  hostility  and  incendiary  disposition  towards 
our  southern  brethren.  I  cannot  be  mistaken  when  I 
say  that  the  belief  was  general  that  the  whole  northern 
population  was  arrayed  in  feeling  against  them.  It  was 
necessary  to  disabuse  both  them  and  the  misjudging  few 
who  were  equally  in  error  among  ourselves.  An  early 
effort  was  made  among  those  who  had  descended  from 
the  first  laborers  in  the  blood-stained  fields  of  the  Revo- 
lution, who  fell  at  Lexington,  who,  on  a  memorable 
occasion,  gave  the  tea  to  the  deep.  Their  motives  were 
explained,  and  the  necessity  of  resistance  to  foreign  in- 
termeddling and  domestic  folly  was  made  manifest  by 
one  who,  cotemporary  with  the  early  history  and  coun- 
cils of  the  republic,  and  now  Us  time-honored  sage, 
knew  best  how  to  illustrate  the  character  of  th^e  federal 
compact,  and  the  duties  which,  as  a  compromfse,  it  en- 
joined. 

The  citizens  of  Pennsylvania  were  not  less  prompt  in 
the  expression  of  their  decided  disapprobation  of  all  at- 
tempts to  disturb  the  settled  faith  of  the  Union.  This 
was  done  in  well-attended  meetings  of  the  people,  whose 
sentiments,  it  is  said,  are  never  wrong.  The  expression 
was  as  emphatic  as  the  sentiment  which  it  sprang  from 
was  cordial  and  sincere.  l*he  promites  and  pledges  of 
friendship  were  pure  and  unalloyed.  But  they  were  in- 
dividual and  unofficial.  Our  friends  of  the  South  seemed 
to  look  for  something  more.  A  manifesto  of  good-will 
was  expected  from  a  source  that  might  be  regarded  at 
once  permanent  and  responsible.  Accordingly,  at  the 
very  first  opportunity  that  presented  itself,  at  the  now 
recent  meeting  of  the  Legislature,  the  Executive  of 
Pennsylvania,  in  his  annual  message,  openly  echoed  the 
sentiments  and  judgments  of  the  people.  If  it  be  ne- 
cessary, the  Legislature  will  do  the  like.  What  further 
do  the  intelligenco  and  power  of  the  South  require^ 
Nothing;  literally  nothing.  In  the  best  judgments  of 
their  wise  and  honorable  men,  they  ought  to  be,  and 
they  will  be  satisfied.  What  measures  they  will  adopt 
for  themselves,  thus  assured  against  distant  aggression, 
must  be  for  their  own  wisdom  to  decide,  and  their  own 
firmness  to  execute.  They  have  stout  hearts  and  strong 
arms.  Whether  (I  will  add)  in  the  course  which  may 
be  governed  by  Divine  Providence,  the  day  shall  come 
when  they  will  choose  to  make  arrangements  for  safe 
and  eventual  emancipation,  must  be  lefl  under  that 
gtiidance  which  cannot  err--exclusively  to  themselves. 

I  come  to  ask  them,  in  behalf  of  the  North;  of  those 
who  have  done  all  that  could  be  expected,  or  that  has 
been  required;  of  those  who  are  prepared  to  do  what- 
ever may  be  necessary  or  useful  in  theday  of  greater  need; 
1  merely  ask  that  the  subject  shall  l)e  approached  (now 
that  it  must  be  met  in  this  great  council)  with  mutual 
forbearance  and  respect.  Jealousy  herself  ought  not  to 
doubt  the  disposition  to  keep  the  relations  between  the 
two  sections  of  the  country  free  from  all  influences,  ex- 
cept those  that  are  the  most  generous^  and  just.  My 
object  is  to  allay  excitement,  by  proving,  if  I  can,  that 
the  causes  of  it  exist  no  longer,  and  that  they  will  not 
arise  hereafter,  unless  they  are  excited  by  the  conflict  of 
unnecessary  and  irritating  discussion. 

In  accounting  for  much  of  the  feeling  that  has  extend- 
ed through  the  southern  States,  I  address  myself  rather 
to  their  distant  fellow-citizens  than  to  themselves.  In* 
dignation  at  attempted  or  perpetrated  wrongs  was  not  to 
be  condemned  or  wondered  at.  If  half  the  effects  im- 
puted to  it  are  likely  to  ensue  from  the  interference  that 
18  complained  of,  that  drop  of  cold  blood  that  stirs  or 
stagnates  in  the  veins  of  «  native  of  the  South,  would  be 
rebellious  to  his  nature,    it  is  not  because  any  attempts 


could  be  made  with  success  at  actual  emancipation, 
much  less  at  the  final  overthrow  of  law  and  order,  that 
those  things  are  deprecated.  One  wide-spread  revoli^ 
tion,  ending  in  the -supremacy  of  a  population  of  African 
descent,  is,  I  presume,  too  chimerical  and  absurd  to  be 
within  the  serious  apprehension  of  any  one.  Moral  force 
and  well-digested  discipline;  capacity  for  order  and  ar- 
rangement; wisdom  to  direct,  and  valor  not  to  be  sub- 
dued, among  the  high-minded  and  well-educated  citizens 
of  that  section  of  the  country,  forbid  the  idea  of  any 
thing  like  permanent  or  extensive  mischief. 

Yet  there  are  evils  of  a  less  wide-spread  influence,  of 
which  the  dread  is  by  no  means  visionary;  and,  with  re- 
gard to  them,  early  alarm,  and  steady  watchfulness  and 
precaution,  are  only  true  wisdom. 

A  distinguished  and  eloquent  Representative  from  Vir- 
ginia oiice  declared  upon  this  floor  tliat  the  midnight 
bell  never  tolled  for  fire  at  Richmond  that  the  mother 
did  not  clasp  her  infant  more  closely  to  her  breast.  It 
was,  in  his  estimation,  no  idle  fear  that  doubted  between 
the  perils  of  accidental  conflagration  and  the  horrors  of 
domestic  massacre.  Accordingly,  more  than  once  has 
the  tocsin  sounded  to  the  rescue  from  existing  or  clearly 
meditated  insurrection.  The  fires  of  servile  war  were 
actually  lighted  at  Southhampton;  and,  although  they 
were  speedily  extinguished,  they  left  a  section  of  our 
common  country  clothed  in  the  garments  of  affliction. 
The  best  of  our  citizens  have  been  occasionly  called  on 
to  sit  in  special  commission  on  the  unhappy  victims  of  a 
salutary  vengeance,  and  it  has  been  necessary,  on  such 
occurrences,  to  present  to  other  evil-doers  a  terrible  ex- 
ample. Single  instances  of  ferocious  assassination  have 
also  occurred.  An  unhappy  slave  has  been  convicted 
within  the  last  week  in  this  very  District  of  an  attempt 
to  murder  his  mistress  as  she  slept.  An  anticipation  of 
such  scenes  in  time  to  come,  prompted  by  the  fatal  rec- 
ollection of  them  in  tiroes  past,  may  well  arouse  the 
anxious  feelings,  the  active  indignation  of  those  to  whom 
belongs  the  care  of  the  helpless  and  the  feeble. 

We  need  not  go  far  back  in  time  to  discover  among  the 
outbreakings  of  slavery  traces  of  some  of  the  bloodiest 
butcheries  that  history  recortls.  The  elements  of  fury 
that  could  not  be  satisfied;  of  a  brutal  appetite  for  blind 
and  indiscriminate  revenge,  never  were  more  aptly 
mixed  for  mischief  than  in  the  instance  of  the  revolution 
of  St.  Domingo.  Rome,  in  the  dark  hour  of  the  con- 
spiracy of  Catiline,  did  not  exhibit  a  darker  picture  of 
human  suffering  and  human  crime. 

"  All  hate  bad  license  given  il;  all  rage  reins; 
Slaaghler  besu-id  the  streets: 
No  age  was  spared — no  sex — ^nay,  no  degree; 
Notinfanls  in  the  porch  of  life  were  free. 
Virgins,  and  widowy,  matrons,  tender  wives, 
All  died." 

Independently  of  the  threat  of  attack  on  life,  it  is  im- 
possible to  overlook  the  perfectly  justifiable  motives 
that  give  value  to  properly,  an#make  it  a  duty  to  guard 
U  from  violation.  The  constitution  communicates  this 
character  to  the  right  of  the  slave-owner,  and  secures 
him  in  the  enjoyment  of  it.  It  does  more,  much  more. 
Its  very  first  article  confers  an  importance  on  slave  pop- 
ulation dearer,  in  the  estimate  of  freemen,  and  in  its 
constitution,  towards  the  legitimate  exercise  of  sove- 
reign power,  than  any  which  gjows  out  of  mere  pecu- 
niary circumstances.  In  the  established  ratio  of  repre- 
sentation, and  the  consequent  influence  of  the  represen- 
tatives, and  the  force  and  dignity  they  enjoy  for  them- 
selves and  for  their  constituents,  there  is  (as  all  of  us 
familiarly  know)  an  additional  power  vested  in  the 
slave-holding  States  derived  from  that  circumstance 
alone,  equal  to  three-fifths  of  what  they  would  possess, 
if  every  slave  were  a  free  man,  and,  to  all  intents,  a 
citizen. 
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When  life  or  property,  or  the  privilege  of  represent- 
ation, is  invadeii,  or  threatened  with  invasion,  a  spirit 
of  more  than  opposition  is  aroused,  and  resistance  to 
the  uttermost  is  the  consequence.  I  thus  freely  ac- 
knowledge, because  I  deeply  feel,  how  natural  is  the 
impulse  which  would  prevent  and  repel  encroachment, 
that  wpuld  meet  it  at  the  onset,  or  anticipate  its  organi- 
zation. But  I  confess  it  appears  to  me  that  the  occasion 
now  presented  is  not  calculated  to  call  forth,  and  would 
but  waste,  the  feelings  of  alarmed  affection,  of  watchful 
stewardship,  of  indignant  patriotism,  to  which  t  have  ad- 
verted. No  attempt  is  here  made  to  interfere  with  any 
of  these  sacred  rights.  The  same  constitution  which 
gives  a  thrice-told  security  to  the  possessor  of  slaves, 
and  guards  him  from  the  invasion  of  his  undoubted  priv- 
ileges, confers  too  on  Congress  the  power  to  exercise 
exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  whatsoever,  in  such 
District  (limited  to  ten  miles  in  extent)  as  may  become 
tlic  seat  of  the  Federal  Government.  I  am  not  about  to 
argue  the  question,  whether  this  large  grant  does,  or 
does  not,  include  tlie  power  to  abolish  slavery.  Such 
discussion  would,  at  all  events,  be  premature,  and  is  out 
of  the  course  which  it  is  my  object  at  present  to  pursue. 
Legislation,  however,  is  sovereignty;  and  it  may  be, 
that,  in  a  given  event,  Congress  can  pass  upon  that  grave 
subject  without  encroaching  upon  any  rights,  vested  or 
contingent,  admitted  or  alleged.  I  will  not  anticipate 
the  contingency  of  a  previous  abolition  in  Maryland  and 
Virginia,  and  of  the  united  voice  of  all  the  inhabitants 
of  the  District,  raised  in  one  general  prayer  for  aboli- 
tion. Nor  do  I  overlook  the  proviso  in  the  cession  from 
Virginia,  the  true  construction  of  which  must  limit  it, 
1  think,  to  landed  property.  It  is  easy  to  perceive,  on 
the  other  hand,  an  essential  difference  between  the  vol- 
untary sacrifice  of  a  particular  State  surrendering  its 
own  property,  as  would  be  the  case  where  it  is  done 
through  its  particular  representatives,  and  the  corre- 
sponding movements  of  Congress  upon  petitions  from  a 
distance  with  regard  to  a  District  which  has  no  especial 
representation.  1  do  not  mean  to  argue  that  Congress 
can  legislate  away  this  property,  even  with  the  consent 
of  the  owners;  but  I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
tisey  cannot.  Certainly  a  very  different  issue  is  pre- 
sented by  those  inquiries  from  that  which  grows  out  of 
the  supposed  daring  inroads  of  foreign  enemies  and  do- 
mestic traitors.  It  would  be  greatly  to  be  deplored  that 
the  case  should  be  made  to  assume  a  false  position,  and 
that  a  question  so  easily  to  be  resolved  as  that  which 
rests  upon  the  plain  letter  of  the  constitution,  should  be 
embarrassed  by  difficulties  that  its  spirit  alone  can  over- 
come, and  be  confounded  with  a  question  that  is  alto- 
gether different,  and  (at  lea.st,  comparatively  speaking,) 
doubtful.  I  would  not  be  understood  as  requiring  that 
the  question  of  abolition  here  should  be  left  unde- 
termined; but  I  would  have  it  met,  whenever  it  is  en- 
countered, fairly  and  fully.  Let  it  be  so  determined,  if 
at  all,  as  will  plaice  itattfest,  now  and  forever;  at  rest  for 
ourselves,  and  at  rest  for  the  whole  civilized  world;  tfo 
at  rest,  as  will  afford  an  answer  even  to  the  agitating  or- 
ator of  the  British  Parliament,  whose  itinerant  humanity 
has  extended,  as  it  should  seem,  in  tender  mercy  to  the 
superintendence  of  our  domestic  institutions. 

How  will  a  mere  vote  upon  the  little  emergency  of 
this  little  petition  effect  the  object,  take  it  in  any 
sense?  From  how  many  souls,  male  and  female,  adults 
and  minora,  does  it  come?  I  speak  of  it  with  entire 
respect,  but  I  allude  to  its  numercial  strength,  compared 
with  that  of  the  whole  republic.  Thirteen,  or  a  hun- 
dred and  thirty,  or  thirteen  hundred,  if  you  will.  What 
is  that  to  thirteen  or  fourteen  millions?  Every  day  may 
bring  forth  new  memorials  of  the  same,  or  (which  is  the 
same  thing  in  the  view  I  am  now  taking)  of  an  opposite 
character.     Would  the  simple  rejecti'jn  of  any  number 


of  them  avail?  No,  sir.  Ominous  suggestions  are  con- 
tained in  the  conclusion  of  this  very  paper,  that  the  pe- 
titioners are  not  readily  to  be  turned  aside.  A.pplica. 
tions  may  be  renewed  again,  and  again,  and  again.  The 
whole  time  of  the  House,  and  the  whole  business  of  the 
nation,  may  be  suspended  by  the  discussion  or  decision 
of  them  in  detail,  in  settling,  one  by  one,  memorials 
without  number;  in  the  expression  of  ind^nation  with- 
in these  walls,  and  in  the  exercise  of  a  persevering  ob- 
stinacy without  them.  In  such  a  conflict  the  race  would 
not  probably  be  to  the  swif\,  nor  the  battle  to  the  strong. 
Heretofore  petitions  have  been  referred,  or  laid  upon 
the  table.  An  honorable  gentleman  has  said  the  cir- 
cumstances are  different  at  present.  Then  treat  them 
differently.  Do  not  let  them  remain  unanswered,  as 
they  will  be  in  effect  by  simple  rejection  in  each  case, 
but  take,  or  make  an  early  opportunity  (if  it  must  be) 
to  decide  them  all.  Tn  that  decision,  pronounce  an  em- 
phatic vindication  of  all  we  do. 

Besides,  these  detailed  decisions,  which  I  confess  I 
deprecate,  may  not  be  uniform.  To  say  nothing  of  the 
effect  that  may  be  produced  on  particular  members  by 
the  character  and  language  of  particular  memorials,  by 
their  peculiar  knowledge  of  some  sets  of  petitioners, 
and  want  of  knowledge  of  others,  and  a  consequent  pre- 
disposition or  indisposition  to  listen  to  their  requests,  in 
any  thing  like  a  doubtful  case,  majorities  may  vibrate 
from  circumstances  altogether  adventitious,  and  this  may 
possibly  be  considered  a  case  of  that  description.  There 
are,  1  think,  some  ninety-nine  Representatives  from 
slave-holding  states,  and  one  hundred  and  forty -one 
from  those  which  are  not.  I  do  not  know  tliat  this 
makes  an  essential  difference.  I  hope  it  does  not.  But 
it  may  operate  in  some  degree,  as  early  habits  of  think- 
ing and  association  cannot  fail  to  act  upon  the  mind. 
Members  may  be  absent  from  their  seats.  In  the  shapes 
which  this  subject  assumes,  momentous,  as  in  some  as- 
pects it  is,  it  may  come  up  any  and  every  day.  It  may 
bteal  upon  the  House  unconsciously  to  itself,  ami  almost 
so  to  the  mover.  We  have  had  but  few  days  for  pre- 
senting petitions.  On  each,  I  believe,  il  has  been  the 
subject  of  discussion :  and,  if  this  motion  prevails,  the 
result  in  the  different  cases  will  have  been  different.  I 
could  not  ask  for  a  better  illustration.  For  every  mem- 
ber to  be  every  hour  in  his  place,  watchful  <if  all  and 
partaking  of  all,  would  be  more  than  mortal  strength 
and  clear-sightedness  would  bear.  Il  would  require  the 
eyes  of  Argus,  and  as  many  hands.  We  cannot  forg<  t, 
besides,  the  mournful  memento  which  has  been  already 
more  than  once  repeated  among  us — the  shufts  of  death 
that  have  already  fallen  thickly  in  the  midst  of  us  to  man- 
ifest our  feebleness  and  mortality. 

Thus  one  day  a  petition  may  be  received,  the  next 
rejected,  and  the  third  laid  on  the  table,  and  the 
fourth  perhaps  thrown  under  the  table.  What  is  the 
result  to  ourselves,  to  the  nation,  to  the  world?  No- 
thing; worse  than  notliing:  uncertainty  and  doubt ^  that 
fear  of  change  that  perplexes  nations.  This  body  owes 
to  itself  the  aim  at  least,  and  the  attainment,  as  nearly  as 
may  be  practicable,  of  consistency  in  its  doings.  Acts 
of  legislation  ought  not,  under  similar  circumstances,  in 
the  course  of  a  political  voyage,  to  veer  with  the  flag  at 
her  topma&t  head;  but  to  be  steadfast  and  true  as  the 
needle  upon  the  deck. 

I  promised,  before  taking  my  seat,  to  say  a  word  as 
to  the  suggestion,  coming  from  a  high  official  source,  of 
the  propriety  of  congressional  regulations  over  the  Post 
Office,  respecting  these  grave  matters.  I  am  inclined  to 
doubt  the  necessity,  rather  than  to  withhold,  if  desired, 
the  passage  of  a  remedial  statute.  It  is  a  question  of  police 
— of  mere  police;  and  that  is  a  subject  which  the  Gene- 
ral Government  could  not  touch  if  it  would,  and  would 
not  if  it  could.     If  individuals  are  found  trespassing  on 
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rifrhts  so  (lelicMtc  and  sacred  as  these,  thry  can  be  pun- 
ished.  Ifthe  instruments  of  their  misdeeds,  the  publi- 
cations and  other  missiles  of  mischief,  can  be  discovered, 
they  may  be  destroyed.  By  the  old  lz»w,  misdoers  ta- 
ken in  the  mainour^  with  proofs  of  guilty  conduct  and 
design  about  them,  were  liable  not  only  to  be  arrested 
without  warrant,  tiut  hung  up  without  'arraignment. 
The  evidence  of  their  offence  was  flagrant  in  their  hands. 
They  were  themselves  reeking  with  criminal  act  and 
purpose,  beyond,  as  was  belie\'ed,  the  possibility  of  de- 
nial, and  therefore  beyond  the  necessity  of  farther  or 
formal  proof. 

Modern  usage,  it  is  true,  has  gi^-en  to  the  penal  law  a 
milder  aspect.  Proof  is  not  dispensed  with,  the  rather 
because  it  is  satisfactory  and  clear.  I'he  law  now  inter- 
poses and  prevents  the  consummation  of  the  crime.  It 
arrests  the  flight  of  the  criminal,  and  compels  him  to 
restore  his  ilUgotlen  gains.  It  stands  guard  over  the 
safety  of  the  citizen  and  the  State,  by  exercising  the 
glorious  attribute  of  preventive  justice.  It  reserves, 
however,  the  last  offices  of  vengeance  until  guilt  has 
been  duly  proved  before  the  competent  tribunal;  has 
been  made  manifest,  not  only  in  existence,  but  in  evi- 
dence, to  the  face  of  day.  It  needs  not  the  acknowl- 
edgment ef  the  criminal,  or  the  positive  and  direct  proof 
of  his  misdeed.  The  niute  eloquence  of  circumstances 
still  m:ike8  its  due  impression,  and  often  unaided  does 
its  office.  Uh  consists  of  the  half-extinguished  torch  of 
the  mulignant  incendiary;  of  the  bleeding  victim  of  the 
highway  rubber;  of  the  telltale  drop  upon  the  dagger 
of  the  dark  assassin. 

To  reach  these  objects  is  properly  the  duty  of  the  mu- 
nicipal Kiw.  It  is  within  the  power  of  every  well-con- 
stituted civil  society  to  vindicate  itself.  l*he  powers  and 
the  privileges  of  the  General  Government  (extensive 
and  useful  as  I  believe  they  are  and  ought  to  be)  cannot, 
in  matters  of  a  criminal  nature,  suspend  or  supersede 
the  municipal  regulations  of  a  patticular  Common* 
wealth. 

'i*hc  estabhshment  of  post  roads,  constitutional  to  the 
letter,  could  not  dedicate  that  portion  of  the  territory 
of  a  State  over  which  they  pass  to  the  use  of  a  hand  of 
highwaymen.  Jurisdiction  and  legislation,  too,  remain 
to  every  other  purpose  as  entire  after  the  establishment 
of  the  post  road  as  before.  The  analogous  and  inciden- 
tal establishment  of  post  offices  is  liable  to  the  same  re- 
sults. Can  any  one  suppose  that  a  magic  circle  is  drawn 
round  the  ofTice  where  the  mail  is  opened  to  diffiise  the 
blessings  of  intelligence  and  affection;  the  cement  of 
private  and  public  union;  the  principles  of  happy  and 
virtuous  association;  but  ready,  perhaps,  also,  to  disgorge 
the  poisonous  i-filu via  of  insurrection,  discord,  and  death; 
and  that  within  that  circle  every  thing  is  inaccessible  to 
the  approach  of  the  municipal  law? 

The  SPEAK  EH  here  suggested  that  the  question  be- 
fore the  House  did  not  cover  the  subject  which  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  was  r.ow  discussing. 

Mr.  INGEUSOLL  observed  that  he  was  aware  that  he 
owed  to  the  indulgence  of  the  House  the  privilege  of 
making  the  last  few  remarks  which  had  fallen  from  him. 
It  was  a  subject,  however,  in  many  of  its  relations  so  del- 
icate and  80  disturbing,  that  he  was  anxious  to  say  at 
once  what  appeared  to  him  to  belong  to  it,  even  i'nci. 
dentally.  He  would  cheerfully  conform  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Chair,  and  conclude  with  a  single  remark. 

Let  us  seek  the  important  objects  which  all  of  us  have 
in  view,  with  the  best  feelings  and  through  the  proper 
means,  and  we  cannot  fail  to  attain  them.  They  consist 
of  the  harmony  and  the  happiness  of  the  republic,  the 
preservation  and  prosperity  of  the  Union.  In  endeav- 
oring to  attain  them,  let  us,  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  with  one  accord,  seekito  bring  together,  not  the 
opinion  of  an  ancient  battle  crimsoned  with  the  life's 
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blood  of  common  enemies,  but  the  first-fruits  of  a  gen* 
erous  patriotism,  the  willing  oflTerings  of  every  section  of 
a  common  country;  and  let  us  place  them,  with  the  aspi- 
rations of  fervent  and  devoted  hearts  for  her  tranquillity 
and  happiness,  upon  one  common  altar. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  said  he  had  avoided  all 
participation  in  this  debate,  because  he  thought  it  wise 
to  do  so,  and  he  should  then  say  a  very  few  words  in 
relation  to  it.  All  that  he  would  sty  he  deemed  neces- 
sary from  certain  remarks  that  had  fallen  from  one  of 
his  honorable  coUeagfties  that  morning,  [Mr.  Grakokr.] 
That  gentleman  was  pleased  to  say  that  it  had  been  for- 
gotten  that  the  Legislature  of  New  York,  not  longer  ago 
than  the  year  1829,  had  passed  resolutions  upon  the 
subject  of  the  right  of  Congress  to  interfere  with  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

[Mr.  Graicobr  explained.  His  words  were:  it  aecm. 
ed  to  have  been  forgotten  that  the  popular  branch  of 
the  Legislature  had  passed  resolutions — and,  said  Mr. 
G.,  1  leave  the  gentleman  there.] 

Mr.  M.  resumed.  He  said  he  fully  believed  that  gen- 
tlemen of  the  South  on  that  floor  were  entirely  sincere 
in  their  assurances  to  us  that  such  discussions  were  un- 
profitable and  productive  of  any  thing  but  utility,  dan- 
gerous to  their  rights,  and  perhaps  destructive  to  the 
lives  of  their  wives,  their  children,  and  their  citizens.  He 
had  hoped  that  gentlemen  giving  such  assurance*  would 
have  refrained  from  going  into  the  discussion;  but  in 
this  he  had  been  greatly  disappointed.  He  would  fore- 
warn the  House,  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  deviate 
far  from  the  course  he  had  prescribed  for  himself,  and 
he  would  not  now  trespass  at  all  if  it  had  not  been  for 
some  remarks  made  by  his  honorable  colleague  [Mr. 
Grahorr]  who  first  addressed  the  House  \\\\9  morning. 
My  colleague,  sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  has  been  pleased  to  say 
that  it  seemed  to  be  forgottenthat  the  Legislature  of  New 
York,  not  longer  ag^  than  1829,  passed  resolutions  in  favor 
of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Ctdumbia. 

[Mr.  Grarokr  here  explained,  by  saying  th.Ht  such 
resolutions  were  only  passed  by  the  (lopular  branch  of 
that  Legislature.] 

Mr.  M.  continued,  and  said  that  the  impression  he  re- 
ceived from  the  gentleman's  remarks  was  as  he  had 
stated,  and  he  thought  he  had  heard  him  distinctly  and 
attentively;  but  it  was  possible  Jie  might  not  have  done 
so,  and  he  was  happy  to  have  the  gentleman  under- 
stood. Mr.  M.  said  he  had  the  honor  of  having  been 
an  humble  member  of  that  Legislature;  and,  on  l<M>king 
into  its  journal,  he  found  that  there  were  four  others  uf. 
his  colleagues  on  this  floor,  who  were  then  also  his  as- 
sociates, [Messrs.  W.  K.  Fuller,  Epitbr,  P.  C.  Ful- 
lrr,  and  Hazeltiite.]  His  colleague  [Mr.  Grasgcii] 
was  not  in  that  Legislature,  as  he  had  been  accustomed 
heretofore  to  be;  and,  having  stated  this  fact,  said  Mr. 
M., perhaps  it  is  due  to  the  gentleman  that  I  should  state 
the  reason,  and  it  is,  that  he  was  at  the  previous  election 
a  candidate  for  the  Lieutenant  Governor's  chair  of  tluit 
State,  which  he  failed  to  reach,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  he  could  not  get  votes  enough. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  looking  into  the  journal  con- 
taining the  record  of  the  decision  taken  on  the  passage 
of  the  resolution  to  which  my  colleague  has  alluded, 
Tand  it  is  due  to  my  colleagties  to  state  it,  af\er  what  has 
fallen  from  the  gentleman,)  I  find  the  record  to  j>e  con- 
sistent with  all  my  former  and  subsequent  action  upon 
the  subject.  I  am  there  recorded  as  voting  with  my 
two  colleagues,  with  whom  it  has  usually  been  my  pleas- 
ure to  act  on  most  questions,  [Messrs.  W.  K.  Fullkb 
and  Efxer,]  as  voting  against  the  resolutions,  while  I 
find  my  other  colleagues,  [Messrs.  P.  C.  Fuller  and 
Hazeltirk,]  who  have  alwft>s  been  aliens  to  most  of 
my  views  upon  political  questions,  recorded  as  there 
voting  for  them. 
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My  course,  sir,  and  that  of  my  friends  generally,  at 
home  as  well  as  on  this  floor,  Itas  been  consistent  in  op- 
posing any  interference  upon  this  subject.  It  is  true, 
sir,  that  resohition  parsed  that  Assembly;  passed,  too, 
sir,  for  purposes  and  by  means  which  I  am  not  permit- 
ted to  discuss  here;  but,  having"  been  sent  to  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature  for  their  concurrence,  it  slept, 
1  believe,  in  the  same  family  vault  with  those  mentioned 
yesterday  by  the  honorable  gentleman  [Mr.  Ahamh]  of 
Massachusetts,  « the  tomb  of  the  Capulets."  After  this 
explanation,  sir,  the  gentleman  is  welcome  to  all  the 
*•  gulls  he  may  catch  by  that  fly"— to  all  the  benefits 
which  he  can  appropriate  to  himself  in  this,  the  next, 
or  any  other  campaign.  Having  said  thus  much  in  reply 
to  my  colleague,  and  being  on  the  floor,  said  Mr.  M.,  1 
beg  leave  to  add  that  my  own  opinions  on  this  subject 
are  in  accordance  with  those  of  my  con^tituent8  with 
whose  views  I  am  acquainted,  or  ought  to  be  presumed 
to  be  SO;  and,  sir,  I  may  claim  some  acquaintance  with 
the  people  of  the  State  of  New  York.  Sir,  said  Mr.  M., 
I  am  fully  warranted  in  saying  that,  from  my  acquaint- 
ance  with  that  people,  there  is  not  one  person  in  five 
hundred,  among  a  population  of  more  than  two  millions 
of  people  in  that  State,  who  is  in  favor  of  abolition,  or 
any  otiicr  interference  with  the  rights  of  master  and 
slave  in  the  South.  Among  the  political  friends  with 
whom  1  have  uniformly  acted,  (the  republicans, )  T  have 
never  known  one — no,  sir,  not  a  single  one.  Sir,  said 
Mr.  M.,  there  is  no  constitutional  ambiguity,  to  my  mind, 
on  this  subject;  for,  while  it  is  admitted  that  Congress 
have  exclusive  power  **  of  legislation  in  all  cases  what- 
ever,"  in  the  Dintrict  of  Columbia,  the  constitution  has 
prohibited  any  of  our  interference  with  the  local  institu- 
tions of  the  States.  The  Union  and  constitution,  sir, were 
the  result  of  concession  and  compromise.  The  subject 
under  debate  formed  one  of  the  points.  We  agreed; 
we  entered  into  the  compact  with  our  southern  breth- 
ren; and  the  question  now  presented  by  them  to  us — 
the  real  question  (when  the  argument  is  pushed  to  the 
full  extent)  propounded  to  us  of  the  North — is,  whether 
we  will  live  up  to  the  bargain  we  have  made,  to  the  com- 
pact and  union  we  have  entered  into?  For  myself,  for 
my  constituents  and  friends,  I  answer,  without  hesitation 
or  mental  reservation,  that,  under  all  circumstances  and 
in  every  vicissitude,  good  or  evil,  we  will — we  will, 
though  the  heavens  fall.  What  mure  need  I  say?  (said 
Mr.  M.)  I  will  ask  gentlemen  to  believe  us  sincere. 
Why  suspect  our  sincerity?  What  motive  have  we  to  in- 
terfere in  concerns  that  do  not  concern  us?  Sir,  the 
people  of  New  York  can  have  no  motive  for  such  inter- 
ference. 

The  few  misguided  men  in  the  North,  who  are  desi- 
rous of  intruding  their  misdirected  philanthropy  upon 
the  South,  have  political  and  party  purposes  to  sub- 
serve. Sensible  of  their  own  want  or  consideration  in 
their  own  community,  of  their  own  destitution  of  politi- 
cal integrity  and  patriotism,  they  seek  e\en  infamous 
notoriety  in  attempts  to  destroy  the  institutions  of  their 
country.  I  have  placed  my  vote  on  our  State  legisla- 
tive journals  against  them,  and  I  shall  repeat  that  vote 
on  3*our  journal  as  often  as  \  may  have  opportunity. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  deprecated  this  debate,  and  de- 
plored the  spirit  in  which  it  is  conducted.  Shall  it 
come  to  this,  that  an  American  Congress  shall  be  ban- 
dying epithets  springing  from  youthful  or  excited  feel- 
ings^ Is  it  necessary,  sir,  to  accuse  any  individual  of 
crimes,  and  stigmatize  him  with  epithets,  that  shall 
with  me  be  nameless?  For  myself,  sir,  I  cannot  con- 
sent to  such  nn  employment;  and  I  trust  that  we  may 
condtict  our  further  proceedings  in  such  mnnncr  as  will 
uvotd  it. 

Mr.  UORKRTSON,  of  Virginia,  said  no  part  of  the 
Union  was  m(»re  deeply  interested  in  the  subject  under 


discussion  than  that  he  had  the  honor  to  represent.  Yet 
he  had  remained  silent  till  the  course  of  the  debate  Itft 
him  no  alternative  but  to  overcome  his  reluctance,  almost 
invincible,  to  trouble  the  ffotise,  or  incur  the  imputation 
of  shrinking  from  the  discharge  of  his  duty. 

He  was  sincerely  grateful  to  the  gentleman  frrm 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ikobrsoll]  for  the  generous  impulse 
which  had  prompted  his  eflxirt  to  tranquillize  the  South. 
For  one,  he  thanked  him  for  the  warm  sympathy  he  had 
expressed  for  the  southern  people,  and  the  disposition 
he  had  evinced  to  do  them  justice.  He  had  hoped  t!ie 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  would,  indeed,  have  gone 
to  the  root  of  the  mischief.  But  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  measure  he  had  proposed  was  not  calculated  to 
attain  his  object,  and  had  wholly  disappointed  the  ex- 
pectations he  had  raised.  What  did  the  gentleman  pro- 
pose? In  eflTect,  to  declare  that  Congress  had  no  power 
to  liberate  slaves  within  the  limits  of  those  States  which 
authorize  them  to  be  held  as  property!  And  had  it 
come  to  that'  Were  we  to  accept,  as  a  mighty  boon,  a 
recognition  of  the  right  of  our  citizens  to  hold  their  own 
property,  guarantied  by  their  own  State  laws,  and  by 
the  federal  constitution  itself?  Nothing  could  more 
strikingly  prove  how  rapid  had  been  the  strides  of  fa- 
naticism and  usurpation  than  the  fact  that  a  member  of 
that  House  shoidd  deem  it  necessary  gravely  to  offer 
such  a  resolution.  1'he  right  of  the  States  to  mould 
their  domestic  institutions,  in  thi^  respect,  to  suit  them- 
selves, was  not  to  be  drawn  in  question.  The  petition- 
ers themselves  ha>l  not  ventured  to  ask  for  any  direct 
interference  with  the  States.  They  had  only  prayed 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  this  District;  and  our 
right  to  do  that  was  the  question  we  were  called  upon 
to  decide. 

Mr.  R.  said  he  was  gratified  to  hear  from  all  quarters 
of  the  House  the  strongest  avowals  of  hostility  to  the 
schemes  of  those  who  were  seeking  to  disturb  the  peace 
of  the  country.  But  it  was  obvious  to  remark  that  the 
action  of  the  House  did  not  correspond  with  these  pro. 
fissions.  No  measures  were  proposed  to  put  down  the 
agitators,  or  secure  our  tranquillity.  There  seemed  an 
evident  desire  to  elude  the  real  question.  He  little  ex- 
pected such  a  disposition  woula  have  been  evinced  by 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusett?,  [Mr.  Adams.]  That 
gentleman  was  among  the  last  to  whom  he  could  haie 
ascribed  a  willingness — in  his  own  emphatic  language — 
to  dodge  any  question,  or  withhold  his  candid  jui]f;ment 
upon  it.  If  gentlemen  arc  really  desirous  of  all.tying 
the  apprehensions  of  the  South,  the  question  made  by 
the  petitioners  must  be  met.  It  will  not  do  to  give  it  tiie 
go-by.  If,  as  he  hoped,  a  majority  should  decide  against 
the  right  of  Congress  to  interfere  in  this  matter,  here  or 
elsewhere,  quiet  might  be  restored.  But  if  they  were 
prepared  to  assert  the  right,  it  was  high  time  the  south- 
ern people  should  know  it.  Not  that  ihey  might  sever 
the  Union.  He  would  take  occasion  to  say  they  were 
as  much  attached  to  the  Union — he  could  speak  for  bis 
own  State-*— as  those  who  dwelt  north  of  Mason  and  Dix- 
on's line;  but  they  ought  to  know  the  ground  on  which 
they  stood,  that  they  might  at  once  appeal  to  their 
brethren  of  the  other  States  for  such  an  amendment  of 
the  constitution  as  might  effectually  guaranty  their  prop- 
erty and  their  peace.  He  could  not  consent  they  should 
remain  in  doubt  on  this  vital  question— that  the  flame 
should  be  merely  smothered  for  the  present,  to  break 
«)ut  at  some  other  time.  It  was  for  that  reason  he  had 
uniformly  voted  against  every  attempt  to  evade  a  direct 
decision,  and  should  give  his  cotxlial  support  to  the  mo- 
tion of  his  colleague  [Mr.  Pattok]  now  under  consider- 
ation. 

The  right  of  Congress  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  had,  so  far  as  he  had  heard,  scarcely  be**n 
noticed,  tmtil  adverted  to  this   morning  by  the  gentle- 
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man  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Gravoir,]  and  the  ifenllc- 
man  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  livoBRaoLL.]  He  did  not 
uiulerstand  them  as  affirminfif  the  rif^ht,  nor  could  he 
learn  precisely  Hpon  what  ground  others  maintained  it. 
What  did  the  petitioners  intend  by  praying  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  slavery.'  They  meant,  he  presumed,  not  that 
the  citizens  of  ihe  District  might  manumit  their  slaves, 
but  that  Congress  should,  with  or  without  their  consent, 
.  emancipate  them.  None  would  contend  that  this  could 
be  done  without  compensating  the  owners.  Such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  be  simply  to  confiscate  their  property. 
Nor  could  it  be  taken  from  them  against  their  consent, 
although  its.  full  value  should  be  paid.  The  United 
States  had  no  power  under  the  constitution  to  take 
private  property,  unless  for  public  use.  In  proposing 
to  wrest  this  kind  of  property  from  the  owner,  it  was 
not  intended  to  appropriate  it  to  the  use  of  the  United 
States.  They  had  no  occasion  for  it.  The  object  was, 
on  the  contrary,  as  property,  to  destroy  its  use—to  an- 
nihilate it. 

Should  the  owner  even  he  willing  to  surrender  it  fur 
a  just  compensation,  he  knew  of  no  rightful  authority  to 
apply  the  public  funds  to  the  purchase  or  emancipation 
of  slaves.  He  doubted  whether  the  United  Stales  could 
lawfully  become  a  slaveholder.  ~  It  did  not  vary  the  case 
to  say  the  purchase  would  be  made  with  the  benevolent 
purpose  of  emancipating  them.  If  they  could  purchase, 
they  might  hohlj  if  they  could  buy,  they  might  sell;  if 
they  could  emancipate,  they  might  prescribe  the  con- 
ditions of  emancipation.  And  what  conditions,  he 
desired  to  know,  was  it  expected  to  impose'  He  knew 
of  no  clause  in  the  constitution  by  which  the  restraints 
to  be  laid  upon  emancipated  slaves  were  defined;  nor 
which  gave  to  it  power  to  create  another  distinct  and 
anomalous  class,  in  addition  to  that  already  existing  in 
this  District,  of  persons  nominally  free,  but  politically 
slaves.  Or  was  it  designed  to  make  them  absolutely 
nnd  really  free'  to  confer  on  them  all  the  privileges  of 
citizenship'  Were  they  to  be  admiited  to  the  council 
board?  To  take  their  seats  in  the  jury  box?  To  be 
elevated  to  the  bench?  To  be  eligible  to  all  the  offices 
of  Government'  Were  they  to  be  introduced  into  our 
social  circles'  The  southern  people,  while  they  retain- 
ed their  present  feelings,  would  never  tolerate  such  a 
state  of  society.  Those  feelings  were  deeply  interwoven 
in  their  nature,  and  would  continue  to  have  their  in- 
fluence, possibly,  till  the  F4thiopian  should  change  his 
skin,  or  the  leopard  his  spots. 

The  eigluh  section  of  the  first  article  of  the  constitu- 
tion was  regarded  by  some  as  conferring  on  Congress 
supreme  authority  over  the  District.  It  was  true  it  gave 
to  it  exclusive  legislation  over  the  ten  miles  square,  but 
exclusive  was  not  synonymous  with  unlimited.  It  must 
still  legislate  within  constitutional  limits.  It  could  no 
more  transcend  those  limits  within  the  District,  than  be- 
yond it.  It  had  no  more  powder  to  confiscate  the  prop- 
erty of  its  inhabitants,  than  to'subject  them  to  ex  post 
facto  laws,  or  deprive  them  of  the  liberty  of  speech  or 
the  press. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ivobrsoll] 
had  adverted  to  a  clause  in  the  Virginia  act  of  cession. 
Thit  clause  was  intended  to  prevent  the  United  States 
from  acquiring  an  interest  in  the  soil,  or  interfering 
with  landed  titles.  Its  Hteral  import  might  seem,  at  the 
first  blush,  to  warrant  the  construction  alluded  to,  be- 
cause it  was  confined  in  terms  to  land  only.  But  that 
construction  was  not  warranted  by  the  true  spirit  of  the 
instrument,  or  of  the  constitution,  titough  the  right  of 
the  citizens  to  their  lands  was  expressly  guarantied. 
Dut  it  by  no  means  followed  that  all  other  property  was 
left  at  the  mercy  of  Congress.  The  constitution  pro- 
tected all  private  property  against  seizure,  unless  re- 
quired for  public  use.     It  is  not  to  be  believed  that 


Virginia  and  Mar^dand  would  ever  have  consented  to  a 
transferof  their  citizens,  subjecting  them  to  be  dispos- 
sessed of  their  properly,  or  be  exiled  from  their  homes, 
at  the  will  of  a  Legislature  in  whose  election  they  had 
no  voice.  Let  us  suppose  the  District  had  been  ceded 
by  States  whose  institutions  did  not  admit  of  slavery — 
by  New  York  and  Pennsylvania.  What  would  have 
been  thought  of  a  petition  from  the  South  to  establish 
sla\'-ery  within  the  limits  of  the  gr.int?  It  would  have 
been  regarded,  as  it  ought,  as  asking  a  violation  of  law, 
and  a  breaoii  of  good  faith.  Yet  the  same  authority 
which  was  supposed  to  warrant  the  abolition  of  slavery 
by  Congress,  would  seem  to  warrant  its  establishment; 
and  the  one  attempt  would  be  no  les^  a  breach  of  good 
faith  than  the  other. 

Mr.  U.  said  he  had  not  thought  it  relevant  or  proper 
to  discuss  the  general  question  of  slavery;  still  less  had 
he  considered  himself  at  liberty  to  vindicate  the  right 
of  the  slaveholding  States  to  mould  their  domestic 
institutions,  in  accordance  with  their  views.  He  could 
recognise  no  authority  in  Congress  to  call  any  State  to 
answer  at  its  bar  for  the  exercise  of  this  undoubted 
right.  He  excepted  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  tribunal. 
He  felt  bound  to  oppose  the  attempt  at  the  threshold. 
In  doing,  thia,  however,  he  was  very  far  from  desiring 
to  a!)ridge  the  sacred  right  of  petition.  The  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams]  need  feel  no 
alarm.  That  right  would  not  be  invaded,  or  an  attempt 
made  to  destroy  the  liberty  of  speech  or  of  the  press. 
There  was  no  danger  of  another  sedition  law.  Yet 
some  limits  even  to  the  freedom  of  speech  and  the  press 
had  at  all  times  existed,  and  seemed  essential  to  the 
protection  of  society.  One  who  should  counsel  or  com- 
mand another  to  commit  a  murder,  or  who  should  print 
and  circulate  slanderous  imputations  upon  character, 
would  scarcely  be  permitted  to  plead  the  liberty  of 
speech  or  the  press  in  bar  of  a  prosecution.  Still  less 
ought  such  a  dt-fence  to  avail  those  who  would  instigate 
the  mas-.-^cre  of  a  whole  community. 

Gentlemen  had  complained  of  the  warmth  manifested 
in  this  debate  by  members  from  the  South.  Great  al- 
lowances, he  thougitt,  ought  to  be  made,  if,  situated  as 
they  were,  they  could  not  wholly  repress  their  feelings^ 
or  view  this  subject  as  calmly  as  those  who  inhabit  cool- 
er regions,  and  are  more  distant  fr«»m  the  scene  of  dan- 
ger. But  wh.itever  heat  might  he  exhibited  on  tltis  oc- 
casion, party  feeling  at  least  should  not  be  mingled  with 
it.  Considerations  of  infinitely  greater  magnitude  than 
the  petty  interests  of  party  influenced  the  people  of 
the  South.  They  were  contending  for  the  preservatioa 
of  their  property,  for  the  security  of  their  lives.  He 
would  confidently  appeal  to  his  colleagi^e  [Mr.  Masov] 
who  came  from  that  section  of  the  State  in  which  the 
new  sect  had  celebrated  its  orgies  in  the  blood  of  wo- 
men nnd  children,  to  say  whether  the  movement  on  this 
subject  in  Virginia  was  regarded  as  one  of  a  party  char- 
acter' No,  siV.  From  one  extremity  of  the  State  to 
the  other  the  people  had  met  together,  without  re- 
spect to  party  distinctions,  to  consult  on  their  com- 
mon interest  and  safety,  and  had  concurred  in  one 
universal  expression  of  execration  and  abhorrence  for 
the  enemies  of  our  peace,  li  was  true,  as  had  been 
often  repeated,  a  firebrand  had  been  cast  among  us. 
But  it  came  not  from  the  South:  it  came  from  the 
North;  or  rather  from  a  small  band  of  ruffians  which 
the  North  harbors  in  its  bosom.  The  S<nith  desired  to 
extinguisli  it:  to  leave  no  spark  alive  that,  at  some  fu- 
ture day,  might  be  blown  into  a  fl-ime  to  consume  the 
temple  of  our  peace,  our  union,  and  our  liberty. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  not  perceiving  that  any 
good  could  result  from  prolonging  the  debate,  felt  a  re- 
luctance in  saying  any  thing  upon  the  subject;  but, 
coming  from  a  State,  from  its  peculiar  situation,  more 
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deeply  interested  in  Ihe  question  than  any  other,  and 
Icnowinj?  the  intense  excitement  recently  produced 
among  his  constituents,  by  the  daring  attempts  of  the 
fanatics  of  the  Nortli  to  stimulate  their  slHve?  to  insur- 
rection, he  considered  it  his  duty  to  offer  a  few  re- 
marks. He  had  the  honor,  in  part,  he  said,  to  represent 
a  brave  and  patriotic  people,  ardently  attached  to  the 
union  of  the  States;  but  they  are  also  attached  to  their 
families  and  to  their  rights  of  property,  and  are  pre- 
pared to  defend  them  when  assailed  from  any  quarter. 
They  would  not  look  on  silently,  and  permit  their  lives 
and  properties  to  be  endangered  by  the  lawless  pro- 
ceedings of  a  wicked  and  contemptible  set  of  fanatics, 
of  a  different  section  of  the  Union,  who  are  unacquaint- 
ed with  them  and  with  the  condition  of  their  slaves, 
who  are  in  a  happy  situation  compared  with  the  peasant- 
ry and  operatives  in  any  other  part  of  the  world,  lie 
would  not  discuss  the  power  of  Congress  to  abolish 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  He  concurred  in 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  honorable  member  from 
S»uth  Carolina,  [Mr.  1'H03ipsoN,]that  the  members  from 
the  southern  States  should  not,  on  any  occasion,  argue 
such  a  question.  He  would  as  soon  discuss  a  proposi- 
tion to  divest  the  people  of  the  southern  States  of  their 
lands,  or  of  a  propositi(m  to  abolish  the  Government. 
But  he  would  say  to  the  abolitionists,  and  entertaining 
the  opinions  he  did  he  could  not  say  less,  that  the  ex- 
ercise of  puch  a  power  by  Congress  would  convulse  the 
whole  Union.  The  people  of  the  South  would  not  sub- 
mit to  suth  an  act.  They  do  not  believe  that  Congress 
possesses  the  power  to  legislate  upon  the  subject;  and 
they  know  that  such  an  act  of  legislation  would  be  im- 
mediately followed  by  an  attempt  to  emancipate  all  the 
slaves  in  the  Union.  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
would  be  their  duty  to  meet  the  question  at  once;  and 
knowing  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  the  slaveholding 
States,  as  he  did,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that, 
if  such  an  attempt  should  ever  seriously  be  made  here 
to  eff*ect  the  views  of  the  abolitionists  in  this  respect,  it 
will  be  met  by  the  united  power  of  the  whde  South, 
and  with  a  spirit  becoming  a  high-minded  people,  act- 
ing in  defence  of  every  thing  dear  to  them.  He  did 
not  make  these  remarks  from  disrespect  to  any  member 
of  this  honorable  body;  on  the  contrarj',  it  afforded 
him  great  pleasure  to  bear  testimony  to  the  honorable 
and  kind  feelings  manifested  in  relation  to  this  question, 
by  the  members  from  The  non-slaveholding  States  gene- 
rally, towards  their  fellow-citizens  of  the  Southj  all  of 
them  seem  to  reprobate  the  incendiary  publications. 
And  whatever  difference  of  opinion  may  exist  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  right' of  petition,  or  as  to  the  power  of 
Congress  to  legislate  upon  the  subject,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  five  members  of  this  House — indeed,  he  hoped 
that  not  one  member — desired,  under  the  existing  state 
of  things,  to  see  the  measure  proposed  by  the  petition- 
ers adopted. 

Is  it  not  important,  then,  in  every  point  of  view, 
thift  a  course  should  now  be  pursued  that  shall  put 
this  question  to  rest  forever — that  will  allay  the  ex- 
cited feelings  which  prevail,  and  restore  harmony  to 
the  Union?  How  is  this  to  be  effected?  Not  by  re- 
ferring the  petitions  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia,  as  proposed  by  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams,]  nor  by  laying 
them  on  the  table,  as  proposed   by  other  gentlemen. 

Similar  petitions  had  been  referred  to  that  committee 
at  a  former  session,  and  an  able  report  made  adverse  to 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioners,  which  was  unanimously* 
adopted  by  this  House;  yet,  at  the  ensuing  session,  a 
number  of  petitions  of  the  same  character  were  present- 
ed, and  laid  upon  the  table,  by  a  vote  approaching  to 
unanimity.  Did  these  proceedings  silence  the  aboliiion- 
iita?    No.     They  seem  to  have  stimulated  their  zeal; 


for  we  now  hear  of  loads  of  such  petitions.  The 
first  one  presented  at  this  session  was  disposed  of  a» 
those  presented  at  the  last  session,  having  been  luid  upon 
the  table  without  debate.  Thus  it  appears  that,  not- 
withstanding both  the  courses  now  proposed  to  be  pur- 
sued have  heretofore  been  adopted,  conveying  the  strong- 
est evidence  of  the  opinions  and  feelings  of  this  House,  the 
abolitionists  are  not  satisfied.  They  appear  to  be  deter- 
m'ned  to  persevere,  session  after  session,  until  they 
effect  their  object.  Are  we  not  called  upon,  then,  by 
every  consideration  that  cart  operate  upon  men  who  are 
attached  to  the  Union,  and  wish  to  allay  the  angry  feel- 
ings which  prevail,  and  to  restore  harmony  among  the 
people,  to  put  an  end  to  this  agitating  question,  by  ei- 
ther rejecting  at  once  this  and  all  such  petition?,  or  by 
adopting  a  resolution  declaring  that  Congress  does  not 
possess  the  power  of  legislating  upon  the  subject.  If 
the  abolitionists,  in  defiance  of  public  opinion,  and  of 
the  decisive  votes  of  this  House,  shall  continue  to  send 
their  incendiary  petitions  here,  and  to  keep  alive  the 
apprehensions  of  the  people  of  the  South,  let  them  be 
rejected  with  indignation.  He  hud  no  ccmstitutioual 
scruples  in  voting  to  reject  their  petitions.  When  pre- 
sented, they  are  in  possession  of  the  Hotise,  to  be  dis- 
posed of  as  it  may  deem  proper.  But  tliey  may  be  with 
propriety  rejected,  without  impairing  the  right  of  peti- 
tion, on  another  ground.  They  contain  matter  disre* 
spectGd  to  the  members  of  this  body,  from  the  non- 
sluveholding  States,  insulting  to  the  people  of  the  South, 
and  are  calculated  to  produce  the  most  dlsastro«is  con- 
sequences to  the  country.  He  hoped  that  the  motion 
to  reconsider  the  vote  referring  the  petition  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  would  prevail,  and 
that  it  would  be  rejected,  and  that  a  resolution  similar 
to  the  one  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WISE,  of  Virginia,  rose,  he  said,  to  express  his 
hearty  concurrence  not  only  in  the  views  of  his  colleague, 
[Mr.  RoBBRTSoir,]  but  in  his  expression  of  thanks  to  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  IxeinsoLi.] 
for  his  kind  motives  and  sentiments  and  sympathies  to- 
wards the  South.  But,  sir,(said  Mr.W.,)  at  the  same  time 
that  I  ascribe  all  proper  motives  to  the  gentleman,  and 

?^ivehim  the  right  hand  of  fellowship  for  his  nobleand  kind 
eeling  towards  us,  he  must  permit  me  to  inform  the 
House  of  the  fact  that  1  have  already  astonished  the  hon- 
orable gentleman  by  informing  him,  that  if  I  were  to 
vote  for  the  resolutions  which  he  has  off*ered,  declaring 
that  Congress  has  no  power  of  legislation  over  the  sub- 
ject of  slavery  in  the  States,  I  should  be  scouted — scout- 
ed, sir — from  the  district  and  by  the  people  whom  I 
represent. 

l*o  declare  that  Congress  has  no  power  to  abolish 
slavery  in  the  States!  Has  it  come  to  this?  Is  the  ques- 
tion already  pushed  beyond  the  Rubicon^  Has  it  passed 
through  the  District  of  Cohimbia,  crossed  the  Potomac, 
and  reached  the  shores  of  Virginia?  If  it  has,  that  is 
what  1  wish  to  know — what  the  South  should  know. 
Hut,  no,  sir,  that  is  not  the  meaning  of  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  though  that  would  be  the  interpre- 
tation of  my  constituents.  He  means  tranquillity,  peace, 
confidence,  and  union.  We  mean  pi^ecisely  the  same 
thing;  and  his  resolutions  only  show  how  little  the  good 
and  the  patriotic  of  both  the  North  and  the  South  under- 
stand each  other  upon  this  delicate  subject.  His  reso- 
lutions would  be  the  farthest  from  giving  us  tranquillity, 
peace,  and  confidence,  as  a  gunrd  and  guarantee  of  our 
rights  and  safety.  Sir,  the  gentleman  has  every  qualifi- 
cation,  like  his  own  great  physicians  of  Philadelphia,  of 
a  good  physician,  but  the  opportunities  of  observation 
and  information  have  not  enabled  him  or  them  to  judge 
of  southern  complaints.  He  must  first  see  and  talk  with 
us,  and  feel  our  pulse,  before  he  can  prescribe. 
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The  {^ntlemAfi  says  by  adopting  his  resohitions  we  shall 
avoiJ  ail  doulilful  questions,  and  simply  declare  truths  and 
principles  which  ure  admitted  by  all,  and  never  were 
doubted  by  any.  And  that,  sir,  is  exactly  what  the  Souih 
can  never  consent  to.  We  can  never  consent  !o  declare 
merely  those  of  our  rights  which  nci  one  can,  and  which 
no  one  shall  ever  doubt,  and  to  abandon  those  which  are 
continually  attacked,  and  which  (hoiisands  are  continu- 
ally endeavoring,  even  under  the  right  of  petition,  the 
freedom  of  debate,  the  freedom  of  the  press,  the 
freedom  of  religion,  and  the  power  of  the  constitution,  to 
destroy.  I'o  adopt  the  resolutions  of  the  gentleman, 
would  be  to  imply  that  a  doubt  existed  as  to  our  powers 
of  legislation  over  slavt-ry  in  the  Slates,  where  none  ever 
did  exist — as  to  which  the  case  was,  and  ever  has  been,  a 
clear  one;  and  would  conclude  us  forever  upt»n  this  de- 
batable and  doubtful  ground  of  the  ten  miles  square. 
We  wish  to  exclude  all  such  conclusions,  and  ^o  settle 
only  the  questions  upon  which  some  doubt  is  pretended. 
Here,  in  this  Uistnct,  is  the  doubt,  the  only  doubt,  on 
this  subject,  wiiich  we  can  ever  admit,  even  by  implica- 
cation;  and  it  is  this  doubt,  hare,  which  the  South  wishes 
to  be  settled.  It  is  not  the  way,  sir,  to  tranquillize  the 
public  mind,  to  leave  doubtful  questions  unsettled,  much 
Jess  to  start  doubts  where  they  were  never  dreamed  of. 
We  must  grapple  with  this  question,  though  it  grapples 
with  the  vitals  of  the  constitution. 

Hie  North  is  mistaken:  we  are  not  underatood.  3ir, 
we  are  not  afraid  of  this  question,  or  of  its  discussion, 
because  we  wish  to  explain  our  fet  lings  and  opinions, 
and  desire  them  to  be  more  fully  known,  and  to  be  bet- 
ter understood.  Some  are  for  laying  tliese  petitions  on 
the  table,  and  others  are  for  putting  them  to  sleep,  by 
refcrrring  them  to  a  committee.  Would  either  course 
Eciile  the  question?  1  know  it  will  not.  1  know  my 
own  people,  and  1  know  it  is  their  fixed  determination 
to  allow  of  no  doubt  in  regard  to  this  matter.  Their 
wish  is  not  that  this  subject  shall  be  discussed  for  effect, 
to  answer  or  subserve  any  sinister  purpose,  or  to  arouse 
any  unnecessary  excitement;  but  alone  with  a  view  to  a 
settlement  of  this  strife  forever,  by  obtaining  from  C(m- 
gress  a  declaration,  not  of  war,  but  of  peace  and  safety. 
We  bring  not  the  subject  before  you;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, we  wish  to  protest,  and  call  on  you  to  protest 
Willi  us,  against  these  petitions  which  come  here,  against 
our  peace,  properly,  and  lives,  bringing  with  them  civil 
discord  and  danger  of  disunion.  We  invite  not  the  sub- 
ject, but  wish  Congress  to  say  with  us  to  the  North, 
•*  Hold  ofi!"  Yes,  sir,  that  is  our  feeling.  In  the  midat 
of  servile  insurrection,  we  would  say  to  the  North, 
•«  Hold  ofl'!"  Above  ihe  cries  of  midnight  murders,  we 
would  cry  to  the  North,  •*  Hold  off!"  When  t!)e  torch 
of  the  incendiary  shall  •*  make  the  darkness  of  midnight 
glitter  with  the  blaze  of  our  dwellings,"  to  light  assassins 
to  their  victims,  we  will,  with  an  infant  in  one  hand  and 
Ihe  weapon  of  defence  in  the  other,  still  cry  to  the 
North,  ••Hold  off!"  And,  sir,  if  Congress  will  but 
t:ike  up  the  subject  and  adopt  a  res<ilution  which  I  sluill 
in  due  time  offer,  dinclaimiog  all  power  to  grant  the 
prayers  of  these  petitioners,  you  wdl,  before  it  is  too 
late,  say  to  the  North,   «•  Hold  off!" 

There  is  one  other  way  to  settle  this  question,  and  to 
give  permanent  security  for  the  peace  and  s  ifety,  not  of 
the  South  alone,  but  of  the  whole  country.  To  say  to 
such  petitioners  it  is  inexpedient,  it  is  dangerous,  to  grant 
your  prayers,  is  to  say  a  vain  thing,  as  long  as  they  live 
under  the  conviction  that  you  have  the  power  to  do 
whay  they  ask.  Tell  me  not,  sir,  that  such  advice  and 
auch  wisdom  will  allay  the  fire  of  fanaticism.  It  is  worse 
than  vain  to  reason  with  infatuation.  They  will  cease 
to  inflame  the  country  only  when  they  are  convinced 
that  their  own  efforts  are  vain.  Say  to  them,  ••  You  are 
not  only  asking  us  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  country. 


but  to  violate  its  constitution;  and  they  will  then  see  it  is 
vain  to  petition.  Sir,  it  is  not  because  these  petitions 
are  insulting  to  us  that  I  object  to  their  presentation — I, 
for  one,  cotdd  not  be  insulted  by  the  ravings  of  madmen: 
it  is  not  because  they  endanger  our  prpperty  and  livcs-^  ** 
we  are  fully  able  to  protect  ourselves;  but  it  is  because 
they  ask  us  to  violate  the  constitution — to  break  the  cov- 
enant of  our  Union,  and  to  destroy  that  Union  itself,  that 
I  would  not  entertain  them  for  a  moment  as  subjects  of 
legislation. 

So  far  has  this  matter  gone  that  nothing  will  now 
satisfy  the  South  but  the  settlement  of  this  vexed  ques- 
tion— **  Hus  Congress  the  power  to  abolish  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Ci»lumbia?"  If  these  petitions  prayed  for  the 
passage  of  a  law  undeniably  unconstitutional — if  they 
pnyed  for  the  establishment  of  a  religion,  the  union  of 
churcl)  and  state,  an  ex  post  facto  law,  or  a  bill  of  attain- 
der— they  would  be  harmless;  for  there  could  be  no 
prospect  of  action  upon  them  to  shake  the  very  founda- 
tion of  the  Government.  They  might  be  received  in 
safety,  and  might  be  laid  on  the  table  without  fear  of 
their  being  ever  called  up.  But,  sir,  they  pray  for  that 
which  they  say,  and  some  on  this  floor  say,  they  may 
rightfully  claim  to  have  granted  to  them.  They  pray 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  this  Disttrict;  they  pray  for 
what  it  is  said  they  have  tiie  right  to  petition;  they  pray 
for  the  blood  of  the  covenant!  Upon  their  skirts,  not 
upon  ours,  say  we,  be  the  blood  of  that  covenant,  if  i^ 
must  be  shed— a  sacrifice  to  raving  fanaticism  and  folly! 
When  must  the  controversy  end'  What  security  is  there 
that  the  fearful  controversy  is  not  yet  to  commence?  Can 
we  be  quiet  whilst  the  quehtion  is  mooted — **Has  Con- 
gress the  power  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia?" That  is  the  question.  We  say  no.  Who  here 
says  ay? 

1  will  shjw,  sir,  by  the  constitution,  that  there  is  no 
such  power  in  Congress.  Congress  is  created  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  Union,  with  certain  specific  powers  of  na- 
tional legislation  granted;  and  the  powers  not  delegated 
to  the  United  States  nor  prohibited  to  the  States  are  re- 
served to  the  States  or  to  the  people.  Over  the  people 
of  the  States  of  this  Union  the  powers  given  to  Coiigresi 
are  enumerated  and  limited.  Among  the  granted  pow- 
ers is  the  power — 

'*To  exercise  exclusive  legislation,  in  all  cases  what- 
soever, over  such  district,  &c.,  as  may  by  cession  of  par- 
ticular Stales,  &c.,  become  the  seat  of  Government  of  the 
United  Slates,  and  to  exercise  like  authority  over  all 
places  purchased,  by  the  consent  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  Stale  in  whicli  the  same  shall  be,  i^r  the  erection  of 
forls,"  &c. 

Tnus  Congress  is  constituted  a  Legislature  in  two  char- 
acters and  in  a  twofold  relation. 

It  is  a  national  Legislature  for  the  Union,  with  specific 
and  enumerated  powers.     And, 

It  is  a  local  Legislature,  with  *<  exclusive  legislation, 
in  all  cases  whatsoever,  over"  the  District  of  Columbia 

In  order  to  decide  this  great  and  serious  question  cor- 
rectly, all  that  we  have  to  <lo  is  to  bear  in  mind  the  fact 
of  this  double  relation  of  Congress,  and  the  proper  dis- 
tinction between  Congress  as  a  national  and  Congress  as 
a  local  Legislature. 

Do  these  petiiions  come  to  us  in  the  one  character  or 
in  the  other?  They  cannot  come  to  us  us  the  Legislature 
of  the  Union,  fur  it  will  not  be  contended  that  there  is 
any  such  power  enumerated  or  implied  even  in  the  con- 
stitution, us  thit  which  they  ask  of  us  to  exercise  as  the 
national  Legislature.  They  are  sent  to  us  as  the  local 
Legislature  for  the  District;  and  what  do  the  words  **to 
exercise  exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  whatsoever" 
mean  ? 

These  words  certainly  give  to  Congress  alone,  exclu- 
sively, the  power  to  legislate  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
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bia.  No  SUte  can  1e{>^ls1ate  for  it,  and  the  District,  not 
bein^  represented,  cannot  leg^islate  for  itself.  The  ques- 
tion i%  what  power  of  legfislation  is  given?  To  what  ex- 
tent may  Congress  in  its  local  character  legislate? 

It  IS  readily  admitted  that  Congress,  as  a  local  Legis- 
lature, has  to  some  extent  a  power  of  legislation  over 
the  people  of  the  District,  which  it  has  not  as  a  national 
Legislature  over  the  people  of  the  States.  This  clause 
of  the  constitution  undoubtedly  does  not  mean  that  the 
enumerated  powers  of  Congress,  to  legislate  over  the 
States  only,  shall  be  exercised  exclusively  over  the  Dis- 
trict;  for  many  of  these  powers,  belonging  to  the  national 
Legislature,  are  wholly  inapplicable,  and  all  wholly  in- 
adequate to  the  various  obj  cts  of  municipal  regulations 
for  which  Congress  alone  can  and  must  provide  by  law 
in  the  District.  But  whilst  the  constitution  does  give 
•*  exclusive"  legislation  over  the  District,  it  does  not  de- 
fine the  powers  of  thnt  legislation.  It  is  true,  it  uses 
the  sweeping,  and,  to  many  minds,  the  absolute  terms, 
<*in  all  cases  whatsoever;"  but  still  the  question  remains, 
is  this  legislation  absolute  and  unlimited — is  it  supreme 
and  uncontrolled?  Docs  the  constitution  make  this  local 
Legi&laturea  "supreme  power"  to"prescribe"any  ''rule 
of  civil  conduct"  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  Parlia- 
ment may  in  the  kingdom  of  Great  Britian? 

Surely  there  is  enough  good  sense  and  sound  logic  in 
this  House  to  ward  off  the  conclusion  that,  because  the 
power  of  this  local  Legislature  is  undefined,  it  is,  there- 
fore, unchecked  and  unrestrained.  Do  any  contend 
for  such  a  proposition?  If  so,  let  us  follow  out  its  re- 
sults to  the  most  monstrous  absurdities. 

There  are  certain  clauses  of  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States  which  restrain  Congress,  as  the  national 
legislature,  from  passing  certain  laws:  As  that  which 
forbids  the  suspension  of  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  the 
passage  of  a  bill  of  attainder  or  ex  post  facto  law;  a  law 
Respecting  the  establishment  of  religion,  or  prohibiting 
tlie  free  exercise  thereof;  or  abridging  the  freedom  of 
Speech  or  of  the  press;  or  the  right  of  the  people  to 
lissemble  and  petition;  or  the  right  of  the  people  to  keep 
and  bear  arms;  or  the  right  to  be  secure  in  persons, 
houses,  papers,  and  effects:  As  in  that  which  says: 
**Nor  shall  private  property  be  taken  for  public  use, 
without  just  compensation."  Will  it  be  contended  that 
tbe  local  Legislature  of  the  District  of  Columbia  has  un- 
limited power  to  pass  laws  impairing  any  of  tlieie  rights? 

Again:  to  go  further.  Congress  is  prohibited  from 
passing  certain  law.c,  partial  in  their  operation  as  be- 
tween the  States,  eo  nomine:  As  in  that  clause  which 
provides  that  «  No  tax  or  duty  shall  be  laid  on  articles 
exported  from  any  State.  No  preference  shall  be 
given  to  the  ports  of  one  State  over  those  of  another; 
nor  shall  vessels  bound  to  or  from  one  State,  be 
obliged  to  enter,  clear,  or  pay  dutiesv  in  another." 
Can  the  local  Legislature  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
pass  a  law  taxing  articles  exported  from  Alexandria' 
Ctin  it  give  a  preference  to  the  ports  of  the  District 
Over  those  of  the  Stales  of  the  Union,  because  this  pref- 
erence is  prohibited  as  between  one  State  only  and 
tfnother?  Can  it  oblige  vessels  to  or  from  the  States  to 
enter,  clear,  or  pay  duties,  in  the  District? 

Again,  sir,  the  constitution  requires  certain  duties 
and  obligations  from  one  State  to  another  to  be  dis- 
charged and  observed.  "The  citizens  of  each  State 
shall  be  entitled  to  all  privileges  and  immunities  of  citi- 
zens in  the  several  States."  Can  the  local  I^egislature  of 
this  District  deprive  any  citizen  of  a  Stale  of  any  of  his 
privileges  and  immunities,  because  the  District,  eo  tiom- 
ine,  is  not  named  in  this  clause?  And  **no  person  held 
to  service  or  labor  in  one  State,  under  the  laws  thereof, 
escaping  into  another,  shall,  in  consequence  of  any 
Iftw  or  regulation  therein,  be  discharged  from  such 
■fervice  or  labor,  but  shall  be  delivered  up  on  claim  of 


the  party  to  whom  such  service  or  labor  may  be  due." 
Here  is  a  most  important  provision,  qne  of  the  sacred 
compromises  of  the  Union — the  guarantee  of  slave  prop- 
erty. Will  it  be  contended  that  this  provision  of  the 
constitution,  so  sacred  to  the  South,  can  be  nullified  by 
the  local  Legislature  of  this  District  ?  That  it  could  pass 
a  law  in  the  District—not  being  a  State— which  would 
free  every  fugitive  slave  **the  moment  he  set  his  foot  on 
the  soiP"  Sir,  the  bare  possibility  of  this  construction 
is  enough  to  account  for  all  the  sensitiveness  of  the  South 
on  this  question  of  abolition  here.  Admit  this  construc- 
tion of  unlimited  legislation  over  the  District,  and  it  is 
plain  and  obvious  that  every  fugitive  slave,  at  least  from 
the  Stales,  as  well  as  all  slaves  in  the  District,  will  be 
free  too  soon  for  the  safety  of  this  Government.  The 
faith,  the  compromise,  the  guarantee,  the  constitution, 
which  our  fathers  pledged  and  made  with  each  other, 
will  be  gone  forever.  And  who  can  say  that  fanatics 
and  incendiaries  have  not  had  ihis  cunning  to  mark  this 
device  for  universal  emancipation— that  they  would  not 
have  the  heart  to  mutilate  the  plain  letter  of  ihe  consti- 
trttion  by  this  verbal  criticism?  Can  there  be  a  doubt 
but  that  we  would  be  rent  asunder  by  the  ••entering 
wedge"  of  abolition  in  the  District?  Can  there  be  a 
doubt  that  this  power  would  be  claimed?  This  claim  of 
abolition  in  the  District  is  not  an  indirect  but  a  direct 
claim  of  the  power  of  abolition  in  the  Slates.  He  who 
says  that  it  would  be  merely  ''inexpedient"  to  abolish 
slavery  in  the  District,  says  that  it  would  be  merely  "in- 
expedient"  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  States. 

Again:  The  constitution  prohibits  the  States  from 
doing  many  ac'.s,  without  mentioning  the  District  of 
Columbia.  *«  No  State  shall  enter  into  any  treaty,  alli- 
ance, or  confederation;  grant  letters  of  marque  and 
reprisal;  coin  money,"  &c.— CSec.  10,  art  1.)  Will  it 
he  said  that  the  local  Legislature  of  this  District  can  do 
any  of  iliese  acts>  Certainly  the  District  of  Columbia 
can  do  what  none  of  the  States  of  this  Union  can  do,  if 
this  construction  of  the  phrase  "  exclusive  legislation  in 
all  cases  whatsoever,"  as  contended  for  necessarily  by 
those  who  attempt  to  abolish  slavery  here,  be  the  cor- 
rect  construction  of  the  conslitution.  In  short,  if  this 
construction  of  these  words  be  correct,  there  is  no  re- 
straint upon  the  general  powers  of  Congress  in  favor  of 
civil  rights  and  privileges  in  this  District;  there  is  no 
prohibition  of  the  passage  of  partial  laws,  by  the  local 
Legislature  of  this  Districl,  injuriously  affecting,  in  fact 
destroying,  all  ihe  rights  and  equaVuy  of  the  States. 
None  of  the  reciprocal  and  mutual  duties  and  obligations 
of  the  people  of  the  States  belong  to  the  people  of  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  the  local  Legislature  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  distinct  from  the  Legislature  of  the 
Union  and  ihe  State  Legislatures,  may  do  what  neither 
the  Legislature  of  the  Union  nor  the  State  Legislatures 
may  do,  and  what  the  constitution  never  intended  should 
be  done  by  any  power  in  the  country.  The  District  of 
Columbia  might  be  either  the  most  favored  and  free,  or 
the  most  enslaved  and  oppressed,  of  any  portion  of  the 
United  States;  and  there  would  be  an  uncontrolled,  ir- 
responsible, and  untaxed  despotism  at  once  established, 
without  the  slow  pace  of  progressive  steps,  to  glut  upon 
all  that  is  free  and  all  that  is  fair  in  this  happy  land! 
Such  a  construction  cannot  prevail  unless  there  be  a  set- 
tled determination  not  to  keep  the  good  failli  of  the 
federal  compact. 

If,  then,  such  a  construction  is  absurd,  and  this  clause 
of  the  constitution  does  not  confer  absolute  power  of 
legislation,  by  what  is  the  local  legislation  of  Congress 
restrained,  and  how  far?  I  think,  sir,  from  what  has 
been  said,  we  may  lay  down  some  general  rules,  at  least, 
which  restrain  legislation  over  the  District.  1  would  say, 
sir,  1st,  that  nothing  which  Congress  is  expressly  pro- 
hibited by  the  constitution  from  doing  as  a  national 
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Legislature,  can  it  do  as  a  local  Legislature  for  the  Disk 
trict  of  Columbia. 

2il,  That  all  the  duties  and  obligations  which  the  States 
are  bound  by  the  constitution  to  discharge  and  observe 
from  one  to  the  other,  the  District  of  Columbia  or  its 
Legislature  is  bound  to  discharge  and  observe  towards 
the  States,  respectively. 

3d.  That  the  local  Legislature  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia  can  do  no  act  or  pass  no  law  which  the  States 
are  prohibited  from  doing  or  passing  by  the  constitution. 

Sir,  in  addition  to  these  rules,  deduced,  and  necessa- 
rily deduced,  from  the  conhtitution,  it  has  already  been 
decided  by  that  ^udge,  who  is  now  in  heaven  reaping 
the  rewards  of  his  righteous  judgments— by  Marshall — 
that  there  are  great  leading  principles  in  the  nature  of 
society  and  of  government  which  prescribe  limits  to  our 
legislation.  In  Fletchers  t».  Peck,  6  Cranch,  he  says: 
••  It  may  well  be  doubted  whether  the  nature  of  society 
and  of  government  does  not  prescribe  some  limits  to  the 
legislative  power;  and,  if  any  be  prescribed,  where  are 
they  tn  be  found,  if  the  property  of  an  individual,  fairly 
and  honestly  acquired,  may  be  seized  without  compen- 
Bation?.To  the  Legislature  all  legislative  power  is  grant- 
ed; but  the  question,  whether  the  act  of  transferring  the 
property  of  an  individual  to  the  public  be  in  the  nature 
of  the  legislative  power,  is  well  worthy  of  serious  reflec- 
tion." '*  How  far  the  power  of  giving  the  law  may  in- 
volve every  other  power,  in  cases  where  the  constitution 
is  silent,  never  has  been,  and  perhaps  never  can  be, 
definitely  stated."  Even  so,  sir,  where  the  coustittitinn 
is  silent,  but  here,  fortunately,  the  constitution  speaks 
too  plainly  to  be  misunderstood.  It  ezpre.^sly  declares 
that  '*  private  property  shall  not  be  taken  for  public  use, 
without  just  compensation." 

Sir,  several  of  the  States  of  this  Union  hav^  gradually 
emancipated  the  slaves  withio  their  borders,  in  their  own 
way,  and  in  their  own  time.  But  no  State,  to  the  honor 
of  the  nation  and  its  inbtitutions,  has  ever  yet  violated 
the  great  principle  of  vested  rights.  None  of  them  have 
ever,  within  my  knowledge,  taken  slave  property, 
against  the  consent  of  the  owners,  and  without  compen- 
sation. They  have  never  gone  farther  than,  with  the 
unanimous  consent  of  masters,  to  adopt  what  is  called 
the  *'po4/  ncUi**  principle,  and  to  declare  that  rights 
'which  did  not  exist  at  the  time  should  never  exist — to 
make  those  free  which  would  in  future  have  been  slaves. 
It  maybe  well  said,  in  reference- to  Slate  legislation, 
that  •*  private  property  can  only  be  taken  for  public 
use."  What  "use"  is  a  slave  taken  for,  who  is  taken 
for  enuincipation? 

Why,  sir,  that  which  can  only  be  taken  for  "  use," 
would  be  taken  to  be  disqualified  for  «•  use."  True, 
30U  may  say  there  is  a  "use"  of  policy,  of  philanthropy, 
of  fancy,  or  fanaticism,  for  which  a  slave  may  be  taken; 
but  that  is  not  the  true  sense  of  the  constitution.  The 
only  foundation  of  the  Government's  right  to  take  a 
slave,  is,  that  he  is  private  property — the  Government 
cannot  change  the  relation  of  master  and  slave,  even  for 
public  use.  The  Government  may  impress  a  horse  or  a 
slave  for  the  public  use  of  defending  a  city,  or  for  any 
other  emergency.  If  the  horse  or  slave  be  destroyed, 
the  Government  must  make  just  compensation  for  the 
entire  value;  and  if  not  destroyed,  they  are  returned  to 
the  master.  The  power  to  change  all  the  relations  of 
property  and  ownership,  and  to  destroy  vested  rights, 
cannot  be  admitted  to  be  in  the  State  Legislatures  even; 
they  could  not  make  compensation  without  taxing  their 
people  to  pay  themselves,  which  is  no  compensation  at 
all.  The  **  nature  of  society  and  of  government"  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  restrains  the  local  Legislature 
here,  much  more  than  *Uhe  nature  of  society  and  of 
government"  in  the  States  restrains  their  Legislatures. 
Bemember,  sir,  that  the  local  L^-gislAture  here  is  distinct 


from  the  national;  and,  if  so,  where  are  the  coffers  of 
the  Legislature  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  from  which 
to  make  Just  compensation?  Can  this  local  Legislature 
plunder  the  Treasury  of  the  national  Legislature;  take 
the  money  of  your  constituents  and  of  mme,  to  pay  for 
emancipated  slaves  here?  The  entire  revenue  of  which 
Congress  has  control  belongs  to  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  and  not  to  the  Treasury  of  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  purposes  for  which  that  national  treas* 
ure  shall  be  appropriated  are  specified;  the  powers  all 
enumerated  which  can  touch  it.  Is  there  aucb  a  pur* 
pose  or  such  a  power  as  to  purchase  slaves'  If  they 
may  be  bought  for  freedom,  may  they  not  be  bought  for 
bondage?  Will  these  petitioners  themselves  contend 
that  the  Government  can  become  a  slaveholder  and 
taskmaster?  And,  if  the  local  Legislature  shall  not  use 
the  funds  of  the  national  Legislature  for  such  purpose 
as  thi?,  what  other  means  has  it  to  abolish  slavery  by 
making  just  compensation?  Will  you  rob  Peter  to  pay 
Paul,  tax  the  right  band  to  pay  the  left,  tax  the  slave- 
holders themselves  to  pay  themselves? 

Again,  and  above  all,  will  you  dare  to  tax  a  people  to 
pay  themselves,  who  are  without  representation  of  their 
own  choice?  Taxation  without  representation,  to  take 
private  property  for  no  public  use,  against  the  consent 
of  the  owners,  would  be  the  very  essence  of  tyranny 
and  oppression.  The  constitution  must  forbid  so  violent 
a  wrong,  and  no  right  of  petition  or  any  other  right  can 
claim  to  effect  it. 

And,  sir,  as  to  this  right  of  petition,  what  common  in- 
terest in  slavery  here  have  the  people  of  Maine  or 
Massachusetts  with  the  people  of  this  District?  These 
petitioners  must  pray  to  us  as  the  local  Legislature  of 
the  District.  This  local  Legislature  is  lo  this  District 
what  the  State  Legislature  of  Virginia  is  to  that  State. 
Have  the  people  of  the  non-slavehoJding  States  a  right 
to  petition  the  Legislature  of  Virginia  to  abolish  slavery 
within  her  limits?  No  more  have  any  other  people  than 
the  District  people  themselves  a  right  to  petition  the  lo- 
cal Legislature  here  to  abolish  slavery  in  their  limits,  if 
it  be  a  subject  of  petition  and  legislation  at  all.  These 
fanatics  are  as  alien  to  this  tender  interest  as  the  foreign- 
er Thompson,  whom  they  have  nursed  like  a  viper  in 
their  bosoms. 

But,  sir,  local  legislation  in  this  District  is  still  morere« 
strained  by  the  affinity  of  this  local  to  the  national  Legis- 
lature. Though  we  constitute  two  distinct  Legislatures, 
yet  wc  are  the  same  boHy  of  men.  At  the  same  time 
we  are  the  Legislature  of  this  District,  we  are  the  Legis- 
lature of  this  Union.  The  same'<}ongres8  which  enacts 
municipal  laws  for  the  people  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, is  the  high  constitutional  lawgiver  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States.  The  same  body  of  legislators  which 
is  bound  to  protect  and  provide  for  the  local  welfare  of 
this  people  immediately  around  as  is,  by  a  paramount  du- 
ty and  interest,  bound  to  protect  and  provide  for  the 
general  welfare  of  this  whole  nation.  This  is  incorpo- 
rated  deeply  in  the  bosom  of  the  constitution,  and  is  no 
principle  of  mere  expediency.  What  would  be  the  con- 
sequence of  exercising  or  attempting  to  exercise  this 
legislative  power  claimed  ?  Congress  never  can  act  upon 
the  subject  of  abolition  in  the  District,  with  the  consent 
of  a  majority  of  the  people  of  this  nation.  The  South 
will  always  be  unanimous,  and  I  flatter  myself,  str,  that 
we  shall  always  have  a  large  minority  at  least  of  patriot-* 
ism  and  intelligence  with  us  in  the  North.  No  human 
tongue  can  tell  the  consequences — fanaticism  would  tri- 
umph, indeed,  and  tliis  nation  would  bid  a  long  farewell 
to  all  its  glory,  freedom,  and  happiness!  This  Congress, 
which  is  solemnly  bound  by  the  constitution  lo  protect 
the  States  of  this  Union  from  domestic  violence,  would, 
by  abolishing  slavery  in  this  District,  send  a  flaming  torch 
of  discord  throughout  the  land;  excite  insurrection  and 
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rebellion;  force  resistance  to  violations  of  civil  rights, 
and  eventually  dissolve  the  Union.  By  madly  attempt- 
ing to  knock  imaginary  manacles  from  oflT  the  hands  of 
some  few  nominal  slaves,  it  would  merge  a  prosperous 
nation  of  happy  freemen  into  the  horrors  of  a  bloody 
reMolution,  and  finally  handcuff  both  bond  and  free  with 
the  chains  of  inevitable  despotism! 

But,  sir,  let  us  advert  to  the  reading  of  the  ronstitu- 
'tion  again.  If  Congress  has  entire  and  absolute  legisla- 
tion over  this  District,  it  has  the  power  to  exercise  **like 
authority  over  all  places  purchased,  by  the  consent  of 
the  State  Legislatures,  for  the  erection  of  forts,"  &c. 
N(\w,  sir,  I  put  this  case:  Old  Point  Comfort  is  a  place 
purchased  for  the  erection  of  a  fort  in  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia. There  are  a  number  of  slaves  hired  out  there 
from  the  adjoining  counties.  Some  persons,  I  believe, 
have  removed  there  from  the  neighborhood,  hold  their 
slaves  there,  and  hire  them  out  to  Government.  Can 
Congress  Hbolish  slavery  therc.^  Sir,  if  we  can  abolish 
slavery  here,  we  can  there.  Is  there  any  such  ultimate 
design?  Would  it  be  tolerated?  What,  sir,  can  yf»u 
station  outposts  of  abolition  in  the  very  heart  of  the 
slave  States?     Monstrous  and  absurd! 

Again,  sir,  if  ambition  and  madness,  joined  with  false 
philanthropy  and  fanaticism,  do  nut  arrest  our  onward 
march  to  unparalleled  greatness,  this  nation  of  freemen, 
this  empire  of  civil  hberty,  this  asylum  of  the  oppressed, 
will  extend  its  vast  boundaries  from  sea  to  sea — its  do- 
minion will  extend  to  the  uttermost  bounds  of  this  con- 
tinent. When  we  shall  thus  have  increased,  we  musf  at 
fcome  not  far  distant  day  remove  our  seat  of  Government. 
Abolish  slavery  in  this  District,  and  what  an  anomaly  will 
be  exhibited  when  it  reverts  back  to  the  slave  States 
which  have  ceded  it!  Could  you  return  the  trust  as  it 
was  committed  to  your  chargi?  Could  you  now  place 
these  portions  of  Virginia  and  Maryland  in  statu  quo? 
Would  your  frecdmen  again  become  slaves?  Would 
these  Suies  permit  them  to  remain  freedmen'  Sir,  if 
you  did  not  violate  the  letter  of  the  acts  of  cession,  you 
would  commit  a  breach  of  the  faith  implied  by  the  ces- 
sion of  those  Stales.  Why  was  their  cession  required, 
why  is  their  consent  to  the  purchase  of  places  requirctl 
by  the  constitution — if  it  was  not  to  give  the  States  the 
power  of  imposing  condition  and  restraint  upon  your 
legislation  over  their  ceded  territory?  And  I  confidently 
ask  ••  if  the  nature  of  society  and  of  Government"  in 
Maryland  and  Virginia  is  not,  of  ils<  If,  independent  of 
conditions  expressed  in  the  acts  of  cession,  sufficient  to 
restrain  your  powerof  legislation  over  this  subject? 

Such,  sir,  are  the  considerations  and  causes  which  im- 
periously restrain  your  power  of  legislation  on  the  abo- 
lition of  slavery  in  ihis  District,  and  which  authoritative- 
ly forbid  the  North  to  meddle  with  a  subject  which  con- 
ccrns  not  its  people.  Siiali  wc  be  asked,  then,  is  there 
DO  power  any  where  to  legislate  upon  thi^  subject  in 
these  limits,  even  though  the  people  of  the  District 
Uiemselves  should  dtmand  iu  exercise?  No,  sir,  no. 
The  people  of  the  District  themselves  cannot  ask  you 
to  violate  the  constitution,  much  less  can  they  give  you 
the  power  to  do  so.  They  can  no  more  give  you,  by 
their  petitions  and  prayers,  the  power  to  abolish  their 
fclavery,  than  they  can  by  any  act  of  their  own  give  you 
the  power  to  allow  them  a  representative  on  this  floor. 
I  would  sooner  vote  to  violate  the  constitution  by  giving 
them  representation  in  Congress,  than  I  would  vote  to 
violate  the  constitution  by  taking  from  them  their  pri- 
vate property  without  representation.  What  need  have 
they  of  legislation  to  abolish  their  slavery?  May  they  not 
emancipate  without  further  legislation  to  aid  them?  Yes, 
sin  by  the  laws  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  which  are 
still  unrepealed  as  to  them,  each  man  who  holds  slaves, 
and  wishes  to  petition  for  legislation,  m^v  already,  with- 
out our  assistance,  legislate  by  will  or  deed  of  cmanci- 


pation  for  himself!  And  dare  you,  or  any  power,  to 
tear  from  him  his  property  against  his  assent?  Idle,  and 
hypocritical,  and  false,  then,  is  the  pretence  of  any  ne- 
cessity for  the  exercise  of  this  power  so  dangerous  and 
dreadful ! 

We  desire  Congress  to  expressly  disclaim  any  such 
power,  in  order  that  the  people  of  the  North  may  un- 
derstand it  will  be  vain  for  them  to  offer  such  petitions, 
because  it  is  unconstitutional  for  us  to  grant  them.  It 
must  be  settled  that  there  are  restraining  principles  in 
the  constitution;  restrictions  to  the  power  of  lociil  legis- 
lation; restrictions  to  all  the  rights  of  government  and 
citizenship. 

Sir,  my  object  in  explaining  these  views  has  been 
purely  to  convince  the  honest  and  patriotic  portion  of 
the  ^orth  (and  I  know  that  there  are  many  such)  of 
their  error  and  misapprehension  on  this  subject  of  pow- 
er, and  to  obtain  their  aid  and  efforts  in  giving  peace 
and  Sf  curity  to  their  brethren  of  the  South.  Sorry,  in- 
deed, was  I  to  listen  to  the  inflammatory  and  intemperate 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr. 
Adams,]  and  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
Granoeh.]  The  figures  which  they  presented  to  mc 
were  those  of  the  keepers  of  bloodhounds,  holding  them 
by  the  leashes.  They  patted  their  bloodhnuiuls  on  the 
head,  and  caressed  them  for  *'  no  murderers." 

Sir,  those  whom  these  pets  of  the  gentlemen  pursue 
and  harass,  can  best  judge  of  their  taste  for  blood.  C:«n 
these  gentlemen,  can  any,  be  so  inhuman  as  to  feci  the 
disposition  to  hiss  on  thfsc  bloodhounds?  DoaT\>'  delight 
in  encouraging  the  spirit  of  fanaticism,  hy  soothing'  and 
complimenting  these  kind,  amiable,  peaceable,  ^ood 
Quakers,  priest«,  foreigners,  and  ladies,  who  heat  this 
agitiition^  IMie  honorable  gentleman  [iNlr.  Adams]  asks 
if  we  uish  to  discuss  the  **  sublime  merits  of  slavery?" 
I  think,  sir,  it  is  a  subject  ae  sublime  at  least  as  his  con- 
ceptions of  the  character  of  the  fair  Desdtmona,  who 
carried  ••amalgamation"  practically  too  far  in  his  «»pin- 
ion  and  mine,  too;  but  it*Ts  not  a  discussion  of  slavery 
that  we  ask.  We  never  will  discuss  that  subject  with 
gentlemen  but  in  one  way,  which  I  will  not  mention. 
'I  he  only  question  which  wc  will  discuss,  and  that  to  en- 
lighten the  public  mind  on  a  question  which  has  never 
been  discussed  enough  to  be  understootl,  is,  •*  whellitr 
Congress  has  the  power  to  abolish  slavery  in  this  Dis- 
trict'" And  I  hope,  sir,  that  in  the  discussion  of  that 
question,  «•  every  speech  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon's 
line"  will  not  be,  as  he  has  predicted,  **an  ineendiary 
pamphlet."  1  cannot  believe  it.  Nor  do  I  think  it  pos- 
sible that  the  people  of  the  North,  when  they  are  suffi- 
ciently enlightened  by  temperate  and  sober  discussion  of 
that  question,  would  turn  out  their  representatives  fur 
supporting  the  rights  of  our  people  and  the  sanctity  of 
the  constitution. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Grangeh]  said 
that  his  good  petitionci*s  were  not  abolitionists.  1  think, 
sir,  they  are  next  akin  to  them.  Many  of  them  are  uo- 
men.  Viy  the  by,  sir,  have  women,  too,  the  right  of 
petition?  Arc  they  citizens!  No  one,  Mr.  Speaker, 
pays  more  cordial  homage  to  the  fair  sex  than  1  do. 
Woman  in  the  parlor,  woman  in  her  proper  sphei-e,  is 
the  ornament  and  comfort  of  man;  but  out  of  the  parlor, 
out  of  her  sphere,  if  there  is  a  devil  on  earth,  when  she 
is  a  devil,  woman  is  a  devil  incarnate!  If  1  were  to 
paint  the  image  of  a  demon,  a  fiend  riding  on  the  blast 
of  strife  and  ruin,  hissing  rage,  and  rapine,  and  rape, 
and  murder,  on  our  lives  and  property,  and  matrons  ami 
maidn,  of  the  South,  it  should  be  the  ftirm  of  a  woman 
with  the  hair  of  the  furies!  One  good  sanctified  priest 
can  persuade  all  the  women  in  the  parish  to  be  abolition- 
ists. And  what  sort  of  a  Government  are  we  to  have  if 
women  and  priests  are  to  influence  our  legislation?  The 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams]  told  us  that 
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this  is  a  relift'ious  question.  I  protest  s^inst  religion 
having  any  thing  to  do  with  the  political  and  constitii- 
tional  questions  of  this  GoTernment.  Neither  women 
nor  priests  are  politicians,  except  in  the  intrigues  of 
court.  This  is  a  delicate  political  question,  and  those 
only  should  deal  with  it  who  have  some  common  sense 
as  well  as  experience  as  statesmen,  and  who  are  honest 
patriot*. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ihbibsoll] 
has  given  the  message  of  the  Governor  of  his  State  as 
an  assurance  of  fraternal  feeling  to  the  South.    Sir,  that 
message  was,  no  doubt,  like  many  other  assurances  from 
the  North,  well  meant;  but  the  South  can  view  no  such 
assurances  ss  satisfactory.     The  Governor,  if  I  read  his 
message  right,  recommended  no  legislative  action  what- 
ever  to  liis  State  Lej^islature,  but  recommended  them  to 
leave  the  whole  subject  to  public  sentiment  alone.     We 
require,  particularly  in  my  section  of  Virginia,  moat  effi- 
cient aid  from  the  State  Legislatures  of  Pennsylvania, 
New  York,  and  New  Jersey.  Not  a  year  passes  in  which 
numbers  of  our  slaves  do  not  escspe  to  some  one  or  all 
of  these  States.     The  constitution  guaranties  to  us  our 
right  of  property  in  fugitive  slaves;  but  that  guarantee  is 
rendered  null  and  void  for  the  want  of  State  protection 
from  mobs  and  "  public  sentiment,"  which  obstruct  the 
exercise  of  that  right.     What  kind  of  protection  do  we 
meet  when  we  go  in  pursuit  of  our  slaves'  Every  obsta- 
cle is  interposed  between  the  master  and  the  recovery 
of  his  property.     It  was  but  a  few  months  since  that  a 
citizen  of  my  own  county  went  to  New  York  to  recover 
his  fugitive  slave?  the  slave  knew  his  master,  and  the 
master  knew  his  slave;  but  black  witnesses  were  arrayed 
against  respectable  white  witnesses,  and  were  made  to 
swear  that  the  slave  had  been  a  resident  of  New  York 
for  a  time  longer  than  that  within  which  he  had  eloped. 
And  this,  sir,  is  not  an  uncommon  case.    All  that  we 
ask  is,  that  the  faith  of  the  covenant  khall  be  kept;  and 
how  can  this  provision  of  the  constitution  be  available  to 
our  rights,  if  black  witnesses  shall  be  allowed  to  swear 
against  white  men  in  a  case  involving  the  question  of  a 
right  of  property  to  a  fugitive  slave  in  a  non-slaveliold- 
ing  Stater 

The  South  asks  no  other  aid  or  protection  of  the  North 
than  a  faithful  observance  of  the  federal  compact.  They 
feel  no  other  apprehension  than  from  northern  violators 
of  the  constitution. 

The  gentleman  [Mr.  Iztokksoll]  alluded  to  the  case 
of  St.  Domingo.  I  beg  him  to  remember  that  the 
French  of  that  island  were  not  overrun  and  massacred 
by  the  blacks,  notwithstanding  the  immense  disparity  in 
numbers  between  the  white  and  black  population,  until 
an  English  army  assisted  the  slaves.  Sir,  that  is  all  that 
we  have  to  fear— an  English  army  from  the  North!  Al- 
ready has  a  miscreant  foreigner  from  Great  Britain  been 
recruiting  his  army  of  fanatics  in  the  North.  We  scorn 
the  crusade,  hut  hold  the  constituted  authorities  of  the 
North  bound  for  the  consequences  of  *•  blood  and  buri- 
al" which  are  to  flow. 

If  an  English  army,  sir,  were  actually  to  invade  our 
shores,  every  sword  would  leap  from  its  scabbard  to 
repel  the  foe — ^it  would  be  treason  to  aid  and  comfort 
the  enemy  in  our  borders.  And,  though  all  the  fleets 
and  armies  of  combined  Europe  could  not  so  effectually 
attack  and  destroy  this  nation  and  its  institutions  as 
George  Thompson  and  his  northern  recruits,  yet  this 
worst  of  enemies  is  not  only  tolerated  in  our  borders, 
un whipped  of  justice,  unpunished  by  penal  laws  of  pro- 
tection,  but  he  is  lel\  to  that  omnipotent  guardian, 
«*  public  sentiment"— «  public  sentiment"  in  the  North— 
which  nut  only  countenances,  but  aids  and  comforts  and 
encourages  him  and  his  followers — ay,  pampered  and 
petted  iiim  with  all  the  soothing  and  succor  of  the 
hospitality  and  kindness  and  assistance  of  some  of  the 
Vol.  XII.— 128 


most  powerful,  influential,  and  wealthy  citizens!   Strange 
and  sad  infatuation,  at  war  with  every  obligation  of  duty 
and  patriotism!     I  do  trust  there  is  still  lefl  patriotism 
enough,  and  sober  sense  enough,  to  avert  the  calamities 
which  are  threatened  from  this  portentous  quarter,  and 
that  this  House  will  take  measures  to  quiet  the  public 
mind  on  this  subject.     If  we  pass  a  declaratory  res4la- 
tion,  we  shall  then  hear  of  no  more  motions  to  reject 
these  petitions  or  to  lay  them  on  the  table.     Our  only 
wish  is  to  be  plainly  understood.     Sir,  it  is  not  lor  our 
lives  or  our  property  that  we  are  so  anxious.     No,  sir. 
As  our  fathers  pledged  their  lives,  their  property,  and 
their  sacred  honor,  to  each  other  for  the  establislimeHt  of 
free  institutions,  so  are  we  ready  now  and  always^to 
pledge  our  lives,  our  property,  and  our  sacred  honor,  to 
our  brethren  of  the  North  to  preserve  forever  the  blood- 
bought  common  inheritance  which  our  fathers,  who 
were  brothers  in  truth,  in  compromise,  in  the  spirit  of 
conciliation,  have  left  us.     We  beg  of  our  brethren  to 
be  governed  by  their  spirit.     We  invoke  their  spirit! 
Were  they  here  in  our  seats,  would  they  be  continually 
risking  all  so  dear  to  us,  for  a  good  so  questionable  if 
attainable?     Would  they  not  give  up  this  contested 
power  of  legislation,  if  they  possessed  it,  sooner  than 
risk  the  whole  of  this  fair  structure — this  their  handi- 
work—this free  Government — for  an  imaginary  and  vain 
scheme  of  folly  and  madness?    We  will  stand  by  the 
constitution,  and  fear  only  for  it!     We  will  keep  the 
faith  of  the  covenant  on  our  part,  and  repeat:   *'  upon 
your  skirts,  not  upon  ours,  be  its  blood!" 

I  hope,  sir,  I  have  had  a  higher  and  nobler  object  in 
view,  in  thus  addressing  the  House,  than  any  party 
object.  If  those  who  have  disclaimed  the  imputation  of 
bad  motives  to  me  and  my  friends,  meant  thereby  to  do 
what  they  disclaimed,  I  have  only  to  aay,  sir,  I  hold  the 
imputations  and  their  authors  in  contempt.  My  motive 
is  not  agitation,  but  tranquillity — to  teach  forbearance  to 
the  agitators  of  the  North— to  say  «  hold  off,"  to  all  who 
will  rudely  touch  this  tender  point — and  to  give  perma- 
nent peace  and  safety  to  the  South.  I  now  beg  the 
House  to  speak  peace  and  safjpty  to  the  country  through 
a  resolution  which  I  shall  take  the  opportunity  to  move, 
declaring  that  **  Congress  has  no  power,  under  the  con- 
stitution, to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia." 
Give  us  this,  and  it  is  all  we  ask. 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Virginia,  said  he  did  not  rise  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  proposition,  which  would  be  necessarily 
presented  by  the  petition  now  offered  to  the  House; 
that  was  what  he  not  only  did  not  desire  to  do,  but  it 
was  what  he  dare  not  do.    He  designed  briefly  to  assign 
the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which,  in  a  mom^t  x>f  inadvertence,  that  peti- 
tion had  been  sent  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and  also  to  reply  to  the  objections  urged  by 
gentlemen  to  the  course  now  proposed  to  be  adopted  in 
reference  to  that,  and,  he  hoped,  all  other  petitions  of 
the  same  character.     He  expressed  himself  grateful  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Ihobbsoll,]  for 
the  remarks  he  had  made  this  morning.    But  while  he 
rendered  this  tribute  to  the  good  feelings  and  sympathies 
of  the  gentleman,  he  hoped  his  own  motives  would  be 
duly  appreciated  by  him,  when  he  said  he  could  never 
consent  to  entertain  or  discuss  here  the  right  by  which 
the  people  of  the  South  held  title  to  their  slaves.     The 
great  object  he  desired  was  to  obtain  a  direct  vote  upon 
these  petitions,  which  continued  daily  to  come  in;  and 
that  the  solicitude  he  felt  on  the  subject  arose  from  a 
conviction  upon  his  own  mind,  that  nothing  but  a  direct 
vote  would  sati&fy  the  members  from  the  South,  or  quiet 
the  apprehensions  of  their  constituents;  and  deeply  as 
he  lamented  the  necessity  which  rendered  it  proper,  in 
the  opinion  of  honorable  gentlemen,  to  go  into  this 
debate— unwilling  as  he  bad  always  been,  to  far  to 
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countenance  the  views  of  those  misguided,  deluded,  and 
infatuated  men,  who  for  years  past  had  been  scattering 
firebrands  among  the  people  of  the  South,  and  who,  to 
accomplish  their  base  purposes,  were  willing  not  only 
to  aim  a  deadly  blow  at  their  prosperity  as  a  people,  but 
to  peril  the  lives  of  millions,  and  to  endanger  the  per- 
petuity of  the  Union — he  felt  as  though  he  should  be 
unfaithful  to  the  high  trust  confided  to  him,  if  he  did 
not  contribute  his  aid  in  obtaining  a  direct  vote  upon 
this  all-absorbing  question. 

•  But  a  few  days  ago  there  seemed  to  exist  a  unanimity 
of  sentiment  upon  this  deeply  interesting  subject,  which 
had  very  seldom  manifested  itself  upon  any  important 

auestion  which  had  come  up  for  consideration  before 
le  Representatives  of  the  people.  There  was  then 
heard  from  all  sides  of  the  House  a  wish  expressed,  not 
only  to  put  down  the  abolitionists,  but  to  do  it  in  the 
most  effectual  possible  manner;  and  the  great  point  of 
difficulty  was  to  determine  upon  the  mode  by  which  it 
could  be  most  effectually  done. 

With  one  of  the  modes,  Mr.  J.  said  he  should  be 
satisfied.  Promptly  to  reject  these  petitions  as  they 
were  presented,  he  believed,  would  meet  the  approba- 
tion of  southern  gentlemen;  and  if  they,  who  were 
more  deeply  interested  than  all  others,  regarded  that 
mode  of  disposing  of  them  as  effectual  to  the  accom- 
plishment of^  the  great  object  they  had  in  view,  and  the 
people  of  the  East  and  the  North  really  intended,  in 
good  faith,  to  co-operate  with  them,  (as  be  believed  they 
did,}  he  could  perceive  no  good  reason  why  the  propo- 
sition to  reject  should  not  be  sustained. 

It  had  been  said  that  gentlemen  from  the  South  were 
over  sensitive,  and  disposed  to  act  with  too  much  precip- 
itation on  this  subject.  It  had  also  been  contended  that 
this  course  of  proceeding  was  calculated  to  abridge  the 

S-eat  right  of  petition;  and  others  there  were,  who 
ought  the  only  proper  course  was  to  refer  them  to  a 
committee.  The  nitimation  that  this  was  a  subject  upon 
which  the  people  of  the  South  were  sensitive,  was  just. 
Tire  fact  could  not  be  disguised,  that  there  existed 
throughout  the  slaveholding  States  an  excitement  which 
bad  never  been  witnessed  at  any  former  period  of  their 
history;  and  strangely  indeed  must  he  be  constituted, 
who  could  look  upon  the  conduct  of  the  abolitionists, 
and  witness  the  scenes  to  which  it  had  given  rise  in 
the  South,  and  not  have  his  sensibility  wrought  up  to 
the  very  highest  pilch.  Was  it  not  known  to  every  gen- 
tleman upon  this  floor,  that  numerous  abolition  societies 
bad  been  formed  in  the  eastern  and  northern  States, 
frowned  upon,  indignantly  frowned  upon,  he  believed, 
by  the  intelligent,  the  well-informed,  and  respectable 
portions  of  these  communities?  But  could  they  siiut 
their  eyes  to  the  f^-ct,  that  these  societies  existed;  that 
they  had  gone  on  to  collect  large  sums  of  money,  and 
bad  put  into  operation  printing  presses,  which  were 
worked  by  steam  ^  Yes,  sir,  worked  by  steam,  with  the 
open  and  avowed  object  of  effecting  the  immediate  abo- 
lition of  slavery  in  the  southern  States.  That  by  means  of 
these  two  great  revolutionizers  of  the  world — he  meant 
steam  power  and  the  press— they  had  caused  to  be  print- 
e«l,  and,  by  means  of  the  public  mails,  circulated  through- 
out the  slaveholding  States,  large  numbers  of  newspa- 
pers, pamphlets,  tracts,  and  pictures,  calculated,  in  an 
eminent  degree,  to  rouse  and  inflame  the  passions  of  the 
slaves  against  their  masters,  to  urge  them  on  to  deeds  of 
death,  and  to  involve  them  in  all  the  horrors  of  a  ser- 
vile war— productions  which,  Mr.  J.  said  he  would  take 
upon  himself  to  say,  were  as  foul  libels  upon  the  people 
of  the  South  ss  were  ever  printed.  And,  as  if  to  add 
insult  to  injury,  there  were  those  here  who  had  the  char- 
ity to  believe  that  they  were  influenced  in  their  con- 
duct by  humane  and  religious  motives.  If,  indeed,  (said 
Mr.  J.,)  this  most  uncalled  for,  officious,  and  dangerous 


intermeddling  with  the  rights  of  others,  be  dictated  by 
religion,  he  would  say  it  was  not  the  religion  which  was 
inculcated  by  the  Saviour  of  the  world,  or  taught  by  his 
disciples. 

Mr.  J.  said  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  understood,  by 
any  thing  he  had  said,  that  he  was  in  favor  of  abridging 
either  the  freedom  of  the  press  or  freedom  of  speech: 
far  from  it;  he  regarded  them  as  the  great  safeguards  to 
our  republican  institutions.  There  was,  however,  a  dif- 
ference between  the  freedom  and  licentiousnebs  of  the 
press,  and  what  he  objected  to  was  the  right  of  these  mis- 
guided and  deluded  men  to  propagate  slander,  to  insti- 
gate murder,  to  disturb  the  peace  of  States,  and  to  en- 
danger this  Union;  and,  if  persisted  in  by  them,  he  call- 
ed upon  the  representatives  of  the  people  to  interpose, 
and  stamp  their  conduct  with  the  seal  of  their  disappro- 
bation. 

But  (said  Mr.  J.)  we  have  been  told  by  (he  gentlemen 
from  New  York   and   Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Bsakdslet 
and   Mr.  Adams,]  that  to  vote  to  reject  this  petition 
would  be  to  abridge  the  right  of  the  people  to  petition 
Congress.     He  admitted  that  to  be  a  right,  the  free  ex- 
ercise of  which  was  secured  to  the  people  by  the  con- 
stitution, and  he  would  be  among  the  last,  he  hoped  the 
very  last,  to  lay  violent  hands  upon  that  sacred  instru- 
ment.   He  had  sworn  to  support  it,  and,  as  a  Represent- 
ative of  the  people,  support  it  he  would,  at  every  haz- 
ard, for  upon  it  depended   the  last   hope  of  freedom 
throughout  the  world;  and  if  he  coukl  be  satisfied  that 
any  constitutional  right  of  the  people  was  to  be  invaded 
by  the  course  he  proposed  in  disposing  of  that  petition, 
he  would  be  the  first  to  abandon  the  position  he  then 
occupied;  but  (said  Mr.  J.)  in  what  consists  the  right  of 
petition,  if  it  be  not  to  set  forth,  in  written  form,  the 
grievances  complained  of,  with  a  view  to  procure  upon 
them  the  action  of  Congress?     And  had  not  these  peti- 
tioners already  enjoyed  that  right'     Did  not  the  pro- 
ceedings  which  had  taken  piece  upon  this  petition  fur- 
nish the  aftirmative  answer  to  the  inquiry?     Ua<i  they 
not  petitioned,  had  not  their  petition  been  preseisted  by 
a  member  in  his  place,  received  by  the  House,  read  by 
the  Clerk;  and  was  Congress  not  then  engaged   in  en- 
deavoring to  dispose  of  it  in  conformity  with  rules  which 
had  been  made  and  adopted  for  the  government  of  the 
House?    And  if  it  should  ever  be  disposed  of,  woulduot 
this  petition  have  been  so  fully  considered  as  it  could 
have   been,  had  any   other  form   of  proceedings   been 
adopted?     Mr.  J.  said,  that  when  a  petition  had  been 
presented   to  the   House,  received,  and  read  hy  the 
Clerk,  (unless  it  should  be  afterwards  withdrawn  by  tlie 
consent  of  the  House,)  it  became  the  property  of  the 
llepresentatives  of  the   people:  they  might  refuse  to 
consider  it,  lay  it  on  the  table,  postpone  it  to  a  day  cer- 
tain, refer  it  to  the  committee,  or,  what  they  had  in  vain 
attempted  here,  they  might  reject  it.    Here,  then,  were 
five  several  ways  in  which  this  petition  might  legallvand 
properly  be  disposed  of;  and  how  it  was  that  the  dispo- 
sition of  it  in  one  of  these  modes,  in  preference  to  an- 
other, (all  of  which  were  prescribed  by  the  rules  of  the 
House,)  was  in  any  possible  way  to  afl Vet  the  right  of 
the  people  to  petition  Congress,  he  was  wholly  at  a  loss 
to  comprehend. 

But  they  were  told  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, [Mr.  Adams,]  that,  if  these  petitions  were  sent  to 
a  committee,  they  would  there  be  allowed  **  to  sleep 
the  slcop  of  death;"  and  that  thereafter  we  sliould  be 
troubled  with  no  others  of  like  character.  Would  to 
God  that  this  assurance  of  the  honorable  gentleman 
could  be  realized;  but  they  had  only  to  look  to  the  past 
history  of  their  legislation  upon  that  subject  to  be  satis- 
fied that  the  expected  consummation  to  which  he  look- 
ed forward,  had  existence  nowhere  except  in  the  fertile 
imagination  of  him  who  conceived  it.     It  would  then  be 
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seen  that  that  course  had  been  tried  again  and  again; 
atill  thcbae  petitions  continued  to  flow  in  upon  them,  and 
would  continue  to  do  so,  so  long  as  they  were  received 
and  referred  to  committees.  What,  he  inquired,  was 
the  object  in  referring  subjects  lo  a  committee^  It 
was  to  collect  information,  which,  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  legislation,  could  not  conveniently  be  collected  in 
any  olher  way.  But  did  this  House  stand  in  need  of  in- 
formation upon  the  subject  sought  to  be  brought  to  its 
notice  by  that  petition  ?  Certainly  not.  It  was  well  un- 
derstood that  it  was  a  subject  to  which  public  attention 
had  been  long  turned,  with  the  most  intense  interest; 
that  from  the  river  St.  Lawrence  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
tiie  best  talents  of  the  country  had  been  almost  every 
where  engaged  in  its  consideration,  and  in  communica- 
ting informHtion  to  the  people.  So  soon  as  the  excite- 
ment over  the  country  commenced,  meeting  after  meet- 
ing was  called  in  the  southern  States,  in  almost  every 
town  and  county;  discussion  afler  discussion  was  had  be- 
fore the  people;  resolution  af\er  resolution  adopted,  un- 
til, like  a  wave  from  the  ocean,  it  swept  over  the  whole 
southern  country.  It  resulted  in  strong  appeals  to  our 
brethren  of  the  North,  to  step  fortli  and  aid  us  in  put- 
ting down  these  base  attempts  upon  our  rights,  our 
property,  and  our  lives.  And  it  was  with  mingled  emo- 
tions of  pride  and  pleasure  he  referred  to  the  fact  that 
tlie'se  appeals  were  not  made  in  vain.  They  too  called 
the  people  together;  meetings  were  held  throughout  the 
whole  eastern  and  northern  countries;  and  the  measures 
adopted  by  those  meetings  for  a  time  gave  quiet,  and, 
to  some  extent,  alLiyed  the  excitement  in  the  South; 
and  it  was  for  gentlemen  from  the  North  to  say  whether 
we  may  still  rely  upon  their  assurancesi,  by  heartily  co- 
operating with  us  in  putting  this  subject  to  rest  by  a  di- 
rect and  decisive  vote  upon  the  question. 

Mr.  J .  said  it  must  be  obvious  that  there  could  be  no 
need  of  further  information  on  the  subject,  to  enable 
gentlemen  to  vote  understandingly  upon  it.  Why,  then, 
send  it  to  a  committee?  Was  it  believed  that  the  report 
of  a  committee  was  to  produce  any  effect  upon  the  abo- 
litionists? Did  gentlemen  flatter  themselves  that  the 
spirit  of  fanaticism  could  be  checked  by  a  calm,  dispas- 
sionate, and  logical  argument.^  I'o  such  he  would  rec- 
ommend to  read  the  reports  of  committees  which  have 
been  already  made  on  like  petitions;  and  he  doubted  not 
but  that  gentlemen  would  be  satisBed  that  no  benefit 
was  likely  to  result  from  the  adoption  of  the  s^ame 
course  in  reference  to  the  petition  before  them.  So  far 
from  that  course  of  proceeding  having  had  a  tendency 
to  check  the  wild  spirit  of  fanaticism  now  abroad  in  the 
land,  the  reverse  was  true;  for  the  tables  of  gentlemen 
were  now  groaning  under  the  weight  of  similar  petitions. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [\lr.  Adams]  has 
referred  to  his  own  course,  on  a  former  occasion,  in 
reference  to  this  subject.  This  was  commenced  in  a 
tone,  and  in  a  spirit,  which  seemed  to  Mr.  J.  to  bespeak 
the  deep  anxiety  which  he  felt  to  allay  the  very  un- 
pleasant excitement  which  had  began  to  show  itself  in 
the  House,  snd  to  reconcile,  if  he  could,  the  causes  of 
discontent  which  continued  to  agitate  and  disturb  the 
people  of  the  South.  He  viewed  the  remarks  of  that 
gentleman  as  oil  poured  out  upon  the  troubled  waters. 
It  was,  however,  but  the  calm  which  precedes  the 
storm.  At  length,  lashing  himself  up  to  a  state  of  high 
excitement,  he  asked  what  it  was  the  South  desired? 
Was  it,  said  he,  to  discuss  the  **  sublime  merits  of 
slavery?"  That  was  a  subject  which  Ur.  J.  could  not 
discuss  with  that  gentleman;  and,  taunt  them  as  he 
might  with  their  slaves,  whose  condition  they  had  no 
agency  in  producing,  and  no  means  of  changing,  he 
would  take  that  occasion  to  say  to  him  that  the  people 
of  the  South  held  their  slaves  by  a  title  as  secure,  by  an 
authority  as  high  and  as  sacred,  as  that  by  which  that 


gentleman  held  title  to  his  horse,  his  house,  or,  to  use 
his  own  language,  "his  place  upon  that  floor."  They 
held  them  under  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  land. 

That  gentleman  [Mr.  Adams]  had  also  taken  occasion 
to  refer  the  members  from  the  South  to  Mason  and 
Dixon's  line:  warning  them  that  .every  member  to  the 
north  of  that  line,  who  should  discuss  this  subject,  would 
send  forth  to  the  world  an  incendiary  pamphlet;  and, 
although  thfct  gentleman  seemed  to  speak  as  one 
•*  having  authority,"  he  had  seen  too  many  evidences  not 
to  be  satisfied  of  the  error  into  which  he  had  fallen. 
He  saw  assembled  here,  from  every  quarter  of  this  wide- 
ly extended  Union,  patriots  prepared  to  make  every 
sacrifice  upon  the  altar  of  their  country's  good.  He 
lamented  to  hear  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  tipon  that  subject;  he  believed  that 
gentleman  himself,  in  his  calmer  moments,  would  lament 
it.  I'he  people  had  cause  to  lament  it.  But  if  that  be 
the  course  determined  upon  by  gentlemen,  the  sooner 
we  had  it  acted  out  the  better.  This  he  would  take 
occasion  to  say  to  him:  let  those  threatened  pamphlets 
come  when  they  might,  they  would  be  received  by  the 
people  of  the  South  as  it  became  freemen  who  knew 
their  rights,  and,  knowing,  dared  maintain  them. 

Mr.  i.  remarked,  in  conckision,  that  he  had  felt  him- 
self called  upon  to  say  thus  much  in  explanation  of  his 
own  views,  with  an  earnest  desire  that  a  direct  vote  on 
the  subject  might  be  obtained. 

Mr.  UEARDSLEY  said  the  proposition  before  the 
House  was  simply  to  reconsider  the  reference  of  a  paper 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

It  would  seem  very  obvious,  looking  to  what  had  been 
the  express  sense  of  the  House,  and  what  was  known 
to  be  the  public  and  generai  feeling  of  the  people 
throughout  the  country;  looking  also  to  the  particular 
circumstances  under  which  this  paper  had  been  referred 
to  that  committee,  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
when  the  House  should  come  to  decide  upon  this  prop- 
osition, it  would  be  carried  in  the  affirmative  by  an 
overwhelming  vote.  They  all  knew,  so  far  as  they 
knew  any  thing  upon  this  subject,  that  the  reference 
which  tlte  paper  took  was  by  misapprehension,  or  with- 
out the  understanding  of  the  House;  they  all  knew  it^ 
unless  the  House  might  be  charged  with  abandoning 
the  ground  it  had  assumed  upon  this  subject — a  charge 
which  was  derogatory  to  its  high  character,  and  which 
he  would  not  make  or  intimate.  It  was  but  a  week 
since  that  the  House,  by  a  decided  vote  of  about  180  to 
30,  had  determined  it  would  not  act  upon  petitions  of 
this  character,  but  would  lay  them  upon  the  table,  with 
a  view  that  they  should  sleep  the  sleep  of  death.  To 
Mr.  B.  it  was  inconceivable  that,  after  that  vote,  the 
House  would  entertain  a  proposition  to  give  these  peti- 
tions a  different  direction.  It  was  clear  that  the  refer- 
ence given  to  this  petition  was  by  mistake  and  surprise; 
and  when  the  House  should  be  able  to  vote  upon  it, 
then  the  error  would  be  corrected.  Bring  the  paper 
before  the  House  fur  its  immediate  direction,  and  when 
thus  brought  properly  before  them,  we  shall  see  what 
the  House  will  do  with  it?  And  here  he  would  beg 
leave  to  suggest  to  the  consideration  of  the  House  what 
was  to  him  most  clear.  The  honorable  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams]  fell  into  a  mistiike  in  his 
recollection  of  what  had  been  the  course  of  the  House 
heretofore.  That  gentleman  referred  to  a  debate,  if  the 
speech  of  a  single  member  made  in  the  course  of  the  last 
session,  on  a  petition  of  a  similar  charac'.er,  might  be  so 
termed;  and  Mr.  B.  understowl  the  geutleman  tv  state, 
as  most  undoubtedly  was  his  recollection,  that  the 
House,  on  that  occasion,  had  referred  the  paper  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia.  Mr.  B.  had 
turned  to  the  journal  of  that  day,  and  he  found  that  on 
that  occasion  an  honorable  member  from  Virginia,  not 
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now  a  member  of  thut  fToufle,  [Mr.  Chikh,]  moved  that 
tlie  paper  should  be  1«k1  upon  the  table.  The  yeas  and 
nays  were  called  for,  and  ordered,  and  there  the  paper 
was  placed  by  a  decided  mHJority  of  the  House.  There 
were  then  none  of  the  scruples  which  exist  now;  no 
pretence  that  the  vote  was  evasive.  That  decision  was 
then  taken  as  the  clear,  distinct,  unequivocal  sense  of 
the  House,  against  the  propriety  of  acting  upon  petitions 
of  that  character.  The  same  course  had  likewise  been 
pursued  before  the  motion  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  to  which  he  had  referred,  when  previous 
papers  of  a  hke  character  had  been  repeatedly  present- 
e<l  to  the  House.  They  had  passed  on  to  the  table  of 
the  Speaker  by  the  silent  vote  of  the  House,  without 
having,  on  any  occasion,  for  the  last  three  or  four  years, 
(s.ive  on  the  occasion  to  which  he  had  referred,  and  that 
was  a  speech  by  a  sing[le  member  last  seasion,)  elicited 
a  debate.  And  here  let  him  again  advert  to  what  must 
be  within  the  knowledge  of  every  gentleman  there,  that 
these  votes  of  the  House,  thus  placing  upon  the  table 
papers  of  this  character,  had  at  all  times  been  regarde<1, 
in  the  Houie  and  out  of  it,  universally,  as  an  expression 
of  the  House  against  the  propriety  of  acting  on  petitions 
of  this  character.  Until  within  the  last  few  days  no  one 
had  ever  thrown  a  doubt  upon  the  subject.  N'ow,  for 
the  first  time,  they  had  been  told  that  to  put  t\  paper  on 
the  table,  where  it  would  sleep  the  sleep  of  death,  was 
an  evasion  of  the  question?  Nobody  before  ever  heard 
of  such  an  evasion!  Every  one  regarded  it,  as  in  his 
estimation  they  had  a  right  to  regard  it,  as  a  most  de- 
cided and  unequivocal  decision  of  the  House  not  to  en- 
tertain and  act  upon  questions  of  that  character.  The 
character  of  this  House  could  not  be  mistaken.  There 
were  not  fifty  gentlemen  In  that  body,  jtidging  from  the 
votes  given,  who  desired  to  agitate  this  subject,  or  to 
act  upon  petitions  of  this  character.  The  sense  of  the 
House  had  been  unequivocally,  fairly,  and  fully  ex- 
pressed by  the  vote  first  given,  to  put  the  first  petition 
upon  the  table,  and  the  character  of  the  House  had 
since  undergone  no  change. 

Efforts,  however,  seemed  to  be  making  to  change  the 
real  question  to  be  decided  by  the  House.  It  was  now 
laid  that  they  must  come  up  and  give  a  vote  of  a  differ- 
ent character;  that  they  must  either  vote  that  they 
would  not  receive  petitions  of  this  character,  or  that, 
having  received  them,  they  would  put  them  out  of 
doorSi  or  they  must  comtf  to  another  question,  and  vote 
that  the  House  had  no  constitutional  authority  to  receive 
and  act  upon  the  petitions  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Culumbia.  These,  said  Mr.  D.,  were  new 
inventions.  Let  him  warn  the  gentlemen  of  the  South, 
who  stood  firm  on  the  vote  of  180  to  30,  against  consid- 
ering the  first  petition,  not  to  change  the  real  question, 
by  permitting  themselves  to  be  drawn  into  the  contro- 
verted position  of  the  powers  of  that  House;  or  into  the 
controverted  and  debatable  groun<Is  whether  they 
ought  to  reject  petitions  of  this  character;  or,  having 
received  them,  ought  to  turn  them  out  of  doors.  If 
gentlemen  from  the  South,  who  sincerely  desired,  as  he 
knew  they  did,  the  harmony  and  peace  c  f  the  whole 
Union,  if  they  permitted  this  question  to  be  changed, 
they  might  sec  from  the  votes  of  Friday  last,  and  from 
the  votes  of  Monday,  that  no  man  could  decide,  or  un- 
dertake to  predict,  what  in  a  few  days  would  be  the 
true  character  of  that  House.  Upon  the  one  subject, 
and  upon  the  one  ground,  they  stoo<l  firm,  by  a  decided 
vote  of  180  or  190  against  50  or  40  or  50;  but,  upon  the 
other,  they  would  open  so  wide  a  field  of  debate  that 
ultimately,  if  he  judged  correctly  of  the  sense  of  the 
House,  his  honest  conviction  was,  they  would  find  them- 
selves in  the  minority. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  D.,  we  go  with  the  South  (I  speak  for 
myself)  against  all  agitation  on  this  subject,  and  to  put 


down  the  fanatics  of  the  North.  But,  sir,  (I  gfve  it  as 
my  own  opinion,)  I  do  not  believe  the  freemen  of  the 
North  or  the  frt-emen  of  the  South  ought  to,  or  will,  tol- 
erate the  idea  that  they  should  not  be  permitted  to  pre- 
sent their  petitions  to  this  body;  or  that,  having  pre- 
sented  them,  in  decent  and  respectful  language,  they 
shall  be  driven  with  scorn  from  our  doors. 

Mr.  B.  appealed  particularly  to  the  gentlemen  from 
the  South.  There  was  no  necessity  to  change  their  po- 
sition;  they  stood  firm  on  the  ground  already  taken. 
Why  should  they  change  it?  For  what  good  purpose 
could  they  desire  to  change  the  character  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  involve  the  House  in  a  difficulty  about  the 
right  of  petition,  or  in  questions  of  a  debatable  and  ex- 
citing eharacter,  when  such  a  clear  sentiment  and  feel- 
ing, both  in  and  out  of  the  House,  and  throughout  the 
whole  country,  had  been  elicited  ?  Why  would  gentle- 
men .permit  themselves  to  be  drawn  into  other  questions, 
when  the  one  already  assumed  and  acted  upon  was  a  de- 
cisive expression  of  the  true  feeling  of  the  House?  He 
would  warn  them  that,  if  they  permitted  themselves  to 
be  put  in  that  new  position,  they  would  involve  them- 
selves in  difficulties  they  scarcely  dream  of,  and  which, 
in  his  humble  judgment,  they  ought  seriously  to  depre- 
cate. It  was  remarked  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams,]  that  if  this  question 
were  gone  into,  every  speech  made  in  that  House  by 
gentlemen  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line,  would  fur- 
nish an  incendiary  pamphlet  for  the  South.  In  one 
sense,  Mr.  B.  could  believe  that  remark  a  just  one,  and 
in  one  sense  only.  It  wa«,  because  every  speech  made 
under  such  circumstances,  by  gentlemen  residing  north 
of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line,  would  be  perverted,  and 
misinterpreted,  and  misquoted,  by  factious  and  incen- 
diary prints.  It  was  not  that  every  gentleman  residing 
north  of  that  line  would  desire  to  make  a  speech  of  that 
character;  for  he  knew  that  many,  a  vast  proportion  of 
them,  almost  in  the  proportion  in  which  the  votes  of  the 
House  had  been  given,  he  believed,  would  deprecate 
such  a  result.  But  they  would  be  so  misinterpreted  and 
misquoted  by  the  press  that  no  one  could  undertake  to 
say  that  every  speech  made  in  that  House  would  not  be 
truly  a  firebrand  thrown  into  the  South.  In  no  other 
sense  could  he  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts on  that  subject. 

Mr.  B.  said  it  had  been  a  matter  of  sincere  astonish- 
ment and  regret  on  his  part,  that  efforts  should  have 
been  made,  undoubtedly  under  a  strong  sense  of  duty, 
and  under  a  strong  belief  that  it  would  tend  to  tran- 
quillize the  South,  to  procure  direct  votes  of  the  House 
upon  two  propositions,  upon  both  of  which  the  debate 
might  be  interminable.  And  would  that  expression  of 
the  House  more  operate  to  tranquillize  the  South,  evert^ 
if  it  were  obtained,  than  the  one  already  adopted? 

It  was  said  that  a  direct  vote  of  the  House  that  it  would 
not  receive  such  petitions,  or  that,  having  received  them, 
it  would  drive  them  out  of  doors,  or  a  direct  vote  of  the 
House  that  Congress  had  no  power  to  legislate  on  the 
subject  of  slavery  within  the  District  of  Columbia,  would 
go  far  in  tranquillize  the  South.  But  what  would  that 
vote  be?  The  opinion  of  gentlemen  sent  there  for  two 
years.  And  was  it  certain  that  that  would  be  the  opin- 
ion of  the  nex^  House?  Would  it  furnish  any  sort  of  as- 
surance on  that  subject?  It  was  asking  too  much.  It 
was  enough  to  ask  of  that  House,  and  enough  for  the 
House  to  declare,  that  it  would  not  act  upon  the  subject. 
That  was  reasonable;  that  was  unquestionably  the  sense 
of  the  House;  and  it  ought  to  content  gentlemen  in 
every  quarter. 

1'he  proposition  sttbmitted  or  suggested  by  the  hon- 
orable gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Owairs,]  did  not 
affirm  either  point  to  which  he  had  referred.  It  did  not 
affirm  that  Congress  had  not  the  power— it  did  not  affimi 
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that  that  Hoti^e  would  not  receive  the  petittonfi,  bat 
mrp«»ly  and  directly  and  explicitly,  that  the  House  was 
averse,  and  would  not  act  upon  any  such  subject.  That 
was  rea*K>oab1e,  ami  was  precisely  equivalent  to  laying 
sue!?  petitions  on  the  table.  Mr.  B.  believed  that  those 
refiohitions  would  meet  the  cordial  and  universal  appro- 
bation of  the  gentlemen  of  th«  Ni»r!h,  except  those,  if 
any  there  were,  who  would  be  disposed  to  encoura^ 
the  gettinf^  up  of  tliese  petitions.  The  resolutions  did 
not  touch  the  power  of  the  House.  It  was  unquestion- 
able that  there  was  a  strong  and  fixed  sentiment  of  that 
House  and  of  the  whole  country  on  this  question.  Why, 
then,  permit  themselves  to  change  the  position  they  had 
taken,  and  involve  themselves  in  the  examination  of  con- 
troverted and  debatable  ground,  and  thereby  lose  the 
high  character  the  House  had  certainly  occupied  upon 
this  subject?  He  did  hope  sincerely  that  the  motion  to 
reconsider  the  reference  of  the  petition  would  be  at 
once  adopted,  and  that  they  should  either  lay  it  on  the 
table,  or  apply  the  resolutions  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  to  it.  Pass  those  resolutions,  and  they  will  fur- 
nish  a  clear,  direct,  and  unequivocal  expression  of  the 
sense  of  the  House  that  it  will  in  no  event  act  upon  the 
subject. 

Mr.  SLADE  rose  to  address  the  House;  but,  stating 
that  he  was  much  exhausted  by  the  long  sitting,  asked 
the  House  to  indulge  him  with  ati  adjournment,  in  order 
that  he  might  express  his  views. 

SUFFERERS  BY  FIRE  IN  NEW  YORK. 

Mr.  CAMRRELENG,  by  leave  of  the  House,  offered 
the  following  amended  bill,  for  the  relief  of  the  8uff*erera 
by  the  fire  in  New  York,  stating  that  the  committee,  aAer 
consultation,  had  determined  upon  aome  alterations, 
which  they  thought  would  render  it  more  acceptable  to 
the  House. 

The  following  is  the  bill  as  amended : 

A  BILL  fur  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  fire  in  the  city 
of  New  York. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 
'Uvea  of  the  United  States  of  jSmeriea  in  Cintgreea  assem' 
bled.  That  the  collector  of  the  port  of  New  York  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized,  as  he  may  deem  beat  cal- 
culated to  secure  the  interests  of  the  United  States,  to 
cause  to  be  extended  (with  the  assent  of  the  sureties 
thereon,  to  all  persons  who  have  suffered  loss  of  prop- 
erty by  the  late  conflagration  at  that  place)  the  time  of 
payment  of  all  bonds  heretofore  given  for  duties  as 
aforesaid,  to  periods  not  exceeding  an  average  of  three, 
four,  and  five  years,  from  and  after  the  day  of  payment 
specified  in  the  bonds;  or  to  allow  the  said  bonds  to  be 
c<incelled  upon  giving  to  the  said  collector  new  bonds, 
with  one  or  more  sureties,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  said 
collector,  for  (he  aums  of  the  former  bonds,  respective- 
ly payable  in  average  periods  of  three,  four,  and  five 
years,  from  and  after  the  day  of  payment  specified  in 
the  bonds  to  be  taken  up  or  cancelled  as  aforesaid. 
And  the  said  collector  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  give  up  or  cancel  all  such  bonds  upon  the  receipt  of 
others  described  in  this  actC  which  last-mentioned  bonds 
shall  be  proceeded  with,  in  all  respects,  like  other 
bonds  which  are  tak«*n  by  collectors  fur  duties  due  to 
the  United  States:  Praoided,  however.  That  nothing  in 
this  act  contained  shall  extend  to  bonds  which  had  fallen 
due  before  the  17ih  day  of  the  present  month. 

Sbc.  2.  And  be  it  further  enaeied  by  the  authority 
afbretttid.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to  such 
banks  as  he  may  select,  aa  safe  depositories  of  the  pub- 
lic treasure,  any  surplus  moneys  of  t1)e  Government,  or 
any  part  thereof,  which  may  not  be  required  for  the 
public  service,  and  to  permit  the  same  to  remain  in  such 


banks  for  a  period  not  exceeding  twelve  months  from  the 
passage  of  this  act.  Provided  that  this  section  shall  nor 
interfere  with  any  further  regulation  of  Congress  con- 
cerning the  collection,  deposite,  distribution,  or  disburse- 
ment of  the  public  moneys. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  SLADE,  the  House  then  adjourned. 


Wzn^rxsoAT,  Deccvdhii  33. 
OHIO  BOUNDARY. 
Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  called  Oie  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  subject  of  the  President's  message  in  relation  to 
the  northern  boundary  of  Ohio.  It  wouUl  be  recollected, 
he  said,  that  the  subject  was  referred,  ten  days  ago,  to  a 
select  committee,  at  his  instance,  and  the  Chair  had 
done  him  the  honor  to  appoint  him  chairman  of  (hat 
committee.  Subsequently,  a  motion  was  made  to  re- 
consider the  reference  of  the  subject  to  a  select  commit- 
tee.  His  object  in  rising  was  to  give  notice  that,  unless 
the  question  of  reconsideration  should  be  taken  up  and 
disposed  of  to-day,  he  should  feel  it  his  /luty  to  call  the 
committee  together,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  lo 
consider  the  subject  referred  to  them. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  motion 
of  Mr.  Pattow,  to  reconsider  the  vote  referring  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  a  petition  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Bnioos,  from  sundry  citizens  of  Massachu- 
setts, praying  Congress  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Mr.  SLADE,  who  was  entitled  to  the  floor,  rose  and 
said  he  had  been  charged  by  a  large  and  respectable 
portion  of  his  constituents  with  the  duty  of  presenting 
memorials  of  similar  import  to  that  uixler  discussion; 
and  for  that  reason,  if  for  no  other,  he  felt  bound  to 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  to  a  few  remarks. 

He  approached  the  subject,  he  said,  with  an  oppres- 
sive sense  of  its  magnitude,  and  knowing  its  exciting 
character,  of  the  great  danger  of  being  betrayed,  in  the 
progress  of  its  discussion,  into  a  state  of  feeling,  un- 
suited  to  the  place  and  tlie  occasioM.  It  was  a  subject 
on  which  he,  as  well  as  his  constituents,  felt  most  deep- 
ly; and  he  could  neither  represent  their  feelings,  nor 
express  his  own,  without  a  plainness  and  directness 
which  might  give  off*ence.  He  begged  gentlemen  to 
believe,  however,  thai  he  should  say  nothing  intended 
to  give  the  slightest  personal  oflence  to  any;  though  he 
should,  without  fear  of  any,  vindicate  the  petitioners, 
and  assert  the  claims  of  those  in  whose  behalf  they  plead. 
He  regretted  to  hear  the  memorialists  spoken  of  in  de- 
bate as  intruders,  and  their  respectful  petitions  upon  » 
subject  of  great  national  importance  treated  as  a  vexa- 
tious intermeddling  with  concerns  in  which  they  have 
no  interest.  Gentlemen  must  have  patience.  These 
petitioners,  as  far  aa  he  was  acquainted  with  them,  were 
among  the  most  intelligent  and  respectable  of  tfie  com- 
munity in  which  tliey  reside;  while  the  subject  of  their 
petitions  was  one  of  which  it  well  became  them  to  speak, 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  hear. 

The  great  purpOi>e  (said  Mr.  S.)  of  most  of  those  who 
have  hitherto  spoken  upon  this  subject  seems  to  be  to 
get  rid  of  the  petitions.  Tlie  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Bsabdslbt]  wishes  to  have  them  all  Uid  on 
the  table,  as  fast  as  presented,  and  <*  nailed"  there;  and 
yet  be  is  exceedingly  regardful  of  the  **  sacred  right  of 
petitioning,"  which  must  on  no  account  whatever  be 
impaired.  The  gentlemen  from  Suutli  Carolina  [Messrs. 
H^xMoirD,  PicKsus,  and  Tbompson]  are  more  consis- 
tent. They  profess  to  regard  the  petitions  as  disre- 
spectful, and  the  petitioners  aa  officious  meddlers  with 
that  which  does  nut  concern  (hem.     They,  therefore* 
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would  hare  the  petitiona  rejected.  There  i«  in  this  the 
'  merit  at  least  of  consistencjr,  and  the  g^entlemen  have 
my  thanks  for  evincins:  a  disposition  to  meet  the  ques- 
tion fairly.  Another  g-entleman,  my  honorable  friend 
from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams,]  would  have  the  pe- 
titions committed  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia;  in  other  words,  to  use  his  own  significant, 
and,  in  this  case,  appropriate  langcuaj^e,  to  have  them 
consigfned  to  the  ••  family  vault  of  all  the  Capulets;" 
and  yet  he,  too,  is  jealous  of  the  "sacred  rijjht"  of  pe- 
tition! The  sacred  rij^ht  of  petition?— that  is  to  say, 
the  "sacred  ripht"  of  being  "  nailed  to  the  table,"  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  or  the  "  sacred  right" 
of  being  gathered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
into  the  "family  vault  of  all  the  Capulets." 

Sir,  the  petitioners  well  understand  the  nature  of 
both  these  rights.  The  last  they  have  long  enjoyed, 
and  desire  to  enjoy  it  no  longer.  They  want  the  action 
of  Congress  on  the  subject,  which,  judging  from  the 
past,  they  are  sure  not  to  have,  if  it  is  to  depend  upon 
the  decisive  action  of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia.  [  intend  no  disrespect  to  that  committee. 
To  continue  to  do  what  has  been  done — that  is,  to  do 
nothing— would  follow  of  course  a  commitment  to  them, 
with  an  express  understanding  that  the  petitions  were 
consigned  to  t!»e  tomb,  without  the  hope  of  a  resurrec- 
tion. 

I,  sir,  (said  Mr.  S.,)  am  in  favor  of  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioners.  1  believe  that  Congress  has  a  right  to  legis- 
late on  the  subject,  and  that  the  time  has  come  when  it 
ought  to  legislate.  Something  has  been  suggested  with 
regard  to  political  objects  connected  with  the  present- 
ing of  these  petitions.  Sir,  1  have  no  such  object,  nor 
do  I  believe  that  any  such  purpose  exists  in  the  minds 
of  the  petitioners.  They  are  moved  by  a  spirit  of  phi- 
lanthropy, and  deprecate  the  mingling  of  any  consider- 
ations with  this  question  which  may  tend  to  divert  at- 
tention from  its  real  merits. 

Gentlemen,  1  regret  to  say,  seem  willing  to  overlook 
the  real  object  of  the  petitioners,  and  to  go  off  into  de- 
nunciations of  "  abolitlonits,"  to  the  end  that  the  odium 
which  has  been  attached  to  their  measures  for  effecting 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  States  may  be  transferred 
to  the  exercise  of  an  acknowledged  right  of  asking  Con- 
gress to  abolish  it  in  this  District.  But  what  do  the  pe- 
titioners  ask  at  our  hands?  Why,  sir,  simply  that  meas- 
ures may  be  taken  to  put  an  end  to  slavery  here,  and 
especially  that  here,  where  the  flag  of  freedom  floats 
over  the  Capitol  of  this  great  republic,  and  where  the 
authority  of  that  republic  is  supreme,  the  trade  in  hu- 
man flesh  may  be  abolished.  These  are  the  questions 
which  gentlemen  are  called  on  to  meet,  but  which  they 
do  not  meet,  either  by  calling  the  petitioners  "  ignorant 
fanatics,"  or  denouncing  them  as  "murderers  and  in- 
cendiaries." If,  in  the  fervor  of  their  philanthropy, 
any  have  adopted  measures  of  more  than  doubtful  ex- 
pediency, for  the  purpose  of  acting  on  the  public  senti- 
ment m  the  slave  States,  in  favor  of  immediate  emanci- 
pation^  it  surely  furnishes  no  reason  why  we  should  ob- 
stinately shut  our  eyes  to  the  evils  which  are  within  our 
control,  and  which  call  loudly  for  our  interposition. 

I  have  said,  sir,  that  1  am  in  favor  of  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioners.  Let  me  not  be  misunderstood.  The  abo- 
lition of  slavery  which  I  would  advocate  is  a  gradual  abo- 
lition. I  believe  the  immediate  and  unqualified  abolition 
of  slavery  to  be  inconsistent  with  a  JHSt  regard,  both  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  community,  and  the  highest 
welfare  of  the  slave.  The  philanthropy  which  aims  at 
such  an  abolition,  whatever  I  may  think  of  its  purity,  I 
cannot  commend  for  its  intelligence  or  discretion.  But 
though  I  would  have  abolition  advance  by  a  gradual 
progress  towards  its  final  consummation,  I  would  have 
the  work  begin  immediately.     Sir,  I  cannot  stand  here 


as  a  freeman,  and  the  representative  of  freemen,  with- 
out declaring,  in  the  face  of  this  House  and  of  the  world, 
that  the  right  to  hold  men  as  goo<ls  and  chattels,  sub- 
ject  to  sale  ami  transfer,  at  the  will  of  a  master,  should 
cease  and  be  discontinued  instantly  and  forever. 

But  while  I  say  this,  I  would  not  render  worse  the 
condition  of  the  slave,  by  conferring  upon  him  rights 
which  he  is  not  fitted  to  enjoy,  and  which  would  become 
to  him  a  curse  rather  than  a  blessing.  I  would  not,  at 
once,  entirely  emancipate  him  from  the  control  of  his 
master.  But  it  should  not  be,  as  now,  an  arbitrary,  un- 
qualified control.  For  that  control  I  would  substitute 
the  authority  of  law,  which  should  be  supreme.  In 
saying  this,  sir,  I  do  but  carry  out  a  principle  which 
has  long  been  dear  to  me  as  an  anti-mason.  ^  1  have 
maintained,  and  still  maintain,  and  shall  continue  to 
maintain,  as  a  cardinal  principle  in  my  political  creed, 
that,  in  opposition  to  all  individual,  and  all  associated, 
self-constituted  authoritv,  the  laws  should  be  maintained 
in  full  and  uncontrolled  supremacy.  There  is  no  being, 
entitled  to  the  appellation  of  man,  who  should  not  find 
shelter  under  the  aegis  of  their  broad  and  ample  protec- 
tion. In  applying  this  principle  to  the  case  of  the  slave, 
however,  I  would  not  confer  upon  him  the  same  rights 
which  are  possessed  by  his  master;  and  for  the  obvious 
reason  that  he  is  not  fitted  to  enjoy  them.  But  I  would 
place  him  under  the  supervision  of  laws  made  for  his 
special  benefit,  and  adapted  to  his  new  condition— laws 
which  should  essentially  qualify  the  control  of  the  mas- 
ter over  him — laws  which  should  protect  him  in  all  the 
right's  which  he  is  fitted  to  enjoy,  and  prepare  him  for 
the  enjoyment  of  those  to  which  it  would  be  but  a  sui- 
cidal philanthropy  immediately  to  admit  him.  Sir,  we 
owe  it  to  this  degraded  race  of  men  to  prepare  them  for 
freedom;  to  communicate  to  them  moral  and  religious 
and  literary  instruction;  to  restore  and  protect  the  do- 
mestic relations  among  them;  to  teach  them  the  duties 
whiclKthey  owe  to  God,  and  to  us,  and  to  one  another; 
antl  to  build  upon  the  foundation  of  a  conscious  responsi- 
bility to  the  government  of  Heaven,  and  the  authority 
of  righteous  human  laws,  a  social  structure  which  it  shall 
be  OMV  glory  to  rear,  and  their  highest  earthly  happiness 
to  enjoy. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  while  f  thus  repudiate  the  doctrine 
of  the  immediate  and  unqualified  abolition  of  slavery,  I 
maintain  the  duty  of  immediately  and  absolutely  abolisli- 
ing  the  slave  trade  within  the  limits  of  this  District. 
And  here  I  come  to  a  part  of  the  subject  which  gentle- 
men do  not  choose  to  approach,  but  manifestly  desire 
to  avoid.  In  this  1  commend  their  prudence.  The 
sl:«ve  trade  is  an  evil  for  which  they  well  know  there  is 
no  defence,  and  no  palliation.  I  ,regret,  sir,  that  I  have 
not  the  means  of  ascertaining  its  extent  and  character 
within  this  District.  But  the  fact  that  1  have  no  such 
means  furnishes  a  strong  argument  for  referring  the  pe- 
titions to  a  select  committee,  raised  for  the  purpose  of 
going  into  a  full  investi (Ration,  and  making  a  full  report 
of  the  facts  connected  with  this  traffic.  I  can  at  present 
only  say,  1  am  well  assured  that  the  trade  is  actively 
carried  on  in  the  cities  both  of  Washington  and  Alexan- 
dria,* especially  in  the  latter,  where  there  is  a  large  re- 

*  The  following  advertisements  appear,  daily,  in  the 
principal  newspapers  in  this  city: 

"CASH  FOR  2Q0  NEGROES, 
"fncluding  both  sexes,  from  twelve  to  twenty-five 
years  of  age.  Persons  having  servants  to  dispose  of  will 
find  it  to  their  interest  to  give  me  a  caN,  as  I  will  give 
higher  prices,  in  cash,  than  any  other  purchaser  who  is 
now  in  this  market.  1  can  at  all  times  be  found  at  the 
Mechanics'  Hall,  now  kept  by  B.  O.  Sheckel,  and  for- 
merly kept  by  Isaac  Beers,  on  Seventh  street,  a  few 
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oepUcle  for  the  fecurinji^  of  slftTcs  purchased  in  this 
District  and  the  surrounding  countryt  from  which  they 
are,  from  time  to  time,  shipped  to  supply  the  markets 
in  the  southern  and  southwestern  ports  of  the  United 
States.  I  need  not  say  that,  what  is  usually  connected 
with  the  slave  trade  elsewhere  is  connected  with  it  here — 
the  forced  and  final  separation  of  parents  and  children, 
of  brothers  and  sinters,  of  husbands  and  wives — the 
utter  annihilation  of  all  the  endearing  relations  of  hu- 
man life,  and  the  substitution  of  the  single  relation  which 
property  bears  to  its  absolute  proprietor. 

Sir,  shall  this 'trade  in  human  flesh  be  permitted  to 
continue  in  the  very  heart  of  this  republic^  Shall  the 
law  remain  upon  our  statute  book,  which  solemnly  pro- 
nounces  the  citizen  of  the  United  States  who  is  found 
engaged  in  the  slave  trade  upon  the  high  seas  *'  a  pirate," 
and  dooms  him  to  "  suffer  death,"  while  here,  in  sight 
of  this  very  Capitol,  the  same  trade  is  carried  on  with 
impunity?  Shall  our  citizens,  who  make  merchandise 
of  men  upon  the  ocean,  be  hunted  as  outlaws,  while 
here,  the  same  offenders  again&t  the  human  race  are 
suffered  to  pursue  the  guilty  traffic  unmolested?  Sir, 
this  subject  demands  a  searching  investigation.  Will 
gentlemen  deny  such  investigation?  Shall  the  petitions 
which  ask  for  it  be  <*  nailed  to  the  table,"  or  '*  buried 
in  the  tomb  of  all  the  Gapulets?"  I  trust  they  will  not 
be  thus  disposed  of,  and  that  no  fear  of  «  excitement" 
will  deter  us  from  probing  the  subject  to  the  bottom, 
and  administering  a  prompt  and  effectual  remedy. 

I  have,  Mr.  Speaker,  spoken  plainly  and  decidedly, 
because  it  is  due  to  the  people  whom  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent,  that  I  should  thus  speak.  It  seems  to  me, 
sir,  that  the  sentiments  of  the  people  of  the  North  are 
not  fairly  understood  here  on  this  subject. 

An  honorable  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Pxirgb]  has  said  that  not  one  in  five  hundred  of  his  con- 
stituents were  in  favor  of  the  object  of  these  petitions; 
and  other  gentlemen  have  been  understood  to  assert  that 
the  great  mass  of  the  northern  people  are  opposed  ta 
any  action  of  Congress  upon  the  subject.  To  sustain 
this  view  of  the  matter,  the  resolutions  of  public  meetings 
at  the  North,  disapproving  certain  measures  of  the  abo- 
litionists, have  been  adverted  to.  1  am  well  aware,  sir, 
of  the  import  of  those  resolutions,  and  think  I  understand 
something  of  the  nature  of  that  public  sentiment  which 
they  indicate.  And  I  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  I 
believe  gentlemen  are  much  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
they  furnish  evidence  that  the  general  sentiment  at  the 
North  is  opposed  to  the  favorable  action  of  Congress 
upon  the  memorials  which  are  now  on  your  table.  No, 
sir;  the  meetings  which  adopted  the  resolutions  in  ques- 
tion were  got  up  with  no  reference  to  this  subject. 
What  are  the  facts'  The  southern  country  had  been 
suddenly  flooded  from  the  North  with  anti-slavery  pub- 
lications; and  northern  meetings  were,  thereupon,  con- 
vened to  disavow  a  participation  in  the  obnoxious  meas- 
ure, and  to  express  their  disapprobation  of  it.  This  they 
did,  indeed,  in  strong,  decided  language.  But  let  not 
gentlemen  mistake  the  import  of  ail  this.     It  was  the 

doors  below  liloyd's  tavern,  opposite  the  Centre  mar- 
ket.    All  communications  promptly  attended  to. 
"JAMES  BIRCH, 
«« dec  4— dtf  '•Washington  City." 

«•  CASH  FOR  500  NEGROES, 
**  Including  both  sexes,  from  twelve  to  twenty-five 
years  of  age.  Persons  having  likely  servants  to  dispose 
of  will  find  it  to  their  interest  to  give  us  a  call,  as  we 
will  give  higher  prices,  in  cash,  than  any  other  purcha- 
ser who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  come  into  market. 

•'FRANKLIN  &  ARMFIELD. 
••Alexandria,  April  6— d&sw." 


meature  to  which  I  have  alluded  which  brought  into  ex- 
istence these  meeting^,  and  it  was  this  against  which 
their  proceedings  were  mainly  directed.  The  question 
of  the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  this 
District  was  not  agitated.  It  is  not  so  much  as  alluded 
to  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Philadelphia,  New  York,  or 
Boston  meetings;  but  the  doctrine  of  immediate  aboli- 
tion, and  the  *'  extravagant  proceedings"  (to  use  the 
language  of  the  New  York  resolutions)  of  the  abolition- 
ists, constitute  the  burden  of  them  all. 

Sir,  there  are  very  many  of  those  who  are  disposed  to 
press  upon  Congress  the  duty  of  granting  the  prayer  of 
these  petitions,  who  did  not  and  do  not  approve  the 
views  and  measures  to  which  I  have  adverted;  and  it  is 
due  to  frankness  to  say,  sir,  that  I  am  among  that  num- 
ber. I  have  never  been  able  to  perceive  the  expediency 
or  propriety  of  attempting  to  inundate  the  South  with 
even  unexceptionable  publications  on  this  subject,  much 
less  those  having  a  direct  tendency  to  excite  the  passions 
of  the  slave,  and  tempt  him  to  force  the  bondage  which 
it  is  not  for  him  to  break,  but  for  others  to  unloose.  I 
admire,  indeed,  the  purity  of  the  philanthropy  which 
seeks  to  abolish  the  institution  of  slavery,  and  elevate  the 
degraded  children  of  Africa  from  the  condition  of  prop- 
erty to  the  privileges  of  men;  but  I  deplore  its  often 
misdirected  zeal,  and  deprecate  the  reaction  which  it  is 
calculated  to  produce.  The  abolition  of  slavery  in  the 
States  must  be  their  own  work.  To  convince  them  that 
the  whole  system  is  ruinous  and  wrong,  is  not  the  labor 
of  a  day  or  a  year.  All  the  questions  connected  with 
this  subject  arc  eminently  practical  questions,  and  noth- 
ing can  be  more  obvious  than  the  danger  of  failing  to 
accomplish  any  thing  by  a  premature  effort  to  accom- 
plish at  once  all  that  an  ardent  philanthropy  may  desire. 
I  have  said  that  the  public  sentiment  at  the  North  is 
not  understood  on  this  subject.  I  believe,  sir,  it  is  great- 
ly misunderstood.  A  large  majority  of  the  people  are 
opposed  to  certain  views  and  measures,  connected  with 
the  proposed  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  States;  but  they 
entertain,  at  the  same  time,  an  irreconcilable  aversion  to 
the  institution  of  slavery,  in  all  its  forms.  The  most 
conclusive  evidence  of  this  is  furnished  in  all  the  pro- 
ceedings at  the  North,  which  have  been  adverted  to  in 
this  debate,  as  an  index  of  public  sentiment  there.  Thus 
the  preamble  to  the  Boston  resolutions  declares,  ••  We 
hold  this  truth  to  be  indisputable,  that  the  condition  of 
slavery  finds  no  advocates  among  our  citizens.  Our  laws 
do  not  authorize  it;  our  principles  revolt  against  it;  our 
citizens  will  not  tolerate  its  existence  among  them. 

This,  sir,  expresses,  I  believe,  the  universal  sentiment 
at  the  iionh  on  this  subject.  It  is  a  sentiment  which  is 
not  the  production  of  a  momentary  excitement,  but  is 
deeply  seated  in  tlie  sober  and  settled  convictions  of  the 
public  mind.  And,  sir,  let  me  assure  gentJenien  that  no 
expressions  of  disapprobation  in  regard  to  the  measures 
of  ••  abolitionists,"  or  doubts  as  to  the  practicability  of 
immediate  emancipation,  are  to  be  taken  as  evidence 
that  the  •<  principles"  of  the  northern  people  have 
ceased  to  •«  revolt  against"  slavery;  or  that  they  will  not 
avail  themselves  of  every  suitable  occasion  to  discuss  it, 
as  well  as  of  all  reasonable  and  constitutional  means  of 
remedying  the  evil.  The  slavery  of  the  States  they  know 
they  cannot  reach,  but  by  moral  influence;  and  that  in- 
fluence they  think  can  be  made  most  eflTectual  through 
kind  and  respectful,  though  earnest  and  urgent  appeals 
to  the  southern  interest  and  the  southern  conscience.  But 
slavery  here  they  regard  as  within  the  competency  of 
national  legislation,  and  Ifeld  themselves,  in  common 
with  the  whole  country,  directly  responsible  for  its  con- 
tinuance. And  I  need  hardly  say  that  there  is  a  very 
general  desire  thut  measures  may  be  immediately  taken, 
looking  to  its  final  abolition;  and  especially  that  what 
lias,  by  almost  the  whole  civilized  world,  come  to  be 
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accounted  pimcy  upon  the  \\\^\\  seas,  dtatl  no  longer  be 
suffered  to  f^o  unpunished  and  unmoJebted  in  the  capital 
of  this  republic. 

The  venerable  member  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Ad- 
ams] has  said,  and  said  truly,  (hat  opposition  to  slavery 
is,  with  the  people  of  the  North,  a  religrious  principle. 
An  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Johbs]  re* 
plies,  by  asking,  with  emphasis,  whether  it  is  the  religion 
of  the  Saviour  of  men?  Sir,  I  did  not  expect  to  hear 
such  a  question  seriously  propounded  here.  I  was  not 
prepared  for  an  intimation  that  that  religion  justified  the 
holding  of  human  beings  as  property.  Why,  sir,  what 
is  the  great,  leading,  moral  precept  put  forth  by  that 
Saviour,  whose  name  is  thus  invoked  to  sanction  the 
practice  of  slavery  ? 

*' All  things  whatsoever  ye  would  that  men  should  do 
unto  you,  do  ye  even  so  to  them." 

Sir,  I  will  attempt  no  commentary  on  this  precept.  It 
needs  none.  I  will  only  say  that  it  contains  the  seminal 
principle  of  the  pure  and  elevated  morality  of  the 
Christian  system— a  morality  so  congenial  with  the  spirit, 
and  so  constantly  enforced  by  the  example  of  its  Divine 
author  while  upon  earth. 

Now,  sir,  let  gentlemen  show  me  that  Africans  are  not 
«•  men,"  and  I  will  give  up  the  arp^ument.  But  until 
this  is  done,  until  the  declaration  is  bhitted  from  the 
Book  of  Revelation,  that  "  God  hath  made  of  one  blood 
all  nations  of  men,  to  dwell  on  «ll  the  face  of  the  earth," 
and  until  this  great  truth  ceases  to  find  a  response  in 
every  human  bosom,  shall  slavery  stand  rebuked  by  this 
all-comprehensive  and  sublime  precept  of  the  Saviour 
of  men. 

But,  sir,  the  religion  which  contains  this  precept,  also 
enjoins  submissum  to  the  »* powers  that  be."  The  same 
mouth  which  uttered  it  said,  "  render  unto  Caesar  the 
things  which  are  Cscsar'b"— a  precept  coincident  with 
that  which  exhorts — "servants,  be  obedient  to  your  own 
masters;  not  answering  aq^ain;  not  purloining,  but  bhow- 
ing  all  good  fidelity."  The  Saviour  made  it  no  part  of 
his  business,  while  upon  earth,  to  stibvert  the  existing 
order  of  thhtgs,  or  to  prescribe  specific  regulations  for 
the  administration  of  civil  government.  But  he  came  to 
redeem  men  from  sin — to  write  the  law  of  love  upon 
their  hearts — to  establish  principles  and  prochim  pre- 
cepts, before  whose  searching  and  all-pervading  influence 
the  time-honored  systems  of  injustice  and  oppression  shall 
melt  awsy. 

Permit  me  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  examine,  for  a  few 
mument.4,  some  of  the  objections  which  are  urged  sgainst 
the  legislation  of  Congress  on  this  subject. 

We  are  told,  in  the  first  place,  (hat  this  is  a  question 
which  concerns  exchisively  the  people  of  this  District; 
that  the  petitioners  have  no  interest  in  it,  and  have  no 
more  right  to  ask  Congress  to  abolish  slavery  here  than 
they  have  to  petition  Ihe  Legislature  of  Virginia  to  abol- 
ish it  within  her  limits. 

Sir,  the  people  who  have  signed  Ihefc  petitions  re- 
gard themselves  as  citizens,  not  alone  of  the  particular 
States  in  which  they  reside,  but  of  the  republic.  TS^vt^ 
ry  interest  within  the  scope  uf  the  legislation  of  Con- 
gress is  their  Interest.  Every  thing  whic|^  concerns  this 
territory  concerns  them:  its  police;  the  value  and  se- 
curity of  the  public  property  within  its  limits;  and  the 
safety  of  the  representative  bodies  annually  assembled 
here.  This  is  the  growing  capital  of  a  great  republic. 
What  may  be  the  absolute  or  relative  increase  of  its 
slave  population,  or  how  much  it  may  affect  the  future 
condition  of  this  District,  cannot  easily  be  foreseen. 
That  population  amounted,  in  1830,  to  more  than  6,000. 
The  time  may  come  when  it  will  amount  to  ten  times 
that  number.  And  is  it  of  no  importance  to  our  coun- 
try whether  its  Capitol  shall  be  surrounded  by  a  mass  of 
hardy,  independent  freemen,  ready  to  peril  tijeir  lives 


in  defending  it,  as  well  si  themsclres,  from  the  inva- 
sion of  a  foreign  power,  or  whether  italiall  be  guarded 
by  60,000  slaves,  who,  instead  of  rallying  in  its  defence, 
may  hail  the  invader  as  an  angel  of  deliverance  from 
their  bondage }  And  is  not  this  subject  invested  with  ad. 
ditional  interest,  when  it  is  considered  that  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  will  be  surrounded  by  such  sn 
amount  of  such  a  population?  Have  the  petitioners, 
then,  as  a  part  of  the  American  people,  no  interest  in 
this  question? 

And  then,  too,  there  is  the  clwracterof  the  eountr}*,  ss 
it  may  be  afieeted  by  the  institutions  within  the  territo- 
ry, where  the  legislative  power  of  that  coimtiy  is  su- 
preme. Is  slavery  tolerated  in  this  District? — the  pe- 
titioners feel  themselves,  in  some  sense,  responsible  for 
it.  Is  merchandise  made  of  men,  within  sight  of  the 
Capitol  in  which  their  Representatives  are  assembled, 
and  on  whose  summit  wave  the  stripes  and  the  stsrs  of 
freedom? — as  Americans,  they  keenly  feel  the  reproach, 
and  instinctively  reach  forth  their  hands  to  wipe  out 
the  stain  from  the  escutcheon  of  their  country. 

But,  in  the  second  place,  it  ia  asserted  that  Congress 
has  no  right  to  legislate  on  this  subject;  that,  however 
great  may  be  the  evil  of  slavery  or  the  slare  trade  within 
this  District,  it  is  an  evil  which  must  be  borne,  since  su- 
thority  to  remedy  it  is  not  to  be  found  among  the  powers 
granted  in  the  constitution. 

And  what  are  the  powers  of  Congress  touching  tliis 
subject?  Is  it  true  that  Congress  is  authorized  to  extend 
its  legislation  to  the  high  seas,  even  to  the  very  coast  of 
Africa,  and  to  prohibit  the  traffic  in  slaves,  under  the 
penalty  of  death,  while  it  is  powerless  to  reach  the  same 
evil  in  the  very  heart  of  the  repubirc?  If  the  grant  of 
powers  must  be  so  constnied — if  there  is  clearly  no  au- 
thority by  which  the  Government  can  act  in  this  matter, 
then  must  we  submit  to  the  evil,  and  wait  an  amendment' 
of  the  coubtitution,  which  shall  make  it  consistent  with 
itself,  and  save  the  country  from  reproach. 

But,  sir,  fortunately  for  the  country,  the  constitution, 
through  which  we  derive  our  powers,  is  not  thus  defec- 
tive. The  power  to  legislate  upon  this  subject  is  grant- 
ed; and  that,  not  by  remote  implication,  but  in  terms 
of  obvious  and  familiar  import.  The  8lh  section  of  the 
first  article  gives  to  Congress  auihority  "to  e  xerc'se 
exclusive  legislation,  in  all  cases  whatsoever,  over  such 
district  (not  exceeding  ten  miles  square)  as  ma}',  by 
cession  of  particular  States,  and  the  acceptance  of  Con- 
gress, become  the  seat  of  Government  of  the  United 
States." 

In  the  first  place,  let  it  be  observed,  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  legislate  in  this  District  is  exclusive.  There  is 
no  other  jurisdiction,  either  concurrent  or  conflicting. 
The  jurisdiction  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  from  which 
this  territory  was  acquired  by  cession,  is  as  perfectly  ex- 
cluded as  is  the  authority  and  jurisdiction  of  the  Empe- 
ror of  all  the  Rtissias. 

The  exclusive  character  of  the  jurisdiction  being  ap- 
parent, the  next  question  is,  what  is  its  extent^  The  an- 
swer is  in  the  language  of  the  grant,  that  it  extends  to 
**  all  cases  whatsoever."  The  framers  of  the  constitu- 
tion could  have  employed  no  language  of  more  compre- 
hensive import  than  this — •*  all  cases  whatsoever."  But 
are  there  no  limitations  to  this?  Certainly.  The  grant  is 
subject  to  the  limitations  which  are  incident  to  all  legis- 
lative power.  There  are  many  things  which  no  Legis- 
lature CQU  rightfully  do.  It  cannot  pass  an  expostfacfo 
law.  It  cannot,  by  a  mere  act  of  legislation,  transfer  the 
properly  of  one  individual  to  another.  It  cannot  author- 
ize the  commission  of  crime.  These,  and  such  like 
limitations,  exist  in  the  present  case;  not  because  of  any 
thing  in  the  lang^iage  of  the  grant,  but  because  they  are 
inherent  in  the  very  nature  of  all  legislative  power. 
Now,  will  it  be  seriously  contended  thjit  the  abolition  of 
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slavery  and  the  slave  trade  is  embraced  within  these  im- 
plied limitations  of  legislative  power  f  Is  it  not  within  the 
competency  of  ordinary  lef^islation?  Have  not  slavery  and 
the  slave  trade  been  abolished  by  many  States  of  this 
Union;  and  that  not  upon  the  ground,  as  has  been  sug- 
Hfested  in  debate,  of  interest  merely,  but  because,  when 
thoroughly  examined,  the  pretended  right  to  hold  and 
transfer  men  as  property  has  been  found  to  rest  on  no 
substantial  foundation.^  Indeed,  the  opposers  of  these 
petitions  themseU-es,  by  laboring  as  they  do  to  derive  a 
prohibition  to  legislate  on  this  subject  from  the  consti- 
tution, and  from  the  reservations  in  the  cessions  of  this 
territory,  manifestly  betray  an  unwillingness  to  trust  the 
claim  to  exemption  from  congressional  legislation  to  the 
natural  limitation  of  legislative  power. 

It  is  said,  indeed,  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr. 
WisK,]  that  the  States  which  have  abolished  slavery 
have  not  violated  the  great  principle  of  vested  rights, 
by  taking  slave  property  against  the  consent  of  the  own- 
ers and  without  compensation  (*'  but  that  they  have 
merely  **  adopted  the  post  nati  principle,  and  declared 
that  rights  which  did  not  exist  at  the  time  should  never 
exist;"  that  is,  that  the  issue  of  slaves,  bom  aAer  a  cer- 
tain future  time,  should  be  free.  Without  stopping  to 
inquire  into  the  correctness  of  this,  in  point  of  fiict,  but, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  argument,  admitting  it,  let  me 
ask  what  is  the  difference  in  principle  between  depri- 
ving an  individual  of  his  slave  by  act  of  legislation,  and  of 
the  right  to  the  issue  of  that  slave  by  the  same  act? 
Upon  common  principles,  an  absolute  right  to  the 
one,  as  property,  necessarily  carries  with  it  a  right  to 
the  other;  and  a  farmer  would  resist,  as  equal  infringe- 
ments of  his  rights,  an  attempt  to  take  away  his  cattle, 
and  a  claim  to  deprive  him  of  their  future  prc^eny. 

It  would  be  appropriate  here  to  go  into  an  examina- 
tion of  the  fight  which  is  claimed  to  hold  men  as  prop- 
erty, and  of  the  rightful  extent  of  legislation  on  this  sub- 
ject. But  it  opens  too  broad  a  field  fur  the  present  dis- 
cussion, and  I  will  not  enter  it. 

It  thus  appears  that  the  right  to  legislate  on  the  sub- 
jects of  these  petitions,  which  is  manifestly  included 
within  the  terms  of  the  grant  of  power  to  Congress,  is 
not  excluded  bv  operation  of  the  principles  which  form 
the  basis  of  ordinary  exceptions  to  the  power  of  legisla- 
tion. What  is  there;  then,  to  exclude  from  the  sweep- 
ing grant  of  power  to  legislate  "in  all  cases  whatsoever," 
the  power  in  question? 

An  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Wisb] 
finds  various  grounds  of  implied  exclusion  in  the  consti- 
tution. He  says  there  are  certain  admitted  exceptions 
to  the  legislative  power  of  Congress  in  regard  to  this 
District,  which  he  enumerates;  and  thereupon  proceeds 
to  infer  from  the  fact  of  these  exceptions,  that  the  pow- 
er in  question  is  also  excepted. 

Thus,  he  saj's  that  Congress  is  prohibited  by  the  con- 
stitution from  suspending  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  from 
passing  a  law  respecting  the  establishment  or  religion, 
and  from  abridging  the  freedom  of  speech  and  of  the 
press,  or  the  right  of  Uie  people  to  be  secure  in  their 
persons,  houses,  papers,  and  effects,  &c. ;  and  asks  if 
these  prohibitions  do  not  extend  to  the  power  of  Con- 
gress to  legislate  for  this  District.  Most  certainly  they 
doi  but  it  is  for  the  obvious  reasons  that  they  are  unlim- 
ited in  their  terms,  and  of  course  necessarily  extend  to 
the  whole  legislation  of  Congress.  Is  there  any  such 
limitation  of  the  power  in  question?  Why,  when  the 
convention  was  in  the  act  of  providing  limitations  to  the 
powep  which  had  been  granted  to  Congress,  in  the  8th 
section  of  the  first  article  of  the  constitution,  did  they 
omit  to  limit  specifically  the  power  of  legislation  **in  all 
pases  whatsoever,"  which  had  been  granted  to  Congress 
in  reference  to  this  District? 

Again:  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  fays»  if  I  rightly 
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understand  his  argument,  that  the  provision  of  the  con- 
stitution, that  '<the  citizens  of  each  State  shall  be  enti- 
tled to  all  privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens  in  the 
several  States,"  necessarily  extends  to  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  that  Congress  must  be  understood  to  be 
prohibited  from  disfranchising  here  the  citizens  of  the 
several  States;  that  is,  that  it  cannot  deprive  them  of 
the  privileges  of  citizens  of  the  District  whenever  they 
come  into  it.  It,  is  true  it  cannot,  because  there  would 
be  a  gross  and  glaring  absurdity  in  securing,  as  the  eon- 
stiiution  does,  the  rights  of  citizenship  in  each  State,  to 
citizens  of  every  other  State,  and,  at  the  same  time,  de- 
nying the  rights  of  citizenship  in  this  District — the  com- 
mon property  of  all  the  States*-to  the  citizens  of  those 
States.  And,  besides,  the  very  act  of  constituting  this 
ten  miles  square  a  District  of  the  United  States  neces- 
sarily gives  to  the  citizens  of  each  and  all  the  States 
common  rights  in  it;  not  the  rights  which  they  each  en- 
joy in  their  respective  States — as  the  terms  in  which  the 
gentleman  states  his  argument  would  seem  to  imply— 
because  that  would  constitute  twenty-four  different  rules 
of  action;  but  the  right  of  eaeh  resident  and  sojourner 
here,  of  being  protected  by  the  laws  made  for  the  Dis- 
trict, and  the  whole  District. 

The  exception,  then,  of  a  right  to  disfranchise  a  citi- 
zen of  Virginia  who  may  come  here,  rests  upon  a  prin- 
ciple having  no  possible  relation  to  the  case  in  question. 

But  further:  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  says  that 
no  person  held  to  service  or  labor  in  a  State,  under  the 
laws  thereof,  escaping  into  this  District,  can  be  dis- 
charged from  such  service  or  labor,  but  must  be  deliver- 
ed up  to  the  party  to  whom  such  service  or  labor  may 
be  due;  and  that  this  constitutes  an  exception  from  the 
general  power  to  legislate  **  in  all  cases  whatsoever"  for 
this  District.  I  admit  it  does;  and  why?  Plainly  be- 
cause the  constitution  having  expressly  secured  the  right 
to  the  slave-owner  to  reclaim  his  slave  in  any  and  every 
State  of  this  Union,  it  would  be  a  clear  evasion  of  it,  as 
well  as  a  manifest  absurdity,  to  deny  him  that  right  in  a 
District  which  is  the  common  property  of  the  very  States 
within  which  his  right  of  reclamation  is  secured  by  the 
constitution.  The  exception  in  this  case  rests,  therefore, 
substantially  upon  an  express  provision  of  the  constitu- 
tion, which  by  no  possibility  or  construction  can  sustain 
the  exception  in  question. 

Again:  The  constitution  provides  that  "no  tax  or 
duty  shall  be  laid  on  articles  exported  from  any  State. 
No  preference  shall  be  given  by  any  regulation  of  com- 
merce or  revenue  to  the  ports  of  one  State  over  those  of 
another;  nor  shall  vessels  bound  to  or  from  one  State  be 
obliged  to  enter,  clear,  or  pay  duties,  in  another."  And 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  contends  that  this  prohibi- 
tion must  be  regarded  as  extending  to  the  commerce 
and  the  ports  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  if  so,  his 
inference  ii^  that  an  implied  prohibition  of  the  abolition 
by  Congress  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  the  States 
must  also  be  taken  to  extend  to  this  District. 

The  first  clause  of  the  provision  of  the  constitution 
just  referred  to  was  designed  to  exempt  the  exports  of 
the  country  from  taxation,  and  must,  of  necessity,  be  ta- 
ken to  extend  to  all  the  ports  within  it;  otherwise,  the 
entire  object  of  the  clause  might  be  directly  defeated. 
The  remaining  clauses  of  the  provision,  it  will  be  ob- 
served*  have  exclusive  reference  to  the  equality  of  priv- 
ileges of  the  several  States,  which  they  aim  to  preserve, 
by  prohibiting  Congress  from  favoring  the  commerce, 
or  the  ports,  or  navigation  of  one,  at  the  expense  of  an- 
other. This  it  might  do,  in  effect,  if  the  poHs,  and 
commerce,  and  navigation  of  this  District  might  be  ex- 
empted from  the  operation  of  the  clauses  in  question. 
Thus  a  preference  of  the  port  of  Alexandria  over  that  of 
Baltimore  would  disturb  the  equality  of  privilege  whicti 
the  constitution  intended  to  preserve  between  Virginia 
and  Maryland. 
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•  But  what  has  aU  this  to  do  with  the  subject  under  dis* 
cusaion?  The  provisions  with  regard  to  commerce,  &c., 
do  not  specifically  reach  it;  and  it  is  only,  therefore, 
from  the  supposed  analogy  between  the  implied  limita- 
tion of  the  power  of  Congress  in  the  ca«es  cited,  and  the 
limitation  sought  to  be  established  in  the  present  case, 
that  an  arf^ument  can  be  drawn  in  favor  of  the  latter. 
But  where  is  the  analogy  between  an  implied  prohibition 
to  aboKsh  slavery  in  the  States,  and  an  express  prohibi- 
tion of  a  preference  of  the  ports  of  one  State  over  those 
of  another  State?  There  is,  indeed,  a  prohibition  in  bptb 
cases;  but  here  the  analogy  ceases.  If  this  is  sufficient 
to  establish  the  position  of  gentlemen,  let  us  see  what 
other  positions  it  may  establish.  Upon  the  same  ground 
that  Congress  is  prohibited  from  abolishing  slavery  in  the 
State  of  Virginia,  for  example,  is  it  also  prohibited  from 
forbidding  in  that  State  the  sale  of  lottery  ticketR,  and 
the  practice  of  gambling,  and  the  crime  of  kidnapping? 
But  could  it  not  have  enacted  a  prohibition  of  these 
practices  in  the  city  of  Alexandria  the  moment  it  was 
ceded  to  the  United  States?  Could  it  not,  in  fact,  have 
rendered  valueless  establishments  for  gaming,  and  re- 
ceptacles for  the  kidnapped,  which  had  been  erected 
under  the  sanction  of  the  laws  of  Virginis,  if  those  laws 
•had  permitted  such  practices?  Would  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  have  exclaimed  against  the  invusion  of 
vested  rights,  the  taking  of  private  property  for  public 
use,  without  compensation? 

Again:  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  says  the  **  local 
Legislature  of  this  District  cannot  enter  into  any  treaty, 
alliance,  or  confederation,  gfrant  letters  of  marque  and 
reprisal,  coin  money,"  &c.)  and  infers,  if  I  understand 
liim,  that  because  this  disability  results,  as  he  supposes, 
by  implication,  from  the  inhibition  to  the  States  of  the 
exercise  of  these  powers,  therefore  the  assumed  disabili- 
ty of  Congress  to  abolish  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in 
this  District  may,  in  like  manner,  result  from  its  want  of 
^ovcr  to  put  an  end  to  these  evils  in  the  States. 

The  whole  of  this  argument  rests  on  a  false  supposition 
with  regard  to  the  source  of  the  inability  of  Congren, 
ms  a  Legislature  for  this  District,  to  make  treaties,  grant 
letters  of  marque,  and  coin  money;  and  falls  to  the 
ground  when  it  is  perceived  that  that  inability  results, 
not  from  the  inhibition  to  the  States  of  the  exercise  of 
such  powers,. but  from  their  utter  inconsistency  with  both 
the  purposes  for  which  the  power  to  legislate  over  this 
District  was  granted,  and  the  relation  which  the  District 
evidently  bears  to  the  Union. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  next  proceeds  to  lay 
down  the  following  general  rules  to  restrain  legislation 
over  this  District: 

1 .  "  That  nothing  which  Congress  is  expressly  pro- 
hibited by  the  constitution  from  doing  as  a  national  Le- 
gislature, can  it  do  as  a  local  Legislature  for  the  District 
of  Columbia.'* 

2.  '<That  all  the  duties  and  obligations  which  the 
States  are  bound  by  the  constitution  to  discharge  and  ob- 
serve, from  one  to  the  olher,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
or  its  Legislature,  is  bound  to  discharge  and  observe  to- 
wards the  States,  respectively.'* 

3.  «« That  the  local  Legislature  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia can  do  no  act,  or  pass  no  law,  which  the  States 
are  prohibited  from  doing  or  passing,  by  the  constitution.*' 

And  how,  let  it  be  asked,  do  these  rules  affect  the 
present  question?  No  express  prohibition  to  legislate 
on  the  subject  of  State  slavery  is  found  in  the  constitu- 
tion, unless  it  be  in  the  amendment  which  provides  that 
••  the  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United  States  by  the 
constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it  to  the  States,  are  re- 
served to  the  States,  respectively,  or  to  the  peop'e." 
But  if  Congress  cannot  legislate  on  the  subject  of  slavery 
in  this  District,  because  the  right  to  legislate  upon  it4n 
the  States  is  <•  reserved  to  the  States,"  how  is  it  to  le. 


gislate  for  the  District  at  all?  The  subjects  of  every-day 
legislation  for  the  District  are  subjects  upon  which  Con- 
gress has  no  power  to  legislate  for  the  States,  and  are, 
therefore,  according  to  the  gentleman's  argument,  sub- 
jects on  which  it  has  no  riglit  to  legislate  here. 

And  how  does  the  gentleman's  second  rule  touch  this 
subject?  Are  the  States  bound,  by  their  "duties  and 
obligations"  towards  each  other,  to  refrain  from  abolish- 
ing slavery  and  the  sisve  trade  within  their  respective 
limits?    Nobody  pretends  this. 

Many  States  have  done  it,  and  many  more  may  yrt  do 
it,  for  any  thing  that  can  be  found  to  the  contrary  in  the 
constitution.  And  can  any  greater  evil  result  to  any  of 
the  slave  States  from  the  exercise  of  a  power  by  Congress 
to  abolish  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  within  the  limits  of 
this  District,  than  would  result  from  the  exercise,  by  the 
SUtes,  of  their  admitted  power  of  doing  the  same  thing 
within  their  limits?  May  not  Maryland,  for  example,  if 
she  chooses,  put  an  end  to  these  evils  within  her  limits? 
And  would  not  the  exercise  of  the  power  be  as  dangerons 
to  the  peace  of  the  South,  as  would  be  the  exercise  of 
the  same  power  by  Congress  in  regard  to  this  District? 

And  has  the  genilemsn's  thir'd  rule  a  more  appropriste 
application  to  the  present  question  than  either  of  \\\t 
others?  To  what  purpose,  in  reference  to  this  argument, 
is  it  to  say  that  Congress  can  pass  no  law  in  reference  to 
this  District  which  the  States  are  prohibited  from  pass- 
ing ?  Are  the  States  prohibited  fiom  paaning  laws  abol- 
ishing  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  within  their  respective 
limits? 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  says  the  constitution 
declares  that  "private  property  shall  not  be  taken  for 
public  use,  without  just  compensation."  Supposing 
this  to  have  any  application  to  the  present  case,  it  only 
involves  the  inquiry,  whether  slaves  can  be  rightfully 
emancipated  by  legislative  authority,  without  providing 
a  just  compensation  for  their  masters.  Thia  touches  a 
question  which  I  will  not  now  discuss,  namely:  what  is 
the  foundation  of  the  right  to  the  slave,  which  ia  said  to 
be  vested  in  the  master?  Congress,  however,  are  not 
asked  to  take  private  property  for  public  use;  but  to 
free  the  African  from  the  unnatural  condition  of  being 
the  property  of  another,  to  the  end,  not  that  he  rosy 
become  the  property  of  the  public,  but  the  proprietor 
of  himself.  But  this  is  not  all  that  we  are  called  on  to 
do.  We  are  asked  to  prohibit  men  from  making  mer- 
chandise of  their  fellow-men;  from  buying  and  selling 
them  'Mo  get  gain."  Do  gentlemen  talk  of  a  compen- 
sation to  the  slave  merchant  for  the  loss  of  such  a  priv- 
ilege? Do  they  even  touch  the  subject  of  the  slave 
trade  within  this  District'  Dare  they  do  \0  Are  there 
any  "vested  rights"  in  the  way  of  legislation  on  this 
subject?  Is  there  any  question  about  * 'compensation" 
involved? — any  limitation  growing  out  of  *«thc  nature  of 
society,  and  of  government,"  to  which  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  refers?— any  express  or  implied  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  the  Statei? — any  kind  of  obstacle, 
in  short',  but  the  want  of  a  will  in  those  who  have  the 
power  to  put  down  this  abominable  traffic? 

Having  thus  attempted  to  show  that  the  power  of 
Congress  to  legislate  on  the  subjects  of  these  petitions, 
obviously  included  in  the  power  to  "exercise  exclusive 
legislation  in  all  cases  whatsoever,"  is  not  restrained  by 
any  natural  limitations  of  legislative  power,  nor  by  any 
express  or  implied  limitations  to  be  found  in  the  consti- 
tution, the  question  arises.  Where  is  the  limitation  to 
be  found,  for  which  gentlemen  so  earnestly  contend?  I 
am  answered,  in  the  acts  of  cession,  by  wliich  the  States 
of  Virginia  and  Maryland  ceded  the  territory  which  forms 
this  District  to  the  United  States.  I'hese  acts,  say  gen- 
tlemen, are  conclusive  upon  the  subject.  Let  us  see, 
then,  if  these  States  did,  in  making  the  cessions,  actually 
impose  restrictions  at  variance  with  the  plain  language 
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of  tlie  constitution;  and  whether  Congress  Accepted 
grants  thus  restriclrd. 

The  cession  from  Virginia  wall  made  by  act  of  the  I«e- 
gislatiire  of  that  Slate,  on  the  3d  of  December,  1789,  in 
the  following  words:* 

**Be  U  enaded  by  the  General  Jssembly,  That  a  tract 
of  country,  not  exceeding  ten  miles  square,  or  any  lesser 
quantity,  to  be  lnc:»ted  within  the  limits  of  the  State,  and 
in  any  part  thereof,  as  Congress  may  by  law  direct, 
shall  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  forever  ceded  and  re- 
linquished to  the  Congress  and  Government  of  the  United 
States,  in  full  and  absolute  right,  and  exclusive  jurisdic- 
tion, as  well  of  soil  as  of  persons  residing  or  to  reside 
thereoni  pursuant  to  the  tenor  and  effect  of  the  eighth 
section  or  the  first  article  of  the  constitution  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States." 

This  grant,  it  will  he  perceived,  transfers  to  the  United 
States  <*exchisive  jurisdiction  of  soil  and  persons  residing 
or  to  reside  thereoni"  and  adds,  ''pursuant  to  the  tenpr 
and  effect  of  the  eighth  section  of  the  first  article  of  the 
constitution  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States;" 
that  is,  pursuant  to  that  part  of  the  constitution  which, 
as  we  have  seen,  expressly  grants  to  Congress  the  power 
"to  exercise  exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  whatso- 
ever." Here,  then,  instead  of  a  restriction  of  the  juris- 
diction contemplated  in  the  constitution,  there  is,  both 
in  direct  terms  and  by  reference  to  that  instrument,  ao 
express  and  clear  confirmation  of  it. 

But,  say  gentlemen,  there  is  a  proviso,  which  follows 
this  grant,  that  contains  the  limitation  contended  for. 
Let  us  see.  The  proviso  is  as  follows:  "  Provided  that 
nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  vest  in 
the  United  States  any  right  of  property  in  the  soil,  or  to 
affect  the  rights  of  individuals  therein,  otherwise  than 
the  same  shall  or  may  be  transferred  by  siich  individuals 
to  the  United  States."  Now,  sir,  is  it  not  apparent, 
upon  the  slightest  inspection  of  this  proviso,  that  it  limits 
the  grant  only  so  far  as  it  extends  to  the  soil,  and  was 
designed  merely  to  protect  the  rights  of  individuals 
therein  (that  is,  in  the  soil)  from  the  operation  of  that 
part  of  the  cession  which  grants  "the  tract  of  country" 
to  the  United  States  "in  full  and  absolute  right?"  It 
seems  to  me,  indeed,  that,  so  far  from  limiting  the  g^ant 
ill  reference  to  the  subject-matter  now  under  considera- 
tion, this  very  proviso  docs,  in  effect,  confirm  it;  since 
An  express  exception  of  one  species  of  right  from  the 
operation  of  the  grant,  and  one  only,  would  seem  to 
imply  an  exclusion  of  all  other  exceptions.  It  is,  indeed, 
altogfethcr  incredible  that  the  Legislatures  of  Virginia 
and  Maryland  should  have  intended  to  restrict  the  Uni- 
ted States  in  their  power  over  the  subject  of  slavery, 
without  using  language  which  would  directly,  or  by  clear 
implication,  reach  the  case. 

The  gentleman  from  Viiginia  [Mr.  Wise]  gives  addi- 
tional force  to  this  argument  by  asking — "Why  was 
the  cenion  required?  Why  was  their  [the  ceding  States] 
consent  to  the  purchase  of^  places  reqtiired  by  the  con- 
atitutiofi,  if  it  was  not  to  give  the  States  the  power  of 
imposing  condition  and  restraint  upon  your  legislation 
over  the  ceded  territory?" 

.  "The  power  of  imposing  condition  and  restraint!" 
Very  well.  If  this  was  the  purpose,  the  States  of  Vir- 
ginia and  Maryland  of  course  understood  it,  and  would 
take  care  to  impose,  in  their  grants,  all  the  conditions 
and  restraints  upon  the  legislation  of  Congress  which 
they  thought  proper;  and  to  do  it  so  plainly  that  even 
the  wayfaring  man  need  not  err  in  regard  to  them. 
Kow,  where  are  the  conditions  and  restraints  on  which 

.  *  The  grant  from  Maryland  was  made  on  the  19th  of 
December,  1791.  It  is  in  the  same  language  as  the 
grant  from  Virginia,  and  is  liniited  by  the  same  proviso. 
^HolebyM-.S. 


gentlemen  rely  ?  I  have  recited  the  whole;  and  who 
will  say  that  they  embrace  any  restraint  upon  the  power 
of  Congress  touching  the  subject  tinder  consideration? 
Is  not  the  omission,  upon  the  gentleman's  own  view  of 
the  subject,  decisive  of  the  question? 

But  the  gentleman,  having  looked  into  the  grant,  and 
seeing  that  no  such  "condition  and  restraint"  was  im- 
posed there,  seeks  to  find  it  in  "the  nature  of  society 
and  p^vernment  in  Maryland  and  Virginia;"  which  he 
says  IS  "of  itself,  independent  of  conditions  expressed 
in  the  acts  of  cession,  sufficient  to  restrain  your  power 
of  legislation  over  this  subject."  Thus,  at  one  moment* 
a  cession  was  provided  for  in  the  constitution,  to  the 
end  that  the  ceding  States  might  impose  condition  and 
restraint  upon  the  legislation  of  Congress;  and,  at  the 
next,  "the  nature  of  society  and  government  in  Mary- 
land and  Virginia  is  of  itself  a  sufficient  restraint,"  with- 
out any  thing  expressed  in  the  grant! 

Dut,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  is  the  condition  of  the  people 
of  this  District  in  regard  to  this  important  subject,  if  the 
power  contended  for  is  not  granted  to  Congress?  Mary- 
Und  and  V'u-ginia,  possessing  the  power  to  abolish  slave- 
ry and  the  slave  trade  within  their  respective  limits,  had 
the  power  of  doing  it  within  the  territory  which  now 
composes  this  District.  Rut  they  possess  it  no  longer. 
Their  jurisdiction  here  is  extinguished.  The  inhabitants 
of  the  telritorv  are  transferred  to  the  United  States,  en- 
tirely divested  of  all  civil  jurisdiction,  with  no  power  to 
legislate  on  this  or  any  other  subject,  but  subjected  to 
the  "  exclusive  legislation"  of  Congress  in  "  all  cases 
whatsoever."  However  much  they  may,  at  any  time, 
desire  to  free  the  territory  froiti  the  curse  of  slavery  and 
the  slave  trade,  they  are  powerless.  For  any  thing  that 
they  can  do,  by  the  force  of  kw,  they  and  their  children, 
and  their  children's  children,  to  the  latest  time,  must  be 
doomed  to  see  among  them  a  traffic  which  makes  reel*- 
chandise  of  the  bodies  and  the  souls  of  their  fellow-meni 
which  marches  through  their  streets,  chained  together, 
companies  of  human  beings  destined  to  the  slave  prison 
and  the  slave  ship;  and  which  agonizes  their  moral  sen- 
sibilities by  a  severance  of  all  the  ties  which  bind  man  to 
his  fellow-man,  in  the  most  valued  and  endeared  relations 
of  human  life. 

I  have  thus  shown  that  the  power  given  to  Congrea 
over  tills  subject,  by  the  general  grant  in  the  constitu- 
tion, is  affected,  neither  by  the  natural  limitations  to  the 
exercise  of  legislative  power,  nor  by  any  limitation,  ex- 
press or  implied,  in  the  constitution  itself,  nor  by  any 
contained  in  the  cessions  of  this  territory  by  the  States 
of  Maryland  and  Virginia. 

But  the  petitioners  are  here  met  with  another  objection 
to  granting  the  prayer  of  these  petitions.  It  is  made  a 
question  of  public  safety.  To  begin  the  work  of  abol- 
ishing slavery,  and  to  banish  the  detestable  traffic  in  hu- 
man flesh  from  this  District,  will,  we  are  told,  tend  to 
excite  a  spirit  of  insurrection  in  the  southern  States;  and 
gentlemen  give  full  rein  to  their  imaginations  in  depict- 
ing the  horrors  of  rape,  rapine,  and  murder,  which  will 
follow.  I  do  not  permit  myself  to  doubt  the  perfect 
sincerity  of  gentlemen  in  these  gloomy  forebodings.  I 
know  they  are  in  a  position  to  see  what  1  cannot  see, 
and  feel  what  I  cannot  feel.  I  will  not  allow  myself  to 
trifle  with  their  views  or  feelings  on  this  subject,  though 
I  must  be  permitted  todoul^t  the  correctness  of  the  one, 
and  the  justness  of  the  other. 

And  may  I  not  well  doubt?  It  is  true  I  do  not  profess 
a  very  familiar  acquaintance  with  the  disposition  of  the 
slave  population,  or  the  probable  influence  upon  them 
of  a  discussion  of,  and  action  upon,  this  subject.  And 
while  I  would  hesitste  to  oppose  my  own  individual  opin- 
ion to  the  assertions  of  honorable  gentlenten,  so  confi- 
dently made,  they  must  permit  me  to  confront  them,  not 
altogether  with  my  own  opinions,  but  with  the  author!- 
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ty  of  intelligent  and  respectable  slaveholders  them- 
selves. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  petition  presented  to  this  Hmifte 
in  the  year  1828»  signed  by  more  than  eleven  hundred 
citizens  of  this  District,  praying  for  (he  abolition  of  sla- 
very and  the  slave  trade  within  its  limits.  It  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  re- 
mained unacted  on  until  the  last  session,  when  it  was 
called  up,  on  motion  of  an  honorable  tnember  from  New 
Hampshire,  [Mr.  Hubbard,]  and  ordered  to  be  printed, 
with  the  names  of  the  signers.  I  send  it  to  the  Chair, 
and  ask  that  it  may  be  read  by  the  Clerk. 

Here  Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Virginia,  interposed,  and 
said  he  should  object  to  the  reading  of  that  and  all  other 
petitions  on  the  subject,  unless  the  gentleman  used  it  as 
a  part  of  his  argument. 

Mr.  SLADE  replied  that  he  intended  so  to  use  it,  and 
should  read  it  himself,  but,  being  exhausted,  he  wished 
it  read  by  the  Clerk. 

Mr.  GARLAND  withdrew  his  objection,  and  consent- 
ed to  the  reading,  as  an  act  of  courtesy  to  Mr.  S. 

llie  petition  was  then  read  by  the  Clerk,  as  follows: 

**7hihe  honorable  the  Senate  and  Hotueof  EepreaenUUive$ 

of  the  United  States  of  Jlmeriea  in  Congreet  assembled.' 

**  We,  the  undersigned,  citizens  of  the  counties  of 
Washington  and  Alexandria,  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
beg  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  your  honorable  body 
lo  an  evil  of  serious  magnitude,  which  greatly  impairs 
the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  this  District,  and  csbts 
the  reproach  of  inconsistency  upon  the  free  institutions 
established  among  us. 

**  While  the  laws  of  the  United  States  denounce  the 
foreign  slave  trade  as  piracy,  and  punish  with  death 
those  who  are  found  engaged  in  its  perpetration,  there 
exists  in  this  District,  the  seat  of  the  National  Govern- 
ment, a  domestic  slave  trade  scarcely  less  dJKgraceful  in 
its  character, and  even  more  demoralizing  in  its  influence. 
For  this  is  not,  like  the  former,  carried  on  against  a  bar- 
barous nation;  its  victims  are  reared  up  among  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country,  educated  in  the  precepts  of  the  same 
religion,  and  imbued  with  similar  domestic  attachments. 

*•  These  people  are,  without  their  consent,  torn  from 
their  homes;  husband  and  wife  are  frequently  separated 
and  sold  into  distant  parts;  children  are  taken  from  their 
parents,  without  regard  to  the  ties  of  nature;  and  the 
most  endearing  bonds  of  affection  are  broken  forever. 

'*  Nor  is  this  traffic  confined  to  those  who  are  legally 
slaves  for  life.  Some  who  are  entitled  to  freedom,  and 
many  who  have  a  limited  time  to  serve,  are  sold  into  un- 
conditional slavery;  and,  owing  to  the  defectiveness  of 
our  laws,  they  are  generally  carried  out  of  the  District 
before  the  necessary  steps  can  be  taken  for  their  release. 

<«We  behold  these  scenes  continually  taking  pUce 
among  us,  and  lament  our  inability  to  prevent  them. 
The  people  of  this  District  have,  within  themselves,  no 
means  of  legislative  redress,  and  we  therefore  appeal  to 
your  honorable  body,  as  the  only  one  invested  by  the 
American  constitution  with  the  power  to  relieve  us. 

"  Nor  is  it  only  from  the  rapacity  of  slave  traders  that 
the  colored  race  in  this  District  are  doomed  to  suffer. 
Even  the  laws  which  govern  us  sanction  and  direct,  in 
certain  cases,  a  procedure  that  we  believe  is  unparallel- 
ed, in  glaring  injustice,  by  any  thing  at  present  known 
among  the  Governments  of  Christendom.  An  instance 
of  the  operation  of  these  law*,  which  occurred  during 
the  last  summer,  we  will  briefly  relate. 

'*  A  colored  man,  who  stated  that  he  was  entitled  to 
freedom,  was  titken  up  as  a  runaway  slave,  and  lodged 
in  the  jail  of  Washington  city.  He  was  advertised,  lut 
no  one  appearing  to  claim  him,  he  was,  according  to 
law,  put  up  at  public  auction  for  the  payment  of  his  jail 
fees,  and  sold  as  a  slave  for  life!    He  was  purchased  by 


a  slave  trader,  who  was  not  required  to  give  security  for 
his  remaining  in  the  District,  and  he  wa.«,  soon  after, 
shipped  at  Alexandria  for  one  of  the  southern  States. 
An  attempt  was  made  by  some  benevolent  individuals  to 
have  the  sale  postponed  until  his  claim  to  freedom  could 
be  mvestigated;  but  their  efforts  were  unavailing;  and 
thus  was  a  human  being  sold  into  perpetual  bondage,  st 
the  cspital  of  the  freest  Government  on  earth,  without 
even  a  pretence  of  trial  or  an  allegation  of  crime. 

"  We  blush  for  our  country  while  we  relate  this  dis- 
graceful transaction,  and  we  would  fain  conceal  it  fmm 
tbe  world,  did  not  its  very  enormity  inspire  us  with  the 
hope  that  it  will  rouse  the  philanthropibt  and  the  patriot 
to  exertion.  We  have  no  hesitation  in  believing  your 
honorable  body  never  intended  that  this  odious  law 
should  be  enforced:  it  was  adopted  with  the  old  code 
of  Maryland,  from  which,  we  believe,  it  has  been  ex- 
punged since  the  District  was  ceded  to  the  General  Gov- 
ernment. 

"The  fact  of  its  having  been  so  recently  executed, 
shows  the  necessity  of  this  subject  being  investigated  by 
a  power  which  we  confidently  hope  will  be  ready  to 
correct  it. 

••  We  are  aware  of  the  difficulties  thst  would  attend 
any  attempt  to  relieve  us  from  these  grievances  by  a 
sudden  emancipation  of  the  slaves  in  this  District,  and 
we  would,  therefore,  be  far  from  recommending  so  rash 
a  measure.  But  the  course  pursued  by  many  of  the 
States  of  this  confedemc}',  that  have  happily  succeeded 
in  relieving  themselves  from  a  similar  burden,  tof^ether 
with  the  bright  example  which  has  been  set  us  by  the 
South  American  republics,  proves,  most  conclusivelr, 
that  a  course  of  gradual  emancipation,  to  commence  at 
some  fixed  period,  and  to  take  effect  only  upon  tho  e 
who  may  thereaAer  be  born  or  removed  into  the  Districi, 
might  be  pursued  without  detriment  to  the  present  pro- 
prietor.*, and  would  greatly  redound  to  the  prosperity 
and  honor  of  our  country. 

<*  The  existence  among  us  of  a  distinct  class  of  people, 
who,  by  their  condition  as  slaves,  are  deprived  of  almost 
every  incentive  to  virtue  and  industry,  and  shut  out 
from  many  of  the  sources  of  light  and  knowledg'e,  has 
an  evident  tendency  to  corrupt  the  morals  of  the  people, 
and  to  damp  the  spirit  of  enterprise,  by  accustoming  tl  e 
rising  generation  to  look  with  contempt  upon  honest 
lahor,  and  lo  depend  for  support  too  much  upon  the 
labor  of  others.  It  prevents  a  useful  and  indtiatrious 
class  of  people  from  settling  among  us  by  rendering  the 
means  of  subsistence  more  precarious  to  the  laboring 
class  of  whites. 

** It  diminishes  the  resources  of  the  community,  by 
throwing  the  earnings  of  the  poor  into  the  coffers  of  the 
rich;  thus  rendering  the  former  dependant,  servile,  and 
improvident;  while  the  latter  are  tempted  to  become,  in 
the  same  proportion,  luxurious  and  prodigal. 

••  That  these  disastrous  results  flow  from  the  existence 
of  slavery  among  us,  is  sufficiently  conspicuous  when 
we  contrast  the  languishing  condition  of  this  District, 
and  the  surrounding  countiy,  with  the  prosperity  of  those 
parts  of  the  Union  which  are  less  favored  in  point  of 
climate  and  location,  but  blessed  with  a  free  and  indus- 
trious population. 

«•  We  would,  therefore,  respectfully  pray  that  these 
grievances  may  claim  the  attention  of  your  honorable 
body,  that  a  law  of  Congress  may  be  enacted,  declaring 
that  all  children  of  slaves,  born  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia af^er  the  fourth  day  of  July^  eighteen  hundred  and 
twenty ^ight,  shall  be  free  at  the  age  of  twenty-five 
years;  and  that  those  laws,  which  authorize  the  selling 
of  supposed  runaways  for  their  prison  fees  or  main- 
tenance, may  be  repealed^ 

<*  Andy  also,  that  laws  m»y  be  enscted  to  prevent 
slaves  from  being  removed  into  this  District,  or  brought 
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in  for  sale,  hire,  or  transportation;  without,  however, 
preventing  members  of  Conf^reits,  resident  stranf^ere,  or 
travellers,  from  bringine:  ami  taking  away  with  them 
their  domestic  servants." 

Mr.  PATTON  inquired  whether  the  f^entleman  from 
Vermont  could  infurm  him  how  many  of  tiie  signers  were 
slaveholders. 

Mr.  GARLAND  made  a  further  inquiry  whether  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  knew  if  they  were  all  inhabi- 
tants of  the  District. 

"  Mr.  SLADG  replied,  he  could  rot  inform  the  gentle- 
man how  many  of  the  sif^ners  were  slaveholders.  He 
personally  knew  some  of  them,  and  knew  them  to  be 
owners  of  slave*.  The  list  of  namp<i,  some  of  which  he 
read,  embraced  men  of  all  the  professions  and  employ- 
ments in  the  Districf— judges,  lawyers,  physician.",  mer- 
chants, mechanics,  and  laborers. 

As  to  the  (Question,  (said  Mr.  S.,)  whether  all  the 
signers  were  inhabitants  of  this  District,  I  cannot,  of 
course,  answer  it.  I  can  only  say  that  the  petition  was 
presented  to  this  House  seven  years  ago,  and  has  re- 
mained on  file  in  the  Clerk**  office  ever  since,  open  to 
inspection;  and  that  it  has  been,  during  the  past  year, 
among  the  published  documents  of  this  House;  and, 
moreover,  that  it  purports  on  its  face  to  be  a  petition  of 
inhabitants  of  this  District.  Under  these  circumstances, 
1  submit  whether  there  is  not  a  sufficient  presumption 
that  it  is  what  it  purports  to  be,  to  put  gentlemen  upon 
proof  of  the  contrary. 

And  now,  Mr.  Spe.^ker,  let  me  entreat  gentlemen  to 
look  into  this  petition.  I  do  this  the  more  earnestly, 
because  they  will  find  the  names  of  many  there,  whom, 
I  am  persuaded,  they  will  not  be  incline<l  to  charge 
either  with  ignorance  or  fanaticism;  but  on  whose  truth 
and  intelligence  and  judgment  they  will  place  the  most 
confident  reliance.  They  state  facts  which  they  are  in  a 
condition  to  know,  and  advance  opinions,  the  soundness 
of  which  is  not  liable  to  be  affected  by  ••  northern  pre- 
judices" on  this  subject.  They  are  in  the  midst  of 
slavery,  and  understand  what  it  is.  They  have  witness- 
ed the  slave  trade,  and  know  something  of  its  horrors: 
and  without  any  of  the  doubts  of  gentlemen  in  regard  to 
tlie  power  of  Congress  on  this  subject,  and  without  any 
of  the  apprehensions  with  regard  to  the  eflTect  of  its  dis- 
cussion upon  the  public  peace  and  safety,  which  has 
been  made  the  subject  of  such  glowing  descriptions  and 
gloomy  anticipations,  here  and  elsewhere,  they  fearless- 
ly announce  the  truth  in  regard  both  to  slavery  and 
the  slave  trade,  and  urgently  appeal  to  Congress,  «*as 
the  only  body  invested  by  the  American  constitution 
with  power  to  relieve  them." 

I  submit,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  it  is  not  time  that 
these  petitioners,  sustained  as  they  are  by  the  concur- 
rent  supplications  of  their  northern  brethren,  should  be 
beard  and  regarded;  and  whether  the  fact  that  eleven 
hundred  citisens  of  this  District  have  signed  the  petition 
which  has  just  been  read,  is  nut  a  sufficient  reply  to  the 
argument  which  has  been  drawn  from  considerations 
connected  with  a  regard  to  the  public  safety. 

But  further:  The  subject  of  the  abolition  of  slavery, 
it  t&  well  known,  was  fully  debated  in  the  Legislature  of 
Virginia  in  the  year  1832,  when  the  «<  injustice,  tyranny, 
and  oppression"  of  the  slave  system  were  openly  and 
boldly  maintained;*  and  an  effort  was  seriously  made  to 

*  The  gentleman  who  opened  the  debate  on  the  side  of 
abolition,  said:  •<  It  was  a  truth  held  sacred  by  every 
American  and  by  every  republican  throughout  the  world, 
and  be  presumed  it  could  not  be  denied  in  that  hall,  as 
a  general  principle,  that  it  is  an  act  of  injustice,  tyranny, 
and  oppression,  to  hold  any  part  of  the  human  race  in 
bondage  against  their  consent.  That  circumstances  may 
exist  which  nay  put  it  oat  of  the  power  of  tbe  owners. 


commence  a  system  of  abolition  which  should  look  to  the 
final,  and  not  distant,  extinction  of  slavery  in  that  State. 
And  did  that  discussion  produce  any  symptoms  of  insur- 
rection among  the  slaves?  N's  sir.  And  why,  indeed, 
should  it^'  If  you,  sir,  were  the  owner  of  one  hundred 
slaves,  and  should  seriously  set  about  measures  to  give 
them  the  boon  of  freedom,  do  you  think  the  first  intima- 
tion of  it  would  beget  in  them  a  spirit  of  rebellion,  and 
that  it  wotild  rise  in  proportion  as  you  should  advance 
your  benevolent  plans  towards  their  consummation?  To 
suppose  this,  is  to  suppose — what  I  want  evidence  to  be- 
lieve of  the  African  race — that  they  are  s<i  lost  to  grati- 
tude as  to  find  no  inducement  to  its  exercise  in  such  a 
manifestation  of  benevolent  regard  for  them  as  this.  • 

Suffer  me,  sir,  to  dwell  a  few  moments  longer  on  the 
indications  of  opinion  in  Virginia  on  this  subject,  pend- 
ing the  agitation  of  the  question  in  the  Legislature  of 
that  Stale.  While  the  subject  was  before  a  committee 
of  the  Legislature,  the  editor  of  the  Richmond  Enquirer, 
a  well  known  leading  public  journal  at  the  seat  ot  Gov- 
ernment of  Virginia,  said: 

••  It  is  probable,  from  what  we  hear,  that  the  com- 
mitted on  the  colored  population  will  report  aome  plan 
for  getting  rid  of  the  free  people  of  color.  But  is  this 
all  that  can  be  done?  Are  we  forever  to  suffer  the 
greatest  evil  which  can  scourge  our  land  not  only  to  re- 
main, but  lo  increase  in  its  dimensions^  •  We  may  shut 
our  eyes  and  avert  our  faces,  if  we  please,'  (writes  an 
eloquent  South  Carolinian,  on  his  return  from  the  North 
a  few  weeks  ago,)  <  but  there  it  is,  the  dark  and  grow- 
ing evil,  at  our  doors;  and  meet  the  question  we  must 
at  i)0  dititant  day.  God  only  knows  what  it  is  the  part 
of  wise  men  to  do  on  that  momentous  and  appalling  sub- 
jects Of  this  I  km  very  sure,  that  the  diflTerence — nothing 
short  of  frightful— between  all  that  exists  on  one  side  of 
the  Potomac,  and  all  on  the  other,  is  owing  to  that 
cnuse  alone.  The  disease  is  deep  seated;  it  is  at  the 
heart's  core;  it  is  consuming,  and  has  all  along  been 
consuming,  our  vitals;  and  i  could  laugh,  if  I  could 
laugh  on  Mich  a  subject,  at  the  ignorance  and  folly  of 
the  politician  w  ho  ascribes  that  to  an  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  is  the  inevitable  effect  of  the  eternal  laws 
of  nature.  What  is  to  be  done?  Oh!  my  God!  1  don't 
know,  but  something  must  be  done.' 

*<  Yes,  something  must  be  done;  and  it  is  the  part  of 
no  honest  man  to  deny  it;  of  no  free  press  to  affect  to 
conceal  it.  When  this  dark  population  is  growing  upon 
us;  when  every  new  census  is  but  gathering  its  appalling 
number  upon  us;  when  withih  a  period  equal  to  that  in 
which  this  federal  constitution  has  been  in  existence, 
those  numbers  A'ili  increase  to  more  than  3,000,000  with- 
in Virginia;  when  our  sister  States  are  closing  their 
doors  upon  our  blacks  for  sale;  and  when  our  whites  are 
moving  westwardly  in  greater  numbers  than  we  like  to 
hear  uf;  when  this,  the  fairest  land  on  all  this  continent, 
for  soil  and  climate  and  situation  combined,  might  be- 
come a  sort  of  garden-spot  if  it  were  worked  by  the 
hands  of  white  men  alone,  can  we,  ought  we  to  sit 
quietly  down,  fold  our  arms,  and  say  to  each  other, 
*  well,  well,  this  thing  will  not  come  to  the  worst  in  our 
day?  We  will  leave  it  to  our  children  and  our  grand- 
children and  great  grandchildren  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves, and  to  brave  the  storm?  Is  this  to  act  like  wise 
men?  Heaven  knows  we  are  no  fanatics.  We  detest  the 
madness  which  actuated  the  Amis  dea  Ntart.     But  some- 

for  a  time,  to  grant  their  slaves  liberty,  he  admitted  to 
be  possible;  and  if  they  do  exist  in  any  case,  it  may  ex- 
cuse, but  not  justify,  the  owner  in  holding  them.  The 
right  to  the  enjoyment  of  liberty  is  one  of  the  most  pre- 
cious, inherent,  inalienable  riglits  which  pertain  to  the 
whole  human  race,  and  of  which  they  can  never  be 
divested,  except  by  an  aet  of  gross  injustice." 
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thinp:  oug^Iit  to  be  done.  Means,  sure  hut  gradual,  system- 
atic but  discreet,  ought  to  be  adapted  for  reducing  the 
mass  or  evil  wluch  is  pressing  upon  the  South,  and  will 
still  more  press  upon  her  the  lunger  it  is  put  off.  We 
ought  not  to  shut  our  eyes  nor  avert  faces.  And  thoifgh 
we  speak  almost  without  a  hope  that  the  committee  or 
the  Legislature  will  do  any  thing  at  the  present  session  to 
meet  this  question,  yet  we  say  now,  in  the  utmost  sin- 
cerity  of  our  hearts,  thut  our  wisest  men  cannot  give  too 
much  of  their  attention  to  this  subject,  nor  can  they  give 
it  too  soon." 

The  honorable  gentleman  From  Virginia  will  suffer 
me  to  commend  this  expression  of  sentiment  to  the  de- 
liberate attention  which  the  high  standing  and  responsi- 
ble position  of  \U  author,  and  the  peculiar  circumstances 
under  which  he  wrote^  eminently  entitle  it.  Kspccially 
would  I  commend  to  the  honorable  gentlcmnn  from 
South  Carolina  the  declaration  of  the  **  eloquent  South 
Carolinian,"  imbodied  in  the  article  1  have  just  read. 
The  able  editor  of  the  llichmond  Enquirer,  and  his 
eloquent  correspondent,  both  had  a  near  view  of  the 
evils  of  slavery,  and  describe  them  in  a  language  which 
at  once  attp&th  their  sincerity,  and  commands  assent  to 
t^ie  correctness  of  their  views  upon  this  *•  momentous 
and  appalling  stibject." 

I  will  add,  that  the  other  leading  paper  at  the  capital 
of  Virginia,  the  Uirhmond  Whig,  made  about  the  same 
time  the  following  declaration: 

**  We  affirm  that  the  great  mass  of  Virginia  herself 
triumphs  that  the  shvery  question  has  been  agitated, 
and  reckons  it  glorious  that  th^  spirit  of  her  sons  did 
not  shrink  from  grappling  with  the  monster.  We 
affirm  that,  in  the  heaviest  slave  districts  of  the  State, 
thousands  have  haiUd  the  discussion  with  delight,  and 
contemplate  the  distant  but  ardently  desired  result,  as 
the  supreme  good  which  a  benevolent  Providence 
could  vouchsafe  to  their  country."  ^ 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  was  **gloriouh"  and  safe  fur  Vir- 
ginia to  <*  grapple  with  the  monster*'  in  1832,  is  it  in- 
glorious and  imsafe  for  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  grapple  with  the  s;ime  monster  now? 

Suffer  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  present  oiie  more  expres- 
sion of  opinion  on  this  subject.  I  leave  Virginia,  and 
go  over  the  mountains  into  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi; 
and  I  there  find  the  following  recent  resolution  of  the 
Synod  of  Kentucky  upon  the  subject  of  emancipation: 

'*  Rtaolvedf  That  a  committee  often  be  appointed,  to 
consist  of  an  equal  number  of  ministers  and  elders, 
>yho»e  business  it  shall  be  to  digest  and  prepare  a  plan 
for  the  moral  and  religious  instruction  of  our  slaves, 
and  for  their  future  emancipation,  and  to  report  such 
plan  to  the  several  Presbyteriei  within  our  bounds,  fur 
tbeir  consideration  and  approval." 

Tbe  committee  appointed  under  this  resolution,  of 
vrhom  John  Brown,  Esq.  was  chairman,  and  the  Rev. 
Jphn  C.  Yuung,  President  of  Danville  College,  secre- 
tary, made  a  report,  in  which,  among  other  things, 
tbey  say: 

••1.  A  part  of  our  system  of  slavery  consists  in  de- 
priving human  beings  of  the  riglU  to  acquire  property. 
2,  The  deprivation  of  personal  liberty  forms  another 
part  of  our  system  of  slavery.  3.  The  deprivation  of 
personal  security  is  the  remaining  constituent  of  our 
system  of  slavery."  Its  effects  are  said  to  be:  "  1.  To 
deprave  and  degrade  its  subjects,  by  removing  from 
them  the  strongest  natural  checks  to  human  corruption. 
S.  It  dooms  thousands  of  human  beings  to  hopeless 
ignorance.  3.  It  deprives  its  subjects,  in  a  great  meas- 
ure, of  the  privileges  of  the  gospel.  4.  This  system 
licenses  and  produces  great  cruelty.  5.  It  produces 
general  licentiousness  among  the  slaves.  6.  I'his  system 
demoralizes  the  whites  as  well  as  the  blacks.  7.  This 
system  draws  down  upon  us  the  vengeance  of  Heaven." 


These  several  points,  in  their  order,  are  illustrated  and 
enforced  at  length.  Then  follow  confutations  ^of  tbe 
various  arguments  of  the  defenders  of  the  system. 
Then— 

"  As  the  conclusion  of  all  that  has  been  advanced,  we 
assert  it  to  be  the  unquestionable  duty  of  every  Christian 
to  use  vigorotis  and  immediate  measures  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  this  whole  system,  and  for  the  removal  of  all  its 
unhappy  effects.  Both  these  objects  should  be  con- 
templated in  his  efforts." 

Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  regarded  by  good  and  intelligent 
men  in  Kentucky  as  safe  openly  to  recommend  a  **  de- 
struction of  the  whole  system  of  slavery?"  and  shall  we 
be  quailing  before  the  dangers  of  doing  it  in  the  District 
of  Columbia? 

But,  sii*,  I  have  another  authority  on  this  subject.  \ 
return  from  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  to  this  Diiitrict, 
and  looking  into  the  United  States  Telegraph  ofthe4lh 
of  September  last,  I  find  the  following;  Speaking  in 
the  name  of  the  southern  people,  the  editor  sayK: 

'*  We  hold  that  our  sole  reliance  is  on  ourselves:  that 
we  have  most  to  fear  from  the  gradual  operation  on 
public  opinion  among  ourselves,  and  that  thoiie  are  tlie 
mohl  insidious  and  dangerous  invaders  of  our  rights  sind 
interests,  who,  coming  to  us  in  the  guise  of  friendship, 
endeavor  to  persuade  us  that  slavery  is  a  sin,  a  curse,  an 
evil.  It  is  not  true  that  the  South  sleeps  on  a  volcano— 
that  we  are  afraid  to  go  to  bed  at  night — tliat  we  are 
fearful  of  murder  and  pillage.  Our  greatest  cause  of 
apprehension  is  from  the  operation  of  the  morbid  sen* 
sibility  which  appeals  to  the  consciences  of  our  own 
people,  and  would  make  them  the  voluntary  instruments 
of  their  own  ruin." 

So,  then,  the  fears  are  not  of  insurrection,  but  of  con- 
science; not  of  the  physical  force  of  the  slaves,  but  of 
the  power  of  •'public  opinion!" 

Need  I,  Mr.  Speaker,  repeat  the  expression  of  my 
sincere  conviction  that  the  fears  expressed  by  gentlemen 
on  this  floor  are  groundless?  And  is  it  not  apparent  that 
the  true  ground  of  fear  on  this  subject  is  to  be  found  in 
a  continuance  of  the  **  dark  and  growing  evil,''  so  well 
described  by  the  *<eloquent  South  Carolinian,'*  to  which 
our  attention  has  been  directed?  Permit  me  to  adr^ 
in  the  language  of  the  Richmond  Enquirer,  in  the  ar- 
ticle I  have  read,  that  "  our  wisest  men  cannot  give  too 
much  attention  to  this  subject,  nor  can  they  g;'ive  it  too 
soon." 

But  there  is  another  objection  sometimes  urged  against 
legislating  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  which  mtist  not  be 
overlooked  in  this  discussion.  Every  attempt  to  disturb 
the  existing  relation  of  master  and  slave,  it  is  said,  tends 
to  disturb  the  balance  of  the  constitution,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  among  the  compromises  which  entered  into  the  for- 
mation of  that  instrument,  that  three  fiftJia  of  the  slaves 
should  be  represented  in  this  body. 

Now,  sir,  in  the  first  place,  let  it  be  observed  that  we 
are  not  asked  to  legislate  on  the  abolition  of  slavery  in 
Virginia  or  South  Carolina,  but  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia; and  that  our  legislation  disturbs  the  balance  of  the 
constitution  only  by  the  influence  of  its  example  upon 
the  slaveholding  States. 

In  the  second  place,  I  conten^l  that  a  just  exerciftevof 
all  the  powers  granted  in  the  constitution  can  never  disr 
turb  its  true  balance,  but  is  iUelf  the  preservation  of  tfatet    •' 
balsnce. 

If  the  constitution  authorises  Congress  to  abolish  sla- 
very in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  tendency  of     ' 
the  exercise  of  that  power  should  be  to  abolish  slavery  ; 
in  the  slave  States,  and  thus  reduce  their  repres^ation^* 
in  this  body,  it  is  a  constitutional  result,  of  winch  no 
State  has  a  right  to  complain.     As  well  might  we  com- 
plain of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  West  India  islands 
by  Great  Britain,  became  its  tendency  is  to  produce  tbe 
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nme  result  in  the  United  Stiite?.  Neither  Conf^ress,  in 
the  one  case,  nor  Great  Britain,  in  the  other,  is  under 
liny  responsibility  for  the  consequences  of  a  rip^htful  ex- 
ercise of  power — I  mean  a  responsibility  to  the  consti- 
tution in  the  one  case,  and  the  law  of  nations  in  the 
other. 

But,  sir,  the  balance  of  the  constitution  is  alreai^y  dis- 
turbed in  the  other  direction.  When  the  constitution 
'was  adopted,  the  Mississippi  on  the  west,  and  Florida  on 
the  south,  formetl  the  limits  of  the  confederated  repub- 
lic. For  any  things  contemplated  in  the  constitution, 
these  boundaries  formed  imptissable  limits,  beyond  which 
a  slave  population  could  not  brings  into  Conpfress  a  rep- 
resentation upon  that  basis.  The  purchases  of  Louisiana 
and  Florida  have  added  two  additional  slave  States,  and 
will  probably,  ere  lonp,  add  two  more.  And  do  j;cntle- 
men  reflect  how  much  this  has  disturbed  the  balance  of 
the  constittition? 

But  this  is  not  all.  T!»e  balance,  in  point  of  fact,  has 
been  disturbed,  and  must  be- more  so,  by  the  j»reat  rela- 
tive increase  of  the  slave  population  of  the  South,  and 
the  dimiiuition,  almost  the  extinction,  oFit  at  the  North. 
And  although  this  is  not,  of  course,  an  unconstitiiti'jnal 
increase,  yet  it  is  obvious  that  the  enormous  and  alarm- 
ing relative  increa.se  of  the  slave  population,  compared 
with  that  of  the  whites,  wan  not  within  the  contempla- 
tion of  the  men  who  formed  the  constitution. 

Thus,  in  the  four  Atlantic  States  south  of  the  Poto- 
mac, the  increase  of  the  whites  from  1790  to  18:30  was 
84  per  cent.;  while  that  of  the  .slaves  was,  during  the 
same  period,  136  per  cent.  In  South  Carolina  the  dis- 
proportion was  still  greater;  the  increase  of  the  whites, 
during  the  same  period,  having  been  94  per  cent.,  while 
that  of  the  slaves  was  194  per  cent. 

To  what  results,  Mr.  Speaker,  arc  the  principles  which 
produce  such  a  disproportitmate  increase  of  population 
to  lead  us?  What  will,  in  the  progress  of  fifty  year?*, 
become  of  the  balance  of  the  constitution  ?  These  are 
quchtions  which  deeply  concern  the  free  States. 

But  there  is  another  question  which  comes  home  to 
the  slave  States  with  tremendous  and  appalling  interest. 
What  will  be  their  condition  half  a  century  hence  in  ref- 
erence to  this  subject?  That  period  will  roll  away;  and 
the  principles  which  govern  the  advance  of  the  slave 
population  will  continue  to  operate!  And  yet  gentlemen 
say,  «•  hands  off"— let  us  alone.  ««  We  will  leave  it  to 
our  children,  and  our  grandchildren,  and  our  great- 
grandchildren, to  take  care  of  themselves,  and  to  brave 
the  storm!" 

But,  sir,  I  will  pursue  this  train  of  thou«;htno  farther. 
1  leave  it,  and  uiih  it  the  subject  which  the  House  has 
so  kindly  indulged  me  in  discussing. 

Deeply  convinced,  sir,  that  the.  petitioners  have  a 
'right  to  ask  us  to  abolish  slavery  and  the  slave  trade 
within  this  District,  and  that  we  have  not  only  the  right, 
but  that  it  is  our  bounden  duty  forthwith  to  commence 
the  one,  and  to  begin  and  finibli  the  other,  I  must  ask, 
when  the  proper  time  shall  come,  that  the  petitions  shall 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  the  end  that  they 
may  have  the  speedy  and  decisive  action  of  this  body. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  due  to  the  great  importance  of  the 
^  subject  that  they  should  be  thus  disposed  of.  Sir,  we 
must  not  bury  these  petitions.  And  let  me  say  to  gen- 
^  tV«men,  that  such  a  policy  will  certainly  defeat  itself. 
-  Yqu  cannot  smother  investigation  of  this  subject.  Sir, 
'  the  spirit  of  free  inquiry  is  the  master  spirit  of  the  age. 
^  If  bows  to  the  authority  of  truth  and  reason  and  revela- 
tion, but  it  bows  to  nothing  else.  It  must  have  free 
.  Ali^coursev  and  it  will  have  it ;  giving  life  and  soul  and  en- 
'*"  ergy  toHhe  march  of  liberal  principles,  and  deatined  to 
shake  every  institution  on  earth  which  does  not  recog- 
nise the  ''inalienable  rights"  of  man,  and  bow  to  the  su- 
V     premac}*^  of  just  and  equal  law?*     And,  sir,  it  shall  move 


onward,  and  onward,  and  onward,  until  every  kindred, 
and  tongue,  and  people  under  heaven  shall  acknowl- 
edge and  glory  in  the  great  truth  that  "all  men  are  crc- 
ate«l  equal." 

When  Mr.  Slabs  had  concluded — 

Mr.  J.  GAHLAND  said  he  rose  under  deep  and  painful 
feelings.  I  had  hoped,  said  he,  that  the  violent  and 
pernicious  designs  of  a  few  disaffected  fanatics  of  the 
North  would  have  been  long  since  silenced,  and  the  re- 
cent votes  of  this  House  had  inspired  me  with  the  fond 
hope  that,  upon  this  floor  at  least,  I  never  should  have 
been  called  upon  to  vindicate  my  fellow-citizens  of  the 
South  against  the  false  and  foul  charges  of  piracy  and 
man  stealing,  so  repeatedly  and  lavishly  made  against 
them.  But,  sir,  this  question  has  assumed  an  aspect, 
that  forbids  me  to  be  silent;  and  I  should  be  recreant  to 
the  feelings  and  interests  of  the  people  who  have  confi- 
ded to  me  the  duty  of  representing  their  feelings  and 
interests  upon  this  floor,  if  1  could  stand  by  patiently, 
quietly,  and  submissively,  and  not  repel  the  strong  in« 
sinuntions,  unfounded  aspersions,  and  foul  calumnies, 
cast  upon  them,  and  roll  back  the  waves  of  cahimny 
upon  tho^e  who  have  attempted  to  cast  them  upon  us. 

Sir,  the  honorable  gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 
House  [Mr.  Sladr]  has,  in  effect,  by  giving  a  direct 
contradiction  to  the  representations  of  other  gentlemen 
in  relation  to  the  number  and  feelings  of  the  abolitionists 
of  the  North,  done  much  to  unhinge  and  loosen  every 
feeling  of  confidence  which  I  heretofore  felt  on  this  sub- 
ject, in  consequence  of  the  action  of  the  northern  peo- 
ple during  the  last  summer  and  fall,  and  the  declaration 
of  other  of  their  representatives  on  this  floor,  in  relation 
to  this  agitating,  this  dangerous  subject.  Honorable 
gentlemen  from  that  section  of  the  Union  tell  us  there  is  a 
strong  feeling  of  syinpathy  in  the  North  for  the  people  of 
the  South.  >y,  while  some  of  them  tell  us,  and  assure 
us,  too,  that  not  one  in  five  hundred  among  the  people 
there  favor '^Ihe  abolitionists  or  their  schemes,  another 
gentleman  (the  honorable  member  from  Vermont)  from 
that  section  of  country  tells  us  that  those  gentlemen 
have  grossly  mistaken  the  feelings  of  their  own  people. 
This  gentleman  [Mr.  Sladk]  tells  us  he  speaks  not  only 
the  sentiments  and  feelings  of  the  people  of  his  own  dis- 
trict, but  of  the  whole  people  of  the  North;  and  that 
they  are  strongly  in  favor  of  the  schemes  of  these  me- 
morialists. Is  it  so,  ^'Ir^  Speaker?  Is  it  true,  then,  sir, 
that  •  those  honorable  gentlemen  have  disguised  and 
misrepresented  the  true  sense  and  feelings  of  the  people 
of  the  North',  and  that  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  is 
better  acquainted  with  their  true  character  And  true 
feelings  upon  this  question  than  their  own  representa- 
tives, and  has  fairly  developed  them?  If  he  is,  sir,  and 
if  he  does  speak  truly,  and  if  the  people  of  the  North  do 
maintain  these  opinions,  T,  sir,  thank  the  gentleman,  in 
the  name  of  the  southern  people,  that  he  haa  frankly 
disclosed  to  us  the  fact,  and  has  disclosed  it  in  seasonable 
time.  I  thank  him  that  he  has  prepared  us  for  the  as- 
sault that  awaits  us,  by  warning  us  of  its  approach.  I 
thank  him  that  he  has  undeceived  our  confidence,  and 
aroused  our  jealousy.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  1  do  venture 
to  hope,  however,  and  believe,  that  the  gentleman  has 
deceived  himself,  (although  I  do  not  doubt  his  sincerity,) 
and  has  mistaken  the  true  feelings  of  the  northern  peo- 
ple, r  still  confide  in  the  declarations  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  Hampshire,  [Mr.  Pibbci,]  and  others  who 
agree  with  him,  and  shall  not  abandon  my  hopes  tiH 
further  developments  satisfy  me  that  my  confidence  is 
misplaced.  I  cannot  but  express  my  admiration  of  the 
peculiar  adroitness  and  skill  with  which  the  gentleman 
from  Vermont  approached  thia  subject.  But  while  I 
give  the  gentleman  full  credit  for  the  skill  and  adroitness 
he  used  in  contriving  to  bring  this  whole  question  before 
us,  I  must  confess,  and  I  mean  it  in  no  ofl^nsiye  tense,  I 
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dislike  the  disingenuous  avowal  of  sympathy  under  which 
he  commenced  his  attack,  and  the  attempted  conccal- 
.mcnt  of  the  real  view«  of  tliese  petitioners.  The  hon- 
orable {gentleman  professes  g^reat  kindness  for  us — liis 
benevolence  for  us  is  very  expanded!  He  means  no 
offence!  He  does  not  mean  to  call  us  land  pirates  ond 
man  stealers!  Oh,  no!  But  then,  ssys  the  g^entleman, 
that  system  amonf^  you  is  a  system  of  land  piracy—a 
merchandise  in  human  flesh!  The  n^entleman  does  not 
mean  to  hurt  us;  oh,  no;  but  he  means  to  assail  our 
rights,  and  destrfjy  our  properly,  out  of  mere  benevo- 
lence, mere  kindness  to  us!  While  he  smiles  in  our 
faces,  he  drives  the  dagger  to  our  hearts!  You,  he  says, 
are  nut  pirates  and  man  stealers;  but  your  system  of 
slavery  is,  in  every  mien  and  every  form,  a  system  of  pi- 
racy and  man  stealing — accompanying  the  charge  with 
every  opprobrious  epithet  which  tlie  honorable  member 
could  string  together.  Thi«,  sir,  is  kindness  with  a 
vengeance,  for  which  we  have  no  thanks  to  return  to 
the  honorable  member  from  Vermont. 

I  beg  leave,  Mr.  Speaker,  before  entering  further 
upon  the  subject  before  me,  to  make  a  single  remark  in 
relation  to  what  fell  from  the  venerable  member  from 
Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams.]  That  gentleman  said  he 
had  no  wish  to  be  forced  into  a  discussion  on  the  '*  sub- 
lime merits  of  slavery.'*  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman, 
when  he  speaks  of  the  <*  sublime  merits  of  slavery"  in 
the  ironical  sense  he  intended  the  remark,  to  cast  his 
eyes  upon  that  picture  [pointing  to  the  portrait  of  Gen- 
eral Washington]  of  the  Father  of  his  Country,  and 
stand  rebuked  by  the  recollection  of  his  virtues  and  his 
deed?.  When  the  people  of  the  North  were  weak,  and 
assailed  by  a  cruel  and  unrelenting  enemy,  and  strug- 
gling for  their  rights  and  their  liberties,  that  man,  at  the 
head  of  a  determined  and  resolute  band  of  slaveholders, 
rushed  to  their  rescue.  He  and  his  companions  in  arms 
left  their  wives,  their  children,  their  domestic  firesides, 
their  farms,  their  all,  risked  every  thing  they  possessed, 
hazsrded  all  they  held  dear,  and  periled  their  lives  and 
fortunes,  to  espouse  the  cause  of  the  North,  and  in  de- 
fence of  northern  liberty.  Sir,  that  man  was  a  slave- 
holder, and  his  southern  companions  were  slaveholders. 
I  ask  the  gentleman  to  cast  his  retrospection  back  to  the 
eventful  period  of  T6,  when  that  man,  with  some 
.seventeen  hundred  or  two  thousand  patriots,  were  retreat- 
ing before  a  large  and  victorious  army  through  New 
Jersey,  their  very  footsteps  imprinted  in  the  snow  with 
.their  blood;  and  to  look  back  again  at  the  conduct  of 
that  little  band  at  Trenton  and  Princeton,  immediately 
after.  Sir,  a  few  of  these  slaveholders  were  tiiere;  many 
.of  these  slaveholders  were  tlie  compatriots  and  compan- 
ions of  the  honorable  genileman'M  patriotic  sire,  in  the 
cabinet  and  in  the  field,  and  were  not  deemed  unwor- 
thy. I  ask  tiiat  gentleman,  tiien,  to  take  back  the 
calumny.  I  ask  him  to  recall  it.  It  was  wrong,  it  was 
unjust,  it  was  unkind,  it  was  illiberal.  I  do  venture  to 
express  a  sincere  hope  that  the  venerable  gentleman's 
feelings  upon  this  occasion  have  been  treacherous  to  the 
true  feelings  of  his  heart.  I  hope  he  has  not  meant  the 
full  import  which  this  term  of  reproach  expresses.  With 
these  few  remarks  in  relation  to  the  imputation  of  the 
honorable  gentleman,  I  will  approach  the  subject  before 
us.  In  doing  so,  I  will  assure  the  House  that  it  is  not 
my  intention  to  follow  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Vermont  through  all  his  mazes,  and  turnings,  and  wind- 
ings; nor  shall  I  attempt  to  repel  all  his  calumnies  and 
insinuations,  nor  endeavor  to  satisfy  his  religious  scru- 
ples, nor  criticise  his  moral  lecturing,  nor  to  notice  every 
thing  he  has  said  on  this  occasion  in  a  vein  and  a  manner 
better  suited  to  the  pulpit  than  the  floor  of  a  legislative 
assembly.  The  merits  of  slavery,  and  the  constitutional 
power  of  Congress  to  interfere  with  it  in  the  States,  are 
questions  which  1  will  nvt  and  cannot  condescend  to 


discuss  here.  I  deny  your  right  to  interfere  with  them 
in  any  form,  without  a  faithless  violation  of  the  federal 
compact,  and  utter  disregard  of  the  duties  which  you 
owe  to  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  before  the  House  has  is- 
sumed  a  variety  of  aspects.  Uut,  until  I  heard  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  this  mornin|r,  I 
had  thought,  as  doubtless  many  others  did,  that  the  only 
difference  of  opinion  that  existed  in  the  House  was  as  to 
the  form  and  manner  in  which  its  sense  should  be  ex- 
pressed, or  in  which  a  very  hr^  majority  of  its  mem- 
bers should  indicate  their  sentiments,  which  I  understand 
to  be  almost  unanimously  opposed  to  any  legislation 
witatever  upo.n  the  subject  of  these  memorials;  aomeare 
for  rejecting  all  petitions  and  memorials  of  this  charac- 
ter; some  are  for  laying  them  on  the  table;  some  pro- 
pose one  form  and  some  another;  but  until  we  were  fa- 
vored with  the  views  of  the  member  from  Vermont, 
who  has,  to  his  credit,  marched  boldly  up  to  the  batter) 's 
jaw,  and  made  an  open  attack,  none,  no,  not  one,  gave 
an  unqualified  approbation  to  the  object  of  these  peti- 
tions. Permit  me,  sir,  to  make  one  further  remark  on 
this  subject,  before  I  approach  the  question  itself;  and 
that  is,  who  are  these  petitioners?  The  honorable  mem- 
ber from  New  York  who  addressed  the  House  this  morn- 
ing, [Mr.  GaANOKR,]  of  whose  acquaintance  I  have  not 
the  honor  or  the  pleasure,  but  hope  to  have  before  we 
part  from  the  discharge  of  our  duties  here,  has  endorsed 
(and  he  is  a  very  gocS  endorser)  the  character  of  one 
portion  of  these  petitioners — the  females;  I  beg  pardon— 
the  ladies.  Now,  sir,  there  is  no  man  on  this  floor  who 
has  a  higher  admiration  of  the  female  character  than  I 
have;  but  I  must  confess  I  do  not  like  to  see  them  madly 
shboting  out  of  their  proper  sphere,  and  undertaking  to 
control  national  politics.  I  do  not  like  to  see  tliem  be- 
come politicians.  Sir,  I  was  very  much  interested  and 
amused  at  the  sublime  and  beautiful  description  of  the 
character  and  virtues  of  these  ladies,  with  which  the 
gentleman  entertained  the  House.  They  are  all  gentle- 
ness, all  kindness,  all  benevolence.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  and 
their  objects  are  all  designed  for  good;  and  so  absorbed 
are  they  in  their  benevolent  designs,  that  they  have  not 
brought  themselves  to  contemplate  the  awful  conse- 
quences of  their  rash  proceedings.  Now,  sir^  I  have 
one  single  recommendation  for  the  gentleman.  It  would 
seem,  from  his  remarks,  that  one  of  the  peculiar  virtues 
of  these  females  is,  to  disturb  his  slumbers;  and,  as  1  un- 
derstand the  gentleman  is  a  bachelor,  and  these  female  pe- 
titioners are,  1  do  not  doubt,  old  maids,  not  exceeding 
twenty-five — for  they  never  get  beyond  that  age — I 
would  recommend  him  to  take  one  of  these  interesting, 
charming  ladies  for  his  wife;  and,  in  so  doing,  I  have  no 
doubt  he  would  lessen  the  ranks  of  the  abolitionists  one, 
at  least,  and  secure  himself -against  any  further  disturb- 
ance of  his  midnight  slumbers;  for,  be  assured,  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  a  most  powerful  soporific,  and  a  very 
ple.isant  one  into  the  bargain,  as  you  and  1  can  testify. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  representative  from  a  portion  of 
the  people  of  the  South,  I  would,  sir,  have  been  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  disposition  made  of  the  memo- 
rials of  this  character,  when  they  were  first  presented  in 
the  beginning  of  the  present  session,  of  laying  them  on 
the  table,  not  again  to  be  taken  up  or  considered;  but 
the  result  of  that  vote  has  not  had  the  desired  effect  of 
putting  to  rest  this  qtiestion.  By  an  overwhelming  vote, 
this  House  determined  to  lay  these  memorials  on  the  ta- 
ble, there  to  sleep,  in  the  language  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adavs,]  '*the  sleep  of  death." 
More  than  this:  the  House,  by  a  decided  vote,  refused 
even  to  honor  these  memorials  with  the  customary  re- 
spect of  ordering  them  to  be  printed.  And  what  baa 
been  the  result?  Why,  sir,  the  very  next  moment 
comes  another  memorial,  and  then  another,  Jill  at  length 
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they  came  ao  thick  that  the  attention  of  the  House  could 
not  keep  pace  with  them;  and  the  very  memorial  now 
before  U9  was  presented,  and  got  a  reference  to  one  of 
the  standing  committees,  without  attracting  the  attention 
«if  the  House— an  lionor  which,  I  am  quite  sure,  the 
House  never  designed.  Nor  is  this  all.  Why,  air,  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Sladi]  tells  us  he  is 
charged  with  numerous  petitions  of  the  same  character. 
Sir,  when  are  wc  to  have  an  end  of  them?  This  House 
h«8  decided  they  will  not  print  them;  it  has  decided  it 
will  not  consider  them  further  than  to  lay  them  on  the 
table;  and  yet  they  come  and  are  to  come  in  shoaU  upon 
us.  Sir,  It  is  time  that  this  House  should  take  a  more 
decisiye  stand,  should  adopt  a  more  definitive  course, 
aliould  decisively  rebuke  these  intermeddlers  with  the 
property  of  others,  and  disturbers  of  the  tranquillity  of 
the  nation.  What  now  will  be  the  utility  of  laying  these 
papei-s  on  the  table,  when  we  may  be  met  by  a  motion 
to-morrow,  or  the  next  week,  to  take  them  up  and  re- 
consider  them.  Sir,  the  laying  a  paper  on  the  table  is 
«rot  a  final  disposition  of  it,  although  a  majority  of  the 
House  may  again  and  again  make  this  disposition;  for  on 
the  very  question  to  take  up  and  consider,  or  on  a  ques- 
tion to  reconsider,  as  well  as  on  the  original  presenta- 
tion, we  may  have  debates  that  will  be  interminable,  and 
all  the  mischief  desired  by  the  fanatics  effected. 

Sir,  there  is  another  reason  why  the  action  of  Con- 
gress  should  be  more  decisive  now  than  at  any  former 
ptTiod,  and  why  the  people  of  the  South  should  call  for 
a  more  direct  expression  of  the  sentiments  of  this  House 
than  heretofore.  On  former  occasions  there  was  no  ex- 
traordinary feeling  of  alarm,  no  excitement,  no  appre- 
hension  of  danger,  spread  througiiout  tliat  section  of  the 
country.  I'lie  spirit  of  insurrection  and  insubordination 
was  not  then  abroad.  It  was  reserved  for  the  last  sum- 
mer's campuign  of  a  few  fanatics;  my  colleague  called 
them  bloodhounds,  but  the  term  is  too  mild.  I  call  them 
fiends  of  liell,  associating  themselves  into  societies,  re- 
ceiving subacriptions  of  more  thsn  $20,000  or  $30,000 
fur  the  purpose  of  printing  and  circulating  among  us  in- 
cendiary pamphlets  and  such  beautiful  hieroglyphical 
calumnies  as  the  one  I  now  hold  in  my  hand,  pictures  and 
cuts  representing  the  southern  men  and  southern  women 
in  the  roost  odious  and  disgusting  form  which  it  is  possi- 
ble for  humah  ingenuity  and  devilish  purpoae  to  invent. 
[The  paper  Mr.  G.  held  in  his  hand  was  a  large  sheet, 
printed  on  one  side,  and  illustrated  with  cuts  represent- 
ing the  pre; ended  cruelties  inflicted  on  the  negroes  of 
the  South.]  The  authors  of  tfuch  papers  are  cold- 
hearted,  base,  and  malignant  libellers  and  calumniators, 
and  deserve  the  bitterest  execrations  of  eveiy  good  and 
patriotic  heart-<-they  sliould  be  scouted  from  society. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  called  upon  to  distinguish 
between  these  petitioners  for  the  abolition  of  slaveiy 
within  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  abolitionists  who 
are  members  of  the  societies.  Sir,  I  cannot  distinguish 
between  them;  I  wish  I  could  honestly.  I  know  not  one 
of  these  abolitionists.  I  know  nothing  about  tbem,  and 
cannot,  therefore,  say  any  thing  against  their  personal 
character.  But  in  relation  to  the  schemes  of  the  abo- 
litionists, and  the  designs  of  these  petitioners,  I  have  this 
remark  to  make,  that  I  cannot  distinguish  between  the 
devil  and  those  who  do  bis  works.  They  are  all  equally 
seeking  abolition;  tbey  are  all  seeking  to  subvert  the 
rights  of  the  southern  people.  They  have  the  same 
common  object,  and,  mark  me,  if  these  petitioners  should 
receive  countenance  by  this  House,  we  shall  find  many 
of  them— ay,  sir,  I  fear,  all  of  them — soon  ranking  in  the 
same  association  and  pursuing  the  same  reckless  schemes 
together.  They  have  a  common  object^  and  common 
purpose  to  effect.  Did  not  the  gentleman  from  Vermont 
himself  preach  to  us  about  the  evils  of  slavery,  and  the 
uniyersal  righu  of  man,  and  our  duties  to  the  African 
Vol.  Xn.— 130 


race?  Did  he  not  openly  avow  himself  an  abolitionist  to 
a  greater  extent  than  asked  for  in  this  memorial?  Did 
he  not  declare  slavery  a  sin  against  Heaven,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be,  although  not  avowed,  to  send  every 
slaveholder  to  perdition,  your  Washington  among  the 
rest?  I  listened  to  the  gentleman,  and  I  cannot  think  I 
mistook  the  purport  of  his  language.  Sir,  these  aboli- 
tionists (I  class  them  all  together)  have  excited  a  feeling 
of  alarm  in  the  South  which  cannot  easily  be  quieted. 
The  safety  of  our  wives  and  our  children  is  endangered 
by  their  mischievous  and  incendiary  attempts  to  produce 
a  servile  insurrection  among  our  slaves.  But  oh,  says 
the  gentleman  from  Vermont,  you  are  in  no  danger:  all 
will  be  effected  peaceably  and  quietiv!  Sir,  will  the 
gentleman  permit  us  to  Judge  for  ourselves.  We  are  in 
the  very  midst  of  the  slave  population,  while  he  is 
securely  sheltered  behind  the  ramparts  of  the  Green 
Mountains  of  the  North.  He  can  neither  see  nor  hear 
nor  feel  the  danger  with  which  we  are  beset,  because 
he  knows  and  feels  he  is  secure  from  the  effects  of  it, 
come  how  and  when  it  may.  The  gentleman,  therefore, 
will  excuse  us  when  we  express  our  own  appreheuiona 
and  feelings  on  this  subject,  because  we  best  know  our 
own  situation;  we  cannot  requite  his  kindness^  and  admit 
him  to  be  our  guide  in  such  a  matter. 

But,  sir,  these  beautiful  prints,  and  these  devilish 
pamphlet^  are  not  the  only  firebrands  attempted  to  be 
circulated  among  us.  These  very  memorials  themselves, 
coming  here  in  the  midst  of  all  this  excitement  and 
alarm,  hypocritically  canting  about  the  piracy  iind  tyran- 
ny of  sUve-owners  have  the  very  same  tendency.  Gen- 
tlemen may  conceal  it  from  themselves,  but  I  tell  them 
the  tendency  is  the  same — ay,  and  the  design  is  the 
same.  Why,  sir,  the  abolitionists,  from  whom  gentlemen 
seem  so  anxious  to  separate  these  petitioners,  are  now 
laughing  in  their  sleeves,  and  openly,  too,  that  they  have 
allies  who,  by  a  different  route,  are  indirectly  laboring 
to  achieve  the  same  object  with  themselves,  and  who 
give  respectability  to  their  designs.  Yes,  the  aid  they 
receive  in  this  way  stimulates  tbem  to  exertion,  and  ani- 
mates them  to  hasten  the  approach  of  the  final  catastro- 
phe they  are  themselves  seeking  to  bring  about.  Every 
movement  made  in  this  House  for  the  abolition  of  slavery 
within  the  District  is  a  stepping-stone  to  the  abolition- 
ists to  mount  up  to  their  work,  and  encourages  them  to 
seek  the  accomplishment  of  their  purposes;  they  who 
tell  us  that  these  memorials  only  look  to  the  District  of 
Columbia,  tell  us  what  cannot  be  credited.  If  their  ob- 
ject was  to  be  limited  to  the  District  alone,  to  the  few 
slaves  here,  the  success  would  not  be  worth  the  trouble, 
and  we  should  hear  nothing  about  it. 

There  is  another  reason,  Mr.  Speaker,  why  the  House 
should  adopt  a  more  direct  and  decisive  course  now  than 
heretofore,  growing  out  of  the  reasons  I  have  just  offered; 
and  it  is  this:  The  continuance  of  debate  on  this  sub- 
ject is  calculated  to  cncoura|^e,  if  not  to  excite,  the 
slaves  themselves  to  insubordination  and  insurrection. 
Do  what  you  will  to  prevent  it,  these  things  find  their 
way,  through  some  channel  or  other,  into  the  midst  of 
the  slave  population.  They  know  every  thing  that 
transpires  here.  They  are  aware  of  every  thing  going 
on  in  the  North;  and  there  is  a  spirit  of  insuboi^lnatioii 
in  some  places  simost  amounting  to  insurrection  among 
them  al.''eady.  They  believe  the  whole  North  to  be  fa- 
vorable to  their  emancipation,  and  they  are  thus  en- 
couraged to  exertion;  they  but  little  doubt,  if  they  can 
once  organize  and  commence  the  attack,  the  northern 
people  will  fly  to  their  succor,  and  second  their  efforts. 
Then  1  say,  sir,  these  memorials  and  their  presentation 
are  improperly  timed;  and  however  1  might  be  disposed 
at  other  times  to  discuss  the  merits  of  these  petition}:,  I 
will  not  do  it  now.  I  appeal,  then,  to  our  friends  in 
the  North,  and  to  the  people  of  the  North,  to  rescue  us. 
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by  decisive  action  upon  their  part,  from  these  in6uence8» 
which  are  thus  mischievously  operating^  upon  our  slave 
population  and  our  own  safety.  We  do  not  ask  our 
mends  of  the  North  to  come  personally  to  our  aid  in 
the  conflict  with  which  we  are  threatened.  No,  sir; 
come  when  it  may,  victory  is  ours;  but  we  appeal  to  our 
brethren  of  the  North  in  behalf  of  our  wives  and  our 
children,  and  for  their  protection  and  security  against 
the  instigators  of  midnight  murder  and  assassination. 
Our  northern  friends  cannot  truly  sympathize  with  our 
feelings;  they  cannot  realize  our  true  situation;  they  are 
distantly  removed  from  our  slave  population,  and  know 
but  little  of  their  character  and  disposition;  we  are  in 
the  midst,  and  can  therefore  know  and  feel  the  extent 
and  true  character  of  the  danger  which  the  efforts  of 
the  fanatics  are  bringing  upon  us;  hence,  knowing  our 
danger,  and  feeling  it,  too,  we  appeal  (we  do  not  sup- 
plicate— supplication  is  a  plant  that  does  not  flourish  in 
the  South)  to  the  North  to  do  their  duly  to  the  South, 
and  to  the  Union,  by  discharging  their  obligations  to  the 
constitution,  and  that  speedily. 

Mr.  Speaker,  how  ought  this  question,  as  it  is  now 
presented  to  us,  to  be  settled?  One  mode  has  been  at- 
tempted, and  it  failed.  Then  the  only  way  is  to  with- 
draw from  these  deluded  and  misguided  fanatics  all  in- 
duoements,  all  tiope  of  aid  from  the  North.  Let  the 
northern  people  themselves  tell  them,  your  scheme  shall 
not;  be  carried  out.  Why  is  it  necessary  for  us  to  ap- 
peal to  the  gentlemen  of  the  North?  These  fanatics 
are  in  the  northern  States,  which  are  sovereign  and 
iiKiependefit  as  to  their  domestic  relations,  beyond  the 
reach  of  our  laws,  and  w^  cannot  reach  them  by  any 
legislation  of  ours;  but  the  northern  people  can  and 
ought  to  do  it.  However,  we  have  had  some  specimen 
of  the  sincerity  with  which  this  sclveme  has  been  put 
down  in  one  part  of  the  North,  which  I  will  mention  for 
the  credit  of  the  parties  concerned.  I  understand  there 
has  been  a  celebrated  Anglo-Scotch  vagabond  travelling 
through  a  certain  section  of  the  North,  by  the  name  of 
Thompson,  preaching  abolition;  and  I  hope  I  shall  not 
be  regarded  as  uncourteous  or  ungallant  in  again  referring 
to  the  females  of  the  North.  Well,  this  felon,  for  he 
deserves  no  better  name,  and  would  disgrace  that  if  it 
were  possible,  has  been  holding  forth  in  the  churches 
and  public  meeting-houses  of  the  North,  lecturing  and 
propagating  his  incendiarism,  to  the  great  horror  and  in- 
dignation of  the  people.  But,  what  is  most  singular,  the 
charming  influence  of  the  females,  those  blessed,  pious 
old  maids,  has  protected  him  from  all  the  rage  of  the 
indignant  citizens!  Ay,  sir,  even  at  the  very  moment 
when  the  people  surrounded  him,  breathing  threatenings 
and  denunciations,  determined  to  suppress  his  doings  and 
chastise  his  insolence,  his  charming  female  followers  and 
admirers  exercised  so  powerful  a  charm  over  him,  that 
they  carried  him  away  unseen,  as  in  the  midst  of  a  cloud; 
whether  in  their  pockets,  or  how,  no  one  can  tell;  but 
so  it  is,  he  was  carried  out  unseen,  and  escaped  un- 
touched, entirely  through  female  intervention.  How 
potent  the  charm,  thus  to  paralyze  indignant  patriotism 
and  fraternal  affection! 

Mr.  SLADE  said  Thompson  had  never  been  in  Ver- 
mont. 

Mr.  GARLAND.  Well,  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that 
Vermont  has  not  been  cursed  with  his  presence,  and  I 
wish  I  could  say  that  his  principles  had  never  been  there; 
but,  somehow  or  other,  all  his  doctrines  have  reached 
there,  have  apparently  taken  pretty  deep  root  in  some 
of  its  soil,  and  are  broached  here  in  their  very  odious 
and  detestable  form  and  shape.  I  will,  therefore,  say 
to  the  people  of  the  North,  give  us  your  aid  in  this  thing; 
prove  to  us  the  sincerity  of  your  attachment  to  the 
Union,  and  the  fidelity  with  which  you  will  discharge 
your  obligations  to  the  constitutional  compact,  by  sup- 


pressing these  fanatical,  exciting,  and  dangerous  associ- 
ations against  that  property  which  you  stand  pledged  to 
protect.  We  love  you  as  brethren,  we  love  the  Union; 
we  ask  you,  as  citizens  having  the  power  by  force  of  law, 
which  we  have  not,  to  put  down  these  abolition  schemest, 
and  their  aiders  and  abettors  in  your  midst,  and  to  pro- 
tect us  against  these  incendiary  attempts  tn  bring  war 
and  desolation  into  our  very  domicils.  Th':s,  sir,  is  a 
national  consideration,  deeply  affecting  the'  suulhcm 
country,  and  the  Union  itself;  and  I  should  despise  nty. 
self  if  I  could  allow  any  other  feelings  to  enter  into  my 
consideration,  where  the  property,  the  lives,  or  the  lib- 
erties  of  my  fellow-citizens  are  at  stake. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  I  need  scarcely  remark  that  1  do 
not  include  all  the  people  of  the  North  with  the  aboli- 
tionists.     God  forbid!     I  believe  better  of  them.     Sir.l 
know  them  to  be  incapable  of  the  designs  of  these  mid. 
night  murderers;  for  so  1  call  the  abolitionists.    They 
are  not  open  and  manly  murderers;  for  they  do  not  dare 
to  show  their  faces  in  tl\e  South  and  propagate  their 
schemes,  but  stand  at  a  distance,  safely  moored  behind 
the  laws  and  institutions  of  independent  States,  artfully 
exciting,  insinuating,  and  stimulating  our  slaves  to  the 
work  of  destruction.     Sir,  they  are  murderers,  in  the 
most  obnoxious  sense  of  the  term.  *  1  could  liave  some 
respect  for  the  man  who  boldly  marches  up  and  assaulU 
me  openly;  but  I  abhor  and  'detest  the  dastardly  fiend 
who  approaches  me  by  stealth,  or  fires  at  me  behind  the 
bush.     1  repeat,  sir,  their  object  is  murderous,  and  1 
can  prove  it  out  of  their  own  mouths.     Is  it  not  notori- 
ous that,    but  a  abort  time  ago,  one  of  tliem  boldly 
avowed  that  every  southern  slaveholder  ought  to  be  ex- 
ecuted?   And  yet  tha\  very  fellow  walks  in  broad  day, 
unmolested  by  men  and  caressed  by  ladies,  in  the  slrcets 
of  a  northern  city  of  this  Union!     Have  they  not  decla- 
red,  in  print,  that  they  would  pull  down  and  destroy  the 
very  arch  of  the  Union,  rather  than  they  would  fail  to 
efl^cct  their  purposes?   Sir,  is  this  language,  in  the  midst 
of  our  northern  friends,  to  be  tolerated?  Is  this  the  way 
the  Nortli  intends  to  discharge  its  duty  of  protection  to 
the  rights  of  the  South,  secured  by  compact  ?     I  hope, 
I  trust  not.     Are  these  the  pious  actions  of  these  benev- 
olent servants  of  God?     Sir,  they  are  actions,  but  tlicy 
are  not  those  of  the  holy  and  peaceful  religion  of  the 
Saviour  of  the  world,  whom  they  hypocritically  profess 
to  follow,  and  whose  religion  they  profess  to  propagate. 
He  did  not  eff'ect,  nor  seek  to  effect,  the  grand  objtct  of 
his  mission  by  violence.      No,  sir;  the  religion  of  the 
Saviour  is  of  a  different  order;  its  object  is  peace,  its 
works  are  peace,  and  its  enda  are  peace.     Not  so  these 
fanatics.     Theirs  is  the  religion  Mi  hich  seeks  the  attain- 
ment of  its  designs  by  fire  and  sword,  and  would  drag 
heretics  to  the  stake,  burn  them  with  fagots,  or  torture 
them  with  the  rack  and  the  inquisition,  to  compel  obedi- 
ence to  their  fanatical   notions  of  religion.     The  real 
Christian  is  never  stimulated  to,  and  never  incites  to, 
murder  and  midnight  assassination;  and  I   regret  the 
name  of  Christian  should  ever  have  been  connected  with 
this  unhallowed,  detestable  association.     It  is  a  desecra- 
tion to  the  name.     Sir,  these  people  must  be  put  down, 
and  that  speedily,  or  dire  consequences,  which  I  dread 
to  contemplate,  will  ensue.    The  time  has  arrived  when 
the  people  of  the  South  must  insist  upon  it.     Secuiity, 
liberty,  life,  all  are  involved  in  this  question;  and  they 
will  never  surrender  their  rights.    1  hey  may  be  driven 
from  them,  but  abandon  or  surreiKler  them  they  never 
will.    It  may  be  matter  of  no  serious  concern  to  these 
meddlers  with  our  domestic  rights,  with  those  instigators 
to  the  murder  of  our  wives  and  children,  to  contemplate 
our  plains  drenched  with  blood  in  a  servile  war;  they 
are  absent  and  secure.     But  to  us,  who  are  husbands 
and  fathers,  who  must  be  in  the  midst  of  it,  it  is  with  no 
slight  concern*  no  ordinary  emotion,  that  we  can  cod- 
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template  or  could  see  the  blood  reeking  from  the  bosoms 
of  our  wives  and  children,  pouring  from  wounds  inflicted 
through  the  instig^ation  of  these  disturbers  of  our  peace, 
and  enemies  of  our  lives  and  liberties.  We  should  feel, 
and  that  acutely,  tooi  we  should  revenge  to  the  utmost 
their  blood  upoa  the  heads  of  those  who  shed  it.  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  may  suffer  much  in  the  conflict  with  which 
we  are  threatenedf  but  be  assured  that,  unless  God  in 
his  providence  has  determined  our  fate  otherwise,  we 
shall  diive  back  the  storm;  we  will  maintain  our  prop- 
erty, keep  our  slaves  in  subjection,  and  drive  back, 
with  a  signal  overthrow,  these  intruders  upon  our  rights. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  not,  upon  this  occasion,  enter  the 
lists  with  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  to  discuss 
the  "  sublime  merits  of  slavery,'*  nor  with  the  gentleman 
from  Vermont,  into  a  religious  controversy,  to  prove 
that  slavery  is  in  conformity  with  holy  writ.  The  latter 
gentleman  may  find,  if  he  search  his  Bible,  that  the  pa- 
triarchs of  old  held  their  bondmen,  ss  well  as  their  free 
servants*  and  bolh  sacred  and  profane  history  will  tracli 
him  that  slavery  has  existed,  in  one  form  op  another, 
from  the  foundation  of  the  world;  and  by  not  a  few  pious 
and  learned  divines  it  is  supposed  to  be  a  curse  pro- 
nounced upon  the  descendants  of  one  of  the  sons  of 
Noah.  But  into  the  philosophy  or  discussion  of  these 
matters  I  design  not  to  enter.  Ifitbeastain  in  onr 
escutcheon,  I  wish  to  distribute  the  honor  to  whom  the 
honor  is  due,  and  let  our  former  mother,  England,  who 
bequeathed  it  to  us,  take  her  full  share.  But,  sir,  who 
for  a  long  time  carried  on  the  African  slave  trade?  The 
merchants  of  the  North.  Who  navigated  the  slave 
ships?  The  seamen  of  the  North.  Yet  they  reproach 
us,  having  no  further  profitsto  derive  from  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  slave  trade. 

The  able  and  patriotic  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Ihobrsoll]  has  told  us  that  slavery  had  been  abol- 
ikhed  in  the  North,  because  the  nature  of  the  soil  and  its 
productions  did  not  longer  justify  their  employment.  A 
very  good  and  sufficient  reason,  and  withal  true;  and 
when  we  are  in  that  situation  that  we  cannot  benefit  our- 
selves by  holding  slaves,  why,  we  will  endeavor  to  imi- 
tate the  noble  example  of  our  northern  brethren,  and 
emancipate  too!  Interest  will  certainly  induce  us  to 
believe  that  slavery  is  an  c%il,  as  it  did  our  northern 
brethren.  When  it  is  not  our  interest  to  hold  slaves, 
then  we  will  emancipate  them,  too,  in  imitation  of  this 
example. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  question  has  not  been  brought  upon 
us  by  ourselves.  We  have  not  interfered  with  ihei  nsti- 
tiitions  of  the  North;  and  why  should  thev  meddle  with 
ours?  I  will  here  ask  the  honorable  member  from  Ver- 
mont one  question.  Will  he  inform  us  what  we  are  to 
do  with  our  slaves,  if  we  abolish  slavery  in  Virginia?  Is 
jt  intended  to  let  them  loose  upon  us,  and  to  be  located 
among  us,  upon  terms  of  equality^  If  not,  where  have 
theac  benevolent  schemers  provided  an  asylum  for  them? 
But  I  will  make  one  proposition  to  him,  and  to  the  abo- 
litionists; and  it  is  this:  open  your  purse  strings;  give 
the  best  test  of  your  benevolence;  come  among  us,  and 
buy  our  alaves,  and  you  may  emancipate  them  at  your 
will,  so  you  remove  them  from  among  us.  That  will  be 
a  better  test  of  your  sincerity  and  purity  of  motive  than 
nil  your  speeches  and  writings.  Till  you  do  this,  I  em- 
phatically say,  let  us  alone. 

Sir,  there  is  another  reason  why  we  should  not  meddle 
with  this  subject.  What  was  the  condition  of  things  at 
the  formation  of  the  confederacy?  During  the  arduous 
struggle  of  the  Revolution,  you  were  willing,  gentle- 
men, to  fight  the  battles  of  freedom  side  by  side  with 
slaveholders.  Together  the  blood  of  otir  lathers  was 
shed,  and  together  their  bones  bleached  the  battle-field. 
You  were  willing  to  erect  this  Union  in  conjunction  with 
the  slaveholder,  and  with  blm  to  cement  it  together. 


To  bring  about  so  desirable  an  event,  you  agreed  to  re* 
strict  the  powers  of  Congress,  and  prohibit  their  inter- 
ference with  slavery,  and  even  for  a  time  with  the  Afri- 
can  slave  trade.  But  now  it  is  all  wrong.  New-fangled 
doctrines  have  thrown  new  lights  upon  this  subject,  and 
you  now  reproacb  us  with  that  very  t|)ing  you  have 
sworn  to  protect.  Generous-minded  people  uf  the 
North!  I  again  appeal  to  northern  members,  and  em- 
phatically ask,  will  you  violate  your  plighted  faith?  Will 
you  reproach  those  who  confided  in  you,  and  in  their 
confidence  entered  into  a  solemn  league  with  you,  and 
destroy  those  rights  which  you  have  pledged  your  faith 
to  protect?    I  hope,  I  believe  not. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  not  intended,  in  the  outset  of  my 
remarks,  to  have  said  so  much  in  relation  to  these  fa- 
natics; but  I  trust  the  House  will  pardon  my  feelings  on 
this  occasion.  I  will  now,  sir,  as  briefly  as  possible,  re- 
cur to  the  constitutional  power  of  this  House  to  legislate 
on  the  subject  of  slavery  within  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. I  shall  pass  over  the  Presbyterian  Synod  of  Ken- 
tucky, merely  remarking  that,  judging  from  this  reso- 
lution, they  seem  to  be  fit  companions  for  the  abolition 
priests  of  the  North,  who  have  led  some  pious  femalea 
so  unwarily  into  their  schemes.  As  to  the  article  quo- 
ted from  the  Richmond  Enquirer,  I  have  only  to  say 
I  that  the  benevolence  of  its  editor  betrayed  him  into  an 
error,  of  which  I  do  not  doubt  he  has  long  since  re- 
pented. As  to  the  quotation  from  the  Richmond  Whig, 
I  have  only  the  same  thing  to  say.  In  either  case,  hoW' 
ever,  I  will  remark  that  they  wwe  urging  the  State 
Government,  which  they  supposed  had  the  constitu- 
tional right  to  interpose.  As  to  the  article  signed  **  A 
South  Carolinian,"  I  do  not  believe  it  was  written  by  a 
South  Carolinian,  but  by  some  individual  who  assumed 
that  name,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  more  fi)rcc  to  his 
remarks.  South  Carolina  being  an  extensive  sUvehold* 
ing  State. 

I  will  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  approach  the  constitutional 
question,  and  would  solemnly  ask  if  it  is  to  be  seriously 
argued  that  the  sages  of  the  Revolution,  understanding 
liberty  as  they  understood  it,  would  have  manifested  so 
much  caution  in  the  framing  of  the  constitution,  by  sal- 
utary restrictions  upon  this  subject,  and  yet  have  been 
so  incautious  as  to  leave  Congress  in  possession  of  this 
power  any  where?  Where  is  it  found?  It  is  neither 
expressed  directly  or  indirectly  in  any  one  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  constitution.  Again,  sir,  is  it  to  be  be- 
lie%*ed,  for  one  moment,  that  the  States  of  Virginia  and 
Maryland,  the  foremost  in  the  ranks  of  those  who  re- 
stricted the  power  of  the  Federal  Government,  would 
have  given  up  a  portion  of  their  citizens,  in  order  that 
there  might  be  inflicted  upon  them  an  unlimited,  unmit- 
igated, and  unrestricted  despotism,  reserving  not  even 
the  right  of  representation? — for,  if  the  argument  of  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  be  true,  this  Government, 
within  these  ten  miles  square,  is  as  despotic  as  that  of 
Russia  or  the  Grand  Turk.  Would  the  people  of  Vir- 
ginia and  Maryland  have  consented  to  pass  off  a  portion 
of  their  citizens,  like  herds  of  swine,  without  one  solitary 
act  of  restriction  and  restraint  upon  the  power  of  the 
Federal  Government  over  them?  Would  they  have 
been  willing  to  have  erected  a  despotism  in  the  midst  of 
this  Union?  Sir,  1  cannot  believe  it.  This  very  idea  it 
preposterous.  Fortunately  fur  us,  however,  ^here  is  no 
proof  positive  on  this  subject.  The  language  of  the  act 
of  the  Virginia  cession  is  clear,  unequivocal,  and  deci- 
sive upon  the  point,  and  it  will  be  found  to  answer  every 
argument  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Vermont. 

The  proviso  to  the  act  of  cession  by  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia  is  in  these  words:  ««  Provided  that  nothing  herein 
contained  shall  be  construed  to  vest  in  the  United  States 
any  right  of  property  in  the  soil,  or  to  affect  the  rights 
of  individuals  therein,  otherwise  than  as  the  sKme  shall 


Digitized  by 


Cjoogle 


2071 


GALES  &  SEATOJN'S   REGISTER 


2072 


H.  or  n.] 


Shvery  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 


[Dec.  23,  1835. 


or  fiity  be  transferred  by  such  individuals  to  the  United 
Statei."  By  this  clause  no  right  of  soil  passes.  Con- 
press  cannot  aflTect  the  right  of  individuals  to  the  soil,  on- 
ly so  far  as  individuals  may  convey  to  the  United  States. 
The  reversion  of  the  soil  is  in  the  State  of  Virginia.  Is  it 
not,  therefore,  most  manifest  that,  with  these  reservations 
Arid  restrictions,  Virginia  regarded  the  rights  of  the  citi- 
lens  of  the  District  as  effectually  secured  and  guarantied 
as  they  were  under  her  own  constitution  and  laws  pre- 
vious to  the  cession'  Congress  cannot  declare  any 
thing  designated  and  held  as  property  not  to  be  proper- 
ty, without  express  grant.  In  relation  to  slaves,  the 
constitution  regards  them  as  property,  and  guaranties  its 
security.  If  the  power  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  exists,  then  the  people  of  the  Disirict,  al- 
though American  citizens,  stand  on  a  footing  of  gross 
inequality;  for  Congress  is  restricted  as  to  all  other  citi- 
zens. I  then  emphatically  ask  if  Virginia  and  Maryland 
did  so  disfranchise  this  portion  of  their  former  citizens^ 
The^  language  of  the  act  of  cession  by  Maryland  is  rath- 
er more  equivocal,  but  yet  the  spirit  and  design  were 
the  same.  When  the  objects  of  the  cess>ion  expressed 
hi  the  pt\!amble  to  the  act,  the  reference  to  the  constitu- 
tion, and  the  restricted  character  of  the  cession  as  to 
property  in  the  said  District,  are  seen,  it  seems  to  me 
there  can  be  no  doubt  upon  this  question. 

Sir,  there  is  another  reason  why  the  States  of  Vir- 
ginia and  Maryland  would  not  have  been  guilty  of  the 
excess  of  folly  of  making  the  cession  unrestricted, 
and  which  proves  the  character  of  the  proviso  referred 
to{  and  it  is  this:  Maryland  was  a  large  slaveholding 
State,  and  Virginia  the  largest  in  tlie  Union;  and  they 
both  provided  that  their  citizens  should  return  to  their 
respective  Governments  whenever  the  ceded  territory 
should  cease  to  be  used  as  the  seat  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. Now,  sir,  extinguish  slavery  here,  and  what 
do  you  do?  You  make  a  rallying  point  for  free  negroes 
in  the  very  centre  of  slavery  itself.  Here  m>ght  be 
gathered  all  the  disaffected  and  insubordinate  spirits 
among  the  slave  population  of  the  surrounding  States, 
who  might  resort  here  in  such  hordes  that  the  citizens 
of  the  District  would  be  unable  to  control  or  check 
them.  I  say,  sir,  the  Legislatures  of  those  two  States 
would  not,  and  could  not,  have  been  guilty  of  the  folly 
of  making  such  an  unrestricted  cession. 

Those  who  contend  that  Congress  has  the  power  to 
abolish  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  attempt  to 
derive  it  from  these  words  in  the  1st  article  and  8ih  sec- 
tion  of  the  constitution,  having  reference  to  an  antici- 
pated cession  of  territory  to  the  Federal  Government, 
for  a  seat  of  Government :  «•  To  exercise  exclusive  legis- 
lation in  all  cases  whatsoever  over  such  District."  1'he 
cession  of  this  District  was  not  made  until  some  time 
sAer  the  adoption  of  the  constitution;  of  course  it  had 
no  direct  reference  to  this  District,  or  to  the  question  of 
slavery,  because  it  would  not  then  have  been  known 
whether  the  cession  would  be  made  by  slaveholding  or 
non-slaveholding  States.  Any  interference  with  slavery,  in 
any  form,  by  Congress,  was  expressly  restricted;  yet  it  is 
contended  that  this  clause,  making  no  direct  or  indirect 
reference  to  the  subject,  conveys  this  power,  so  totally 
at  war  with  the  principles  of  the  constitution,  and  the 
explicit  restriction  upon  this  subject.  A  very  satisfac- 
tory Interpretation  of  what  was  intended  by  the  words 
**to  exercise  exclusive  legislation"  is  to  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  without  such  a  cession  of  territory,  and  the 
right  of  exclusive  legislation,  the  Federal  Government 
would  have  had  no  territory  upon  which  to  erect  her 
public  buildings, 'or  its  Legislature  to  conduct  its  delib- 
erations, but  would  have  been  at  the  mer^y  of  State  au- 
thorities, liable  to  be  disturbed  and  interrupted  at  the 
Dleasure  of  State  authorities.  It  was  necessary,  then, 
br  safety  and  security,  that  the  Federal  Government 


should  have  a  territory  of  its  own,  and  exclusive  legisla- 
tion over  that  territory,  to  prevent  interruption  or  distur- 
bance. The  necessity  will  be  sufficiently  illustrated  by 
the  recollection  of  the  fact,  that  during  the  sittings  of 
Congress  at  Philadelphis,  previous  to  the  adoption  of 
the  constitution,  it  was  surrounded  by  a  mob,  and  kept 
in  duresse  during  a  whole  day;  and  that  it  finally  adjourn- 
ed to  meet  at  Trenton,  in  New  Jersey.  Having  territo- 
ry  and  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  its  own,  the  Federal 
Government,  by  its  own  laws,  protects  itself;  but  with- 
out it,  it  would  depend  on  State  authorities  for  its  pro- 
tection, which  would  not,  probably,  always  be  afforded, 
and  the  legislation  of  the  whole  nation  arrested.  The 
following  remarks  of  Mr.  Madison,  in  the  convention  of 
Virginia,  will  prove  the  correctness  of  this  view:  "He 
next  objecto  (speaking  of  Mr.  Henry)  to  the  exclusive 
legislation  over  the  District  where  the  seat  of  the  Gov- 
ernment may  be  fixed.  Would  he  submit  that  the  Rep- 
resentatives of  this  State  should  carry  on  their  delibera- 
tions under  the  control  of  any  one  of  the  members  of 
the  Union?  If  every  State  had  the  power  of  legislation 
over  the  place  where  Congress  should  fix  tl»e  General 
Government,  this  would  impair  the  dignity  and  hazard 
the  aafety  of  Congress.  If  the  safety  of  the  Union  were 
under  the  control  of  any  particular  State,  would  not  for- 
eign corruption  probably  prevail  in  such  a  State,  to  in- 
duce it  to  exert  its  controlling  influence  over  the  mem- 
hers  of  the  Creneral  Government.  Gentlemen  cannot 
have  forgotten  the  disgraceful  insults  which  Congress 
received  some  years  ago.  When  we  a'so  reflect  that 
the  previous  cession  of  particular  States  is  necessary, 
before  Congress  can  legislate  exclusively  any  where,  u  e 
must,  instead  of  being  alarmed  at  this  part,  heartily 
approve  of  it." 

The  words  "  in  all  cases  whatsoever"  cannot  be  re- 
garded  as  conveying  any  independent  power,  or  con- 
ferring, contrary  to  the  whole  scope  and  intention  of 
the  framers  of  the  constitution,  and  every  principle 
upon  which  it  is  based,  all  powers  of  legisla^tion  not 
expressly  prohibited.  I  cannot  think  the  constitution 
can  claim  to  itself  a  principle  of  inherent  powers,  when 
all  its  powers  are  derivative  and  restricted.  These  words 
must  be  interpreted  to  mean  all  powers  of  legisktion 
authorized  by  the  principles  upon  which  the  constitu- 
tion is  framed,  and  conferred  by  that  instrument. 

With  these  very  few  remarks,  therefore,  I  leave  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  not  deeming  it  necessary  to  re- 
peat the  able  and  perspicuous  views  of  my  colleague, 
[Mr.  WiBX,]  so  forcibly  expressed. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  now  seems  to  be, 
how  is  this  matter  to  be  decided?  It  has  come  up  be- 
fore us,  and,  in  the  language  of  gentlemen,  it  must  be 
met.  We  all  admit  this  property  is  guarantied  to  us  by 
the  constitution,  and  tlut  Congress  has  no  power  to  le- 
gislate in  relation  to  it  in  any  of  the  States.  The  con- 
stitutional power  to  do  so  is  denied  by  every  member 
upon  this  floor.  Why,  then,  was  the  constitutional 
power  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  restricted 
in  relation  this  subject?  Because  it  is  property  over 
which  we,  individually,  have  control;  was  interwoven 
into  our  system;  and  the  constitution  has  determined 
that  jurisdiction  over  it  shall  .not  be  transferred  from 
the  domestic  control  of  the  State  Governments  to  that 
of  the  Federal,  because,  in  their  domestic  rights  and 
relations  they  are  sovereign  and  independent  of  the 
Federal  Government,  and  of  each  other.  How,  (hen, 
is  this  question  to  be  decided?  I  do  not  wish  to  avoid  a 
vote  upon  it  in  the  most  direct  manner.  I  am  pre- 
pared, sir,  to  meet  it,  come  when  it  will,  whence  it 
will,  and  in  whatever  shape  it  may.  But,  while  I  am 
thus  prepared  to  give  my  own  vote,  I  am  willing  to 
make  every  concession  that  gentlemen  can  a^k,  reasona- 
bly, in  the  form  in  which  the  decision  of  the  House  shall 
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be  expressed,  so  that  it  be  decisive  and  eifectusl.  But 
I  cannot  go  eo  far  as  to  record  roy  vote  to  afBrm  that 
slavery  is  an  evil,  because  I  will  make  no  concession 
whatever  to  the  abolittonistsy  who  are  not  afTected  with 
ir,  and  have  nothing^  to  do  with  it.  This  Is  a  subject 
with  which  we  have  nothing  to  do,  and  my  individual 
opinion  need  not  be  expressed.  I  say,  sir,  I  am  willing 
to  make  the  most  liberal  concession  that  the  nature  of 
the  case  will  admit.  Now,  let  us  investigate  the  true 
character  of  the  question  under  consideration.  Our 
brethren  of  the  North  have  no  direct  interest  in  this 
question,  but  our  interest  is  directly  at  stake;  our  lives, 
liberty,  property,  all  are  in  danger.  It  has  not  originated 
in  the  South;  nothing  was  heard  of  it  until  this  abo- 
lition society  awakened  our  fears,  and  alarmed  us  for 
our  safety.  The  question,  then,  is,  will  you  quiet  the 
people  of  the  South?  Will  you  decide  this  question  in 
such  a  form  as  to  tranquillize  their  fears?  We  are  all 
brethren  of  the  great  American  family,  and  have  been 
associated  together  for  upwards  of  Ally  years;  let  us, 
then,  continue  in  the  same  bonds  of  fraternal  love.  The 
southern  people  tell  you  we  wish  to  continue  in  frater- 
nization and  union  with  you;  but  their  march  is  impe- 
ded, and  their  prospects  blighted,  by  these  harassing 
interference^  with  their  rights.  It  creates  a  feeling 
of  insecurity  on  the  stability  of  our  property.  We  ask, 
then,  our  brethren  of  the  North  to  quiet  us  in  the  most 
decisive  form  they  can,  consistent  with  their  duties.  If 
they  cannot  sustain  all  the  propositions  that  have  been 
presented,  they  can  either  submit  or  vote  for  some  one 
that  shall  be  considered  decisive.  I  have  disposed  of 
the  question  of  laying  these  petitions  on  the  table;  tha^ 
course  is  not  decisive,  and  not  adequate  to  the  emergen- 
cies of  the  occasion.  Many  gentlemen  are  unwilling  to 
reject  any  petitions,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  the  con- 
stitutional right  of  the  citizen  to  petition.  I  myself, 
Mr.  Speaker,  have  no  objection  to  that  course;  but  am 
prepared  to  vote  not  only  that  such  petitions  be  not  re- 
ceived, but,  if  I  could  do  so,  I  would  vote  that  they 
should  be  all  thrown  together  into  the  midst  of  the  Po- 
tomac. 

Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  examine  the  proposition  to  reject, 
which  will  likely  follow  a  reconsideration  of  the  refer- 
ence. In  the  course  of  this  debate,  reference  was  had 
to  the  example  of  the  Senate  during  the  first  session  of 
the  last  Congress,  to  show  that  the  rejection  of  this 
memorial  would  be  disrespectful.  Sir,  the  cases  are 
not  analogous.  If  my  recollection  be  right,  the  vote 
of  the  Senate,  in  that  case,  was  not  upon  a  proposition 
to  reject,  but  upon  a  proposition  not  to  receive  the  pa- 
per. That  was  more  disrespectful  than  to  reject,  be- 
cause the  motion  to  reject  is  necessarily  made  after  the 
paper  has  been  presented— after  it  has  been  in  the  hands 
of  the  Speaker,  and  read  to  the  House;  but  the  motion 
not  to  receive'  is  in  priority  of  all  these  formalities,  and 
18  therefore  a  more  decisive  expression  of  the-disrespect 
of  the  body  to  whom  it  is  offered.  The  motion  to  reject 
means,  simply,  to  reject  the  application,  that  is,  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioners  or  memorialists,  and  nothing 
more.  But  it  is  contended  that  even  this,  as  well  as 
the  motion  not  to  receive,  is  at  war  with  the  right  of 
petition.  Now,  sir,  what  is  this  right  of  petition?  Gen- 
tlemen bring  petitions  here,  present  them,  and  ask  ref- 
erence to  some  committee  of  the  House.  Committees 
are  not  organized  by  law  or  by  the  constitution,  but  by 
a  rule  of  the  House,  for  its  own  convenience,  and  for 
the  convenience  of  having  that  brought  to  its  considera- 
tion which  could  not  be  conveniently  done  by  the  whole 
House.  A  committee  sometimes  reports,  or  passes  over 
sub  BiienHo,  or  asks  leave  of  the  House  to  be  discharged 
from  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject;  and  can- 
not the  whole  House  do  at  once  what  it  may  do  on  the 
recommendation  of  one  of  its  own  committees?    Sup- 


pose the  committee,  to  whom  a  petition  may  be  refer- 
red,  report  that  it  should  be  rejected,  where  is  the 
want  of  power  or  the  disrespect  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  do  the  same  thing  without  the  reference?  If 
the  House  confirms  the  report  of  the  committee,  it  all 
amounts  to  the  same  thing— to  rejection;  and  the  only 
question  is,  whether  the  same  thing  shall  be  done  di« 
rectly  without  reference,  or  indirectly  by  reference  and 
report,  the  House  having  determined  its  course  before 
a  reference  is  asked.  Now,  these  petitioners  know 
nothing  about  the  formula  of  proceeding  here,  and  it 
is  the  same  thing  to  them  whether  their  petition  be  re- 
jected by  a  direct  vote  of  the  House,  without  going  to 
a  committee;  or  whether  it  go  to  a  committee^  who  may 
report  that  it  be  rejected,  and  the  House  confirm  that 
report. 

But,  say  gentlemen,  it  conflicts  whh  the  right  of  pe- 
tition— a  sacred  right,  guarantied  by  the  constitution. 
Sir,  there  is  no  man  on  this  floor  who  respects  the  right 
of  petition  more  than  I  do;  but  yet,  with  all  this  regard 
for  the  right  of  petition,  there  is  some  respect  due  to 
ourselves  and  it  must  always  be  understood  with  some 
restrictions.  The  right  of  petition  is  the  right  to  peti- 
tion for  a  redress  of  grievances  affecting  the  petitioners 
themselves;  but  when  pious  and  godly-given  ladies,  in 
some  few  portions  of  the  North,  are  petitioning  to  re- 
dress my  grievances,  when  I  feel  no  grievance,  when  I 
know  of  no  gfrievance  at  all,  I  humbly  conceive  it  to  be 
an  improper  and  impertinent  interference  with  my  rights. 
Now,  sir,  pray,  how  are  these  good  and  godly  and  pious 
and  Christian-like  ladies  affected  by  slavery  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia^  They  are  not  living  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  but  in  Vermont  or  Massachusetts.  They 
are  not  affected  by  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
They  are  not  stained  by  its  guilt.  They  are  not  affected 
by  its  sins.  Its  blood  is  not  upon  their  skirts.  Why, 
then,  should  they  ask  a  redress  of  the  grievances  of  the 
people  of  the  District  of  Columbia '  Are  not  the  people 
of  the  District  themselves  the  best  judges  of  their  own 
grievances;  are  they  not  adequate  to  judge  for  them- 
selves  and  to  apply  fur  redress  of  grievances,  if  they  have 
any;  and  do  they  come  here,  or  to  their  own  Legislature, 
to  ask  redress?  Sir,  I  must  say  I  respect  no  petition 
coming  from  people  who  are  not  interested,  directly  or 
indirectly,  on  the  subject  about  which  they  petition;  and 
less  so  when  its  object  is  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
others.  When  petitions  come  from  those  who  feel  and 
suffer  grievance,  couched  in  respectful  language,  I  will 
then  respect  and  hear  them  in  the  most  respectful  man- 
ner. Then,  sir,  why  not  come  up  directly  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  reject  this  petition,  and  all  petitions  of  a  similar 
character,  inttanterP  I  have  referred  to  what  has  taken 
place  heretofore  in  relation  to  petitions  of  this  character, 
which  I  then  thought  sufficiently  decisive — laying  them 
on  the  table;  but  that  was  when  the  country  was  quiet, 
and  had  not  been  disturbed  by  the  circulation  of  pam- 
phlets and  vile  wood  cuts  among  the  slaves  of  the  South. 
Then  we  were  satisfied,  because  there  was  nothing  se- 
rious to  apprehend;  the  demon  of  discord  had  not  then 
been  stalking  through  the  land;  but  now,  sir,  we  see 
the  danger,  and  all  we  ask  is  an  express  declaration  on 
the  part  of  our  brethren  of  the  North  of  their  determi- 
nation not  to  legislate  upon  this  subject;  this  we  have  a 
right  to  ask  and  to  expect.  If  we  had  the  power,  as 
as  they  have,  we  would  not  ask  even  this  of  them.  No, 
sir;  we  could  mansge  these  fanatics  exceedingly  well,  if 
we  had  them  among  us,  but  we  cannot  reach  them  as 
long  as  they  confine  themselves  within  the  liniits  of  other 
sovereign  and  independent  States;  we  cannot,  we  will 
not,  violate  the  jurisdiction  of  other  States. 

But,  say  gentlemen,  why  press  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion now?  I  reply,  we  press  it  from  the  most  urgent  and 
imperious  necessity.     It  is  due  to  our  safety,  to  our 
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quiet,  that  we  press  it.  Every  other  form  in  which  this 
question  has  been  presented  has  failed  to  secure  us 
against  the  repetition  of  these  memorials  and  petitions, 
exciting  our  passions,  and  endangering  our  safety.  Noth- 
ing, it  seems  to  me,  short  of  a  declaration,  on  the  part 
of  Congress,  of  their  want  of  constitutional  power,  will 
restrain  these  fanatical  crusaders  from  seeking  the  in- 
tervention of  Congress  in  aid  of  their  diabolical  schemes, 
and  perpetually  harassing  the  country.  I  do  not  ask 
gentlemen  to  vote  contrary  to  their  sense  of  right.  U 
they  believe  Congress  has  not  the  power,  then  this  agi- 
tating subject  will  be  put  to  rest,  so  far  as  Congress  is 
concerned.  If  gentlemen  think  Congress  has  the  con- 
stitutional power,  let  them  say  60{  we  shall  not,  if  they 
'  decisively  refuse  all  legislation  upon  the  subject,  upon 
grounds  of  expediency,  complain  of  their  opinions  upon 
the  mere  question  of  power — a  power  which  they  do 
not  intend  to  exercise,  and  sever  the  Union  on  that  ac- 
count. No,  sir;  we  value  it  too  highly,  and  love  it  too 
dearly.     But  if  the  power  exists,  this   House  cannot 

}>ledge  its  successors — the  South  has  no  security  for  the 
uture.  The  constitution  provides  for  its  own  amend- 
ment, by  reference  to  the  source  of  all  power — the  peo* 
pie.  It  will  be  our  duty  to  seek  through  the  people  an 
amendment  to  the  constitution,  restricting  the  power  of 
Congress  upon  this  subject.  Such  an  amendment  must 
and  will  prevail,  if  the  northern  people  are  sincere,  which 
I  do  not  doubt,  in  their  professiions  of  attachment  to  the 
Union,  and  respect  for  our  rights— seeing,  as  they  must 
do,  the  infinite  danger  to  our  rights  and  our  safety 
which  would  result  from  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the 
pistrict  of  Columbia.  This  would  test  the  true  feelings 
of  the  North,  and  quiet  the  apprehensions  of  the  South, 
and  secure  the  Union  against  the  most  formidable  enemy 
by  which  its  integrity  could  be  assailed. 

Sir,  I  am  anxious  to  see  this  distracting  question  put 
to  rest,  and  that  we  may  be  able  to  say,  with  new  feel- 
ings of  national  pride,  in  the  language  of  the  poet, 

"  Where  e'er  benealh  the  sun,  by  sea  winds  fanned, 
There  floats  the  banner  of  my  natlre  land." 
Not,  sir,  the  banner  of  a  northern  empire,  not  the  ban- 
ner of  a  southern  empire,  but  the  banner  of  the  Union — 
the  banner  whicli  conducted  the  heroes  of  the  Revolution 
to  victory  in  the  cause  of  freedom,  and  which  has  now 
waved  in  triumph  for  upwards  of  half  a  century,  untar- 
nished and  unscathed.  Sir,  I  hope  this  question  will 
now  end;  that  our  northern  brethren  will  meet  it  in  the 
most  decisive  form,  and  give  such  an  explicit  expression 
of  their  sentiments  as  will  tranquillize  the  South  on  the 
one  hand,  and  silence  the  fanatics  on  the  other. 

As  to  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr.  iKoansoLL,]  for  whose  patriotic  feelings,  ex- 
hibited upon  this  occasion,  I  cannot  withhold  the  ex- 
pression of  my  highest  admiration,  I  can  only  say  that 
it  is  truet  but  it  does  not  meet  the  present  case;  the 
question  before  the  House  relates  to  the  District  of  Co- 
,  lumbia  alone.    The  proposition  of  the  honorable  gentle- 
.  man  refers  to  slavery  in  the  States.     The  proposition 
that  Congress  has  no  constitutional  power  to  abolish  sla- 
'.  very  in  either  of  the  States  of  the  Union  need  not  be 
/  decided,  because  none  assert  it;  and  a  decision  of  that 
i    question  would  in  no  wise  decide  the  question  arising 
'^      upon  this  petition. 

The  only  way  in  which  the  question  can  be  presented 
so  as  to  procure  the  definitive  and  speedy  action  of  the 
House,  will' be  by  reconsidering  the  vote  of  reference, 
now  sought  to  be  reconsidered,  which  I  earnestly  hope 
will  be  done. 

When  Mr.  Gaulascd  had  finished  his  speech — 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  moved  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  motion  was  seconded  by  the  House,  by  a  vote  of 
104  to  79. 


The  question  being  then  taken,  *<  Shall  the  main  ques- 
tion be  now  put?"  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative: 
Yeas  137,  nays  71. 

The  CHAIR  having  stated  the  question  to  be  whether 
the  vote  be  reconsidered, 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  asked,  if  it  was  carried  in  the  affirm- 
ative, what  would  be  the  next  question? 

The  C  H  AIR  said  it  would  be  on  the  motion  to  commit. 

Mr..  LANE  moved  an  adjournment,  but  withdrew  it. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and 
they  were  ordered. 

The  question  of  reconsideration  being  taken,  it  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

Ykas— Messrs.  Anthony,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley, 
Bell,  Bockee,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Brown,  Bunch, 
Burns,  John  Calhoon,  Cambreleng,  Campbell,  Ciirter, 
John  Chambers,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Claiborne, 
Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Craig,  Cramer,  Ctisli- 
man,  Uavis,  Deberry,  Dickeraon,  Doubleday,  Drom- 
goole,  Dunlap,  Efner,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  Forester,  Fowler, 
French,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  Jamea  Garland, 
Rice  Gnrland,  Gillet,  Glascock,  Graham,  Grayson, 
Griffin,  Haley,  Hiland  Hall,  Hamer,  Hammond,  Uanne- 
gan,  Samuel  S.  Harrisbn,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Haynes, 
Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Hubley,  Huntington,  Hunts- 
man, fngham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson, 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Heniy  Johnson, 
Jolm  W.  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Rilgore,  Kinnard, 
Klingensmith,  Lane,  Lansing,  Lawler,  Gideon  Lee, 
Joshua  Lee,  Thomas  Lee,  Luke  Lea,  Leonard,  Logan, 
Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Martin, 
John  Y.  Mason,  William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Maury, 
May,  McComas,  McKay,  McKeon,  MtsKinrt,  Mercer, 
Miller,  Montgomery,  Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks, 
Patterson,  Fatten,  Franklin  Pierce,  James  A.  Pear^e, 
Pettigrew,  Phelps,  Pickens,  Pinckncy,  Rencher,  John 
Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynold^  Ripley,  Roane,  Robertson, 
Rogers,  Schenck,'Sevmour,  William  B.  Shepard,  Angus- 
tine  H.  Shepperd,  'Shields,  Shinn,  Smith,  Spangler, 
Standefer,  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Thomas  John  Thomson, 
Waddy  Thompson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Tiirrill,  Vander- 
poel,  Wagener,  Ward,  Washington,  Weeks,  While, 
Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod  Williams,  Wise— 148. 

Nats— Messrs.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allen, 
Ashley,  Bailey,  Beaumont,  Bond,  Borden,  Briggs, 
Btichanan,  WilHam  B.  Cnlhoun,  Carr,  Casey,  George 
Chambers,  Childs,  Clark,  Cor  win.  Crane,  Gushing, 
Denny,  Evans,  Everett,  Philo  C.  FuHer,  Granger, 
Graves,  Grennell,  Joseph  Flail,  Hard,  Hardin,  Harlan, 
Ilrirper,  Hsztltine,  Hoar,  Howell,  Hunt,  Ingersoll, 
William  Jackson,  Janes  Benjamin  Jones  Laporte,  Lau- 
rence, Lay,  Lincoln,  Love,  Mason,  McCarty,  McKen- 
nan,  Milligan,  Morris,  Parker,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Potts, 
Reed,  Russell,  Slade,  Sprague,  Storer,  Underwood, 
Vinton,  Webster,  Whittlesey— 6L 

Mr.  OWENS  said,  in  consequence  of  the  wide  range 
which  the  debate  had  Uken,  he  had  determined  to  move 
to  lay  the  petition  on  the  table,  with  a  view  to  prevent 
the  continuance  of  the  discussion  upon  the  motion  to 
commit.  The  same  course  he  should  pursue  in  regard 
to  every  similar  petition  which  mig^t  be  presented.  His 
resolutions  on  the  subject,  which  he  had  indicated  to  the 
House,  he  would  offer  when  the  States  were  called  for 
resolutions.  Hfe  moved  to  lay  the  petition  and  the  mo- 
tion to  commit  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WISE  made  a  point  of  order.  Had  not  the  mo- 
tion to  reject  precedence  of  tlie  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table? 

The  CHAIR  said  no  motion  to  reject  was  before  the 
House,  and  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was  not  dc» 
batable. 

Mr.  WISE  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  qucs- 
tion,  and  they  were  ordered. 
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The  quettion  being  taken,  it  wm  determined  in  the 
affirmative,  as  follows: 

Yaia— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Anthony,  Ashley,  Beale, 
Bean,  Beardsley,  Beaumont,  Bell,  Bockee,  Boon,  Boul- 
din,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Bunch,  Burnt, 
C»mbreleng,  Carr,  Casey,  Georgpe  Chambers,  Chaney, 
Chapman,  Chapin,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor, 
Corwln,  Craig*,  Cramer,  Crane.  Cushman,  Davis,  Dcberry, 
Dickerson,  Uoubleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Efner, 
Fairfield,  Farlin,  Forester,  Fowler,  French,  Philo  C. 
Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  Gillet,  Graves, 
Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hamer,  Hannegan,  Hardin,  Harlan, 
Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Uavnes,  Hen- 
derson, Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Howell,  Hubley, 
Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingersoll,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jack- 
son,  Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Cave 
Johnson,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore, 
Klnnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Gideon 
Lee,  Joshua  Lee,  Thomas  Lee,  Leonard,  Logan,  Luyall, 
Lucas,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason, 
William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  May, 
McKay,  McKeon,  McKim,  Mercer,  Miller,  Montgomery, 
Btuhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parker,  Parks,  Patterson, 
Franklin  Pierce,  Phelps,  Pinckney,  Rencher,  John  Rey- 
nolds,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Schenck,  Sey- 
mour, Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shiekls,  Shinn,  Smith, 
Spangler,  Standefer,  Storer,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro, 
Taylor,  IMiomas,  John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Turrill,  Un- 
derwood, Vanderpoel,  Vinton,  Wagener,  Ward,  Wash- 
ington,  Webster,  Weeks,  Lewis  Williams,  Shcrrod  Wil- 
liams— 144. 

Nats — Messrs.  Adams,  Heman  Allen,  Bailry,  Bond, 
Borden,  Briggs,  John  Calhoon,  William  B.  Calhoun, 
Campbell,  John  Chambers,  Childs,  Claiborne,  Clark, 
Cushing,  Denny,  Evans,  Everett,  James  Garland,  Rice 
Garland,  Glascock,  Graham,  Granger,  Grayson,  Gren- 
nell,  Griffin,  Hiland  Hall,  Hammond,  Hard,  Harper, 
Hazeltine,  Hoar,  Hunt,  William  Jackson,  Janes,  Henry 
Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Lawler,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Luke 
I^a,  Lincoln,  Love,  Lyon,  Maury,  McCarty,  McComas, 
McKennan,  Milligan,  Morrin,  Patton,  Dutee  J.  Pearcc, 
James  A.  Pearce,  Petligrew,  Pickens,  Potts,  Reed, 
Robertson,  Rogers,  Russell,  William  B:  Shepard,  Slade, 
Sprague,  Waddy  Thompson,  Towns,  White,  Whittle- 
sey, Wise— 67. 

So  the  petition  and  the  motion  to  commit  were  order- 
ed to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

Thursday,  December  24. 
CONSTITUTION  OF  MICHIGAN. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  asked  the  unanimous  con- 
sent of  the  House  to  take  up  and  dispose  of  the  message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a 
copy  of  the  constitution  and  other  documents  emanating 
from  a  convention  in  Michigan,  in  reference  to  the  for- 
mation of  a  State  Government  of  said  Territory. 

The  unanimous  consent  of  the  House  having  been  ob- 
tained, 

Mr.  M.  remarked,  when  the  subject  was  last  before 
the  House,  there  were  three  different  propositions  pre- 
sented to  its  consideration.  He  had  moved  that  the 
message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  with  the 
accompanying  documents  on  this  subject,  be  referred  to 
a  select  committee;  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Ha- 
mbb]  bad  moved  its  reference  to  the  aelect  committee 
already  raised  on  the  subject  of  the  northern  boundary 
of  Ohio;  and  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  How- 
'  ▲«!>]  moved  its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ter- 
ritories. 

For  himself,  Mr.  M.  said,  he  had  no  disposition  on  the 
subject.    He  believed,  however^  that  it  was  very  im- 


portant the  subject  be  apeedily  acted  upon  by  Congress. 
He  bad  taken  the  trouble  to  examine  the  journals  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  former  applications  of  a  similar  char- 
acter; and  he  had  found,  without  ezce))tion,  that  tbe 
course  had  been  to  refer  all  such  applications  to  a  select 
committee.  That  was  the  reason  wliicb  induced  him  to 
make  tbe  motion  he  bad.  He  had  tbe  whole  of  the  pre- 
cedents before  him,  including  every  State  admitted  into 
tbe  Union  from  the  foundation  of  the  Government.  He 
would  again  remark  that  he  had  himself  no  disposition 
on  the  subject;  but  be  presumed  there  was  a  disinclina- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  mover  thai  the  subject  sliould 
go  to  a  separate  and  select  committee.  Mr.  M.  then 
stated  it  as  his  belief  that  the  two  subjects  ought  to  be 
kept  separate  and  distinct  if  possible;  but,  if  it  met  the 
pleasure  of  the  House,  he  should  be  perfectly  willing 
to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories,  merely 
remarking  that  such  had  been  tbe  usagerof  the  House  in 
former  instances. 

It  was  true  that,  in  every  other  case,  there  had  been 
no  conflicting  claims;  and  that  circumstance,  perhaps, 
might  make  an  exception  to  tbe  general  rule  heretofore 
pursued  with  regard  to  this  subject.  He  hoped  the 
House,  however,  would  promptly  refer  it  either  to  the 
one  committee  or  the  other,  in  orde^  that  the  sense  of 
the  House  might  be  speedily  ascertained,  and  the  ques- 
tion settled  in  a  way  satisfactory  to  all  parties. 

Mr.  HAMER  then  withdrew  his  motion  to  refer  the 
subject  to  the  same  committee  to  which  the  message  and 
documents  on  the  northern  boundary  of  Ohio  had  been 
referred. 

Mr.  H .  remarked  that,  in  withdrawing  his  motion,  bis 
principal  object  was  to  present  another  question  to  the 
House.  He  desired  that  this  whole  subject  should  go 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  fair 
expression  of  the  sense  of  the  House.  He  therefore 
moved  that  this  matter  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
tbe  Judiciary. 

Mr.  STORER  said  if  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Masob]  would  permit  the  pending  question  ofreconsid- 
eration  of  the  vote  referring  the  President's  message  on 
the  subject  of  the  northern  boundary  of  Ohio  to  be  first 
disposed  of,  he  would  interpose  no  objection  to  the 
wishes  of  the  gentleman  in  regard  to  the  reference  of 
the  other  document. 

Mr.  MASON  said  he  would  merely  suggest  to  the 
House  that  the  two  subjects  were  distinct  and  indepen- 
dent questions. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  the  motion  first  in  order  would 
be  the  reference  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  hoped  the  motion  of  his  col- 
league, to  refer  this  subject  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  would  prevail.  He  bad  no  doubt  but  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  who  had  moved  its  reference  to  a 
select  committee,  would  bestow  upon  it  an  able  and 
faithful  examination.  Nor  did  he  know  of  any  objection 
to  the  gentlemen  who  compose  the  Committee  on  the 
Territories.  It,  however,  appeared  to  him  that  neither 
a  select  committee  nor  the  Committee  on  the  Territories 
was  the  appropriate  committee  to  take  charge  of  thia 
subject.  He  believed  it  was  true,  as  bad  been  stated 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  that  on  former  occa- 
sions, when  States  had  been  admitted  into  the  Union* 
the  subject  bad  been  referred  to  a  select  committee;  but 
as  the  case  of  Michigan  was  unlike  those  which  had  gone 
before  it,  they  did  not  furnish  a  precedent  for  her's.  In 
no  instance,  not  even  that  of  Tennessee,  was  there  any. 
dispute  about  boundaries.  In  every  case  the  question 
of  admission  was  one  of  expediencv  merely;  there  was 
nothing  else  to  settle  or  decide.  The  subject  of  the  ex- 
pediency of  admitting  new  States  into  the  Union  does 
not  belong  to  the  powers  and  appropriate  duties  of  any 
one  of  the  standing  committees  of  the  House;  and  for 
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this  reason,  in  all  former  cases,  a  select  committee  had 
been  raised  for  the  occasion.     Even  in  the  case  of  Ten- 
nessee, the  claim  of  right  was  denied i  and,  as  is  appa- 
rent from  the  journal  of  the  proceedings  attending  her 
admission,  she  was  received  into  the  Union  on  the  ground 
of  expediency  alone.    In  the  present  case,  Michigan 
claims  that  she  is  a  State,  by  virtue  of  certain  laws  and 
ordinances  of  Congress  already  passed.     No  act  of  Con- 
gress has  expressly  authorized  her  to  form  a  constitution 
and  erect  herself  into  an  independent  State,  as  was  done 
before  the  States  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  the  other  new 
States  since  admitted,  formed  their  constitutions.   There 
being  no  act  of  Congress  authorizing  her  to  form  a  con- 
stitution, nor  any  in  express  terms  recognisins^  her  right 
to  become  a  State,  she  deduces  that  right  by  mterprcia- 
tion  and  construction  of  certain  laws.    The  laws  princi- 
pally relied  upon,  as  conferring  upon  her  this  right,  are 
the  ordinance  of  Congress  of  1787,  for  the  government 
of  the  Northwestern  Territory,  and  an  act  of  Congress 
of  180S,  erecting  the  Territory  of  Michigan  into  a  ter- 
ritorial Government.     She  maintains  that,  by  virtue  of 
cerUin  general  terms,  in  which  one  of  the  sections  of  the 
latter  act  is  expressed,  she  has  a  right  to  form  a  consti- 
tution and  State  Government  whenever  the  Territory 
created  by  that  act  shall  have  sixty  thousand  inhabitants. 
Nothmg  IS  said  in  the  act  about  the  forn»tion  of  a  State 
Government;  but  by  connecting  it  with  the  ordinance  of 
1787,  and  then  by  putting  a  construction  on  the  ordi- 
nance, she  raises  the  inference  that  she  has  a  right  to 
form  a  constitution,   and  demand  admission  into  the 
Union,  without  further  or  other  legislation  on  the  part 
of  Congress.     The  Michigan  construction,  both  of  the 
ordmance  of  1787  and  of  the  act,of  1805,  is  seriously  dis- 
putedi  and  Mr.  V.  said  he  was  one  of  those  who  believ- 
ed her  construction  of  both  of  them  to  be  wholly  erro- 
neous,  and  her  pretensions  groundless.     Many  other 
acU  of  Congress  were  connected  with,  and  explanatory^ 
of,  the  t wo  acU.     Now.  when  laws  are  to  be  explained, 
and  rights  deduced  from  their  interpretation,  the  Judici- 
ary  Committee,  and  it  alone,  would  seem  to  be  the  ap- 
propriate committee  to  discharge  that  duty.     So  long  as 
Michigan  puts  forth  her  claim  to  admission  on  the  ground 
of  right,  and  does  not  ask  it  as  a  favor,  the  question,  and 
the  only  question,  to  be  determined  ig,  do  these  acts 
bear  her  out  in  her  interpretation  of  tlicm?    For  his 
part,  he  had  no  doubt  that  Congress  had  an  absolute  and 
plenary  power  over  the  Territory  of  Michigan,  and  could 
make  a  State  of  it  or  not,  at  its  own  pleasure  and  discre- 
tion, and  with  such  boundaries  as  it  might  deem  expe- 
dient, subject  only  to  the  qualification,  that  it*  southern 
boundary  could  not  be  extended  into  the  territory  of  the 
States  south  of  it. 

Upon  so  grave  a  matter  of  interpretation  as  that  set 
up  by  Michigan,  it  was  important  to  bring  to  its  deci- 
sion the  best  legal  talents  of  the  House.  The  Judiciary 
Committee  was  always  supposed  to  be  composed  of  gen. 
tiemen  of  the  highest  legal  atuinments,  and  being  select- 
ed with  reference  to  those  atUinments,  and  without  re- 
gard to  this  question  in  particular,  its  decision  would  be 
looked  upon  as  an  impartial  exposition  of  the  law|  and, 
on  this  account,  it  would  be  entitled  to  and  receive  more 
of  the  respect  of  the  House  than  would  be  given  to  the 
report  of  aselect  committee,  organized  for  the  occasion. 
An  able  gentleman  from  the  State  of  New  York  presides 
over  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  no  member  of  it  be- 
ing froni  those  States  beyond  the  Ohio,  which  have  an 
interest  in  the  question  of  boundary,  (which  is  one  of 
the  lepl  questions  involved  in  the  claim  of  Michigan  for 
admission,  with  the  constitution  she  has  formed,)  an  im- 
partial decision  upon  these  pretensions  might  be  ex- 
pected. ■ 

Mr.  V.  said  he  desired  it  to  be  understood  that  he 
knew  no  objection  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories, 


so  far  as  it  respects  the  gentlemen  composing  it.  He 
thought,  however,  it  was  not  Uie  appropriate  committee, 
because  the  object  of  its  creation  was  to  attend  to  the  bu- 
sinessand  interests  of  the  Territories,  as  such,  and  did  not 
contemplate  its  action  or  decision  upon  a  question  \ikt 
the  present.  The  rights  of  the  adjacent  States  are  invol- 
ved in  this  question,  and,  for  that  reason,  it  would  leem 
not  to  be  the  proper  committee.  The  Committee  on  llie 
Territories  is  presumed  solely  with  a  reference  to  the 
knowledge  possessed  by  its  members  of  the  local  wants 
and  interests  of  the  Territories,  and  without  any  re- 
gard to  their  legal  attainments,  which  alone  could  6l 
them  to  decide  the  questions  to  which  the  pretensions 
of  Michigan  give  rise.  It  would  therefore  be  very 
proper  to  pi  ice  on  the  Territorial  Committee  gentle- 
men of  all  p'ofessions,  while  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
surprise  if  a ly  other  than  lawyers,  and  those,  too,  of 
high  legal  attainments,  were  put  upon  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  did  not  think  the  ^subject 
ought  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  at  this  time  go  into  any 
examination  of  the  merits  of  the  controversy— a  contro- 
versy he  hoped  to  see  adjusted  to  the  satinfaction  uf 
all  parties.  Mr.  M.  then  referred  to  the  |)ro<ieedings  in 
the  cases  of  Tennessee  and  Ohio,  as  recorded  in  the 
journals,  in  both  of  which  select  committees  were  ap- 
pointed. Such  had  been  the  uniform  practice  uf  the 
House.  It  was  true  that  the  subject  did  not  appropri- 
ately belong  to  any  one  of  the  committees  of  the  House, 
for  it  was  an  extraordinary  application.  Taken  alto- 
g^her,  if  a  select  committee  was  not  the  appropriate 
one,  it  appeared  to  him  the  Committee  on  the  Territo- 
ries was  the  most  appropriate.  Siill,  he  hoped  the  former 
course  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HOWARD,  having  made  the  motion  to  refer  this 
matter  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories,  would  very 
briefly  state  his  reasons.     He  thouglit  so  intricate  a  sub- 
ject should  be  refetred  to  one  of  the  regular  standing 
committees  of  the  House,  for  the  reasons  he  had  staltd 
when  he  made  the  motion.    He  was  aware  of  the  former 
usage  of  the  House  to  refer  applications  fur  the  admiv 
sion  of  new  States  into  the  Union  to  a  select  committee, 
and  that  that  long  practice  ought  not  lightly  to  be  de- 
parted from;  but,  since  the  admission  of  the  Just  Stale 
into  the  Union,  the  Committee  on  theTerrituric!>,  M^hose 
peculiar  province  he  thought  this  mutter  was,  li.«d  been 
organized,  namely,  in  1825.    Prior  to  that  >(.-ar,  no  6uch 
committee  had  existed  in  that  House.     [Mr.  H.  then 
desired  the  Clerk  to  read  the  resolution  under  wliich  it 
was  organized.]  The  non-existence  of suoh  a  cummit;ee 
he  believed  to  be  the  reason  why  this  subject  hadbeeii 
referred  to  a  select  committee.      That  reason,  however, 
no  longer  existed,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would  suffer 
it  to  take  the  reference  he  thought  to  be  the  only  ap- 
propriate one.     Mr.  H.  then  refered  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  last  Congress  on  the  same  subject,  to  be  found  in 
Journal  of  the  House,  pages  33  and  398.     For  himself, 
he  said,  he  was  totally  indifferent  to   h  hat  committee 
the  House  should  send  it,  believing  only  that  the  whole 
subject  should  go  the  same  committee.     It  was  for  that 
reason  he  had  made  the  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  House  had  departed  from  the  practice  set- 
tled by  the  last  Congress,  and  referred  the  subject  of 
the  Ohio  boundary  line  to  a  select  committee,  instead  of 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories.     He  hoped,  there- 
fore, both  subjects  would  be  sent  to  the  latter  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  STORBR  next  addressed  the  House  upon  the 
question  before  it.  Whatever  difference  of  opinion, 
said  Mr.  S.,  may  exist  among  the  delegation  of  Ohio 
upon  other  points,  it  gives  roe  pleasure,  sir,  to  believe 
that  we  are  united  upon  this  question.   It  is  not  my  w  iau 
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to  gpive  the  present  debate  a  wider  range  than  the  motion 
of  my  colleague  would  properly  embrace  under  the 
rules  or  the  House,  though  the  mode  in  which  tlie  sub- 
ject has  been  heretofore  discnssed  might  seem  to  re- 
C|uire  a  departure  from  the  usual  course  of  debate.  Yet, 
sir,  whenever  the  important  matters  connected  with  the 
message  of  the  President,  which  are  asked  to  be  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  shall  come  before  this  House,  and 
the  field  is  fairly  opened  to  argue  the  merits  of  her  bor- 
der controversy,  as  an  humble  Representative  of  Ohio,  I 
shall  not  shrink  from  duty.  Sir,  it  is  not,  as  might  be 
presumed  from  the  manner  in  which  the  reference  to  a 
select  committee,  or  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territo- 
ries, has  been  regarded  by  the  gentlemen  who  have  ad- 
vocated thcjie  propositions,  that  the  message  of  the  Pres< 
ident,  with  the  documents  attached  to  it,  embraced  the 
question,  merely,  whether  the  Territory  of  Michigan 
could  be  admitted  into  the  Union  or  not;  but  the  whole 
of  the  unfortunate  dispute  in  relation  to  the  northern 
boundary  of  Ohio  is  opened  for  consideration.  The  con- 
stitution of  Michigan,  which  has  been  laid  upon  our 
tables,  is  predicated  upon  the  hypothesis  thai  the  boun- 
dary between  her  and  Ohio  is  established.  And  she  in- 
s'sts,  in  the  ordinance,  by  her  convention,  that  her  terri- 
torial limits  are  irrevocably  determined.  Bjr  these  acts, 
sir,  a  valuable  part  of  Ohio  is  taken  from  her  jurisdiction, 
and,  under  the  pretence  of  claiming  admission  into  the 
Union,  an  attempt  is  made  by  the  Kume  movement  to  se- 
cure a  recognition,  if  not  the  establishment  of  a  bounda- 
TYt  that  Ohio  never  will  admit,  if  she  is  true  to  herself. 
If  the  question  was  one  of  admission  as  a  State  only, 
which  could  be  examined  and  decided  without  reference 
to  the  rights  of  other  members  of  the  Union,  I  should, 
perhaps,  have  no  objection  to  the  reference  asked  by 
the  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia,*  but  when  I  am 
assured  that  the  boundaries  of  three  States  are  to  be 
changed  without  their  consent,  and,  sir,  ag.iinst  their  ex- 
press protestations,  I  wish  to  inform  the  House  that  the 
subject  assumes  a  graver  character  than  it  would  seem 
many  have  attached  to  it. 

Disguise  the  matter  as  we  will,  the  decision  of  any 
committee  to  whom  it  will  be  referred  must  be  upon 
the  merits  of  the  whole  question  $  and  it  is  not  the  least 
important  consideration,  that,  as  legal  rights  arc  cbimed 
to  be  involved,  they  should  be  subjected  to  the  scru- 
tiny of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  whose  appro- 
priate function  is  to  give  construction  to  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  preparatory  tu  the  action  of  the  House.  It  is  as- 
serted by  Michigan,  in  her  memorials  and  publications, 
•nd  we  have  been  favored  with  not  a  few,  whether  offi- 
cial or  otherwise  it  is  not  for  me  to  say,  that  her  claim  to 
admission  into  the  Union  depends  upon  the  ordinance  of 
1787,  and  the  law  of  1805:  to  these  she  has  referred  as 
the  foundation  of  her  right,  and  by  them  she  must  be 
judged.  Now,  sir,  upon  so  important,  so  responsible 
and  delicate  a  matter  aa  the  increase  of  our  Federal 
Union,  depending  not  upon  questions  of  policy  or  ex- 
pediency, but  the  simple  claim  of  mere  right,  I  would 
ask,  what  committee  is  so  appropriate  aa  that  of  the  Ju- 
diciary? An  ordinance  of  Congress,  under  which  three 
States  have  already  been  organized,  and  which,  if  I  can 
confide  in  the  periodicals  of  the  day,  has  been  pronoun- 
ced, by  high  authority  on  this  floor,  as  conferring  upon 
Michigan  a  right  as  sacredly  vested  '<  as  any  compact 
ever  ratified  in  heaven"— an  ordinance,  sir,  the  wisdom 
of  whose  provisions  has  been  felt  and  acknowledged 
throughout  our  whole  western  valley — upon  the  faith  of 
which  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois,  have  long  confided; 
and  if  it  is  now  to  receive  a  construction  where  they  are 
interested,  they  ask  that  the  same  measure  of  justice 
should  be  meted  to  them  aa  is  extended  to  the  humblest 
individual  in  the  Union. 

Sir,  upon  tvtry  question  where  the  citizen  appeals  to 
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Congress,«claiming  indemnity  for  the  consequence  of  any 
act  which  has  been  remotely  caused  by  or  depends  upon 
a  law  of  the  land,  his  memorial  is  always  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciaryi  they,  sir,  have  the  appro- 
priate control  on  all  such  questions,  from  the  very  nature 
of  their  organization.  Selected  for  their  legal  acquire- 
ments and  general  knowledge  of  the  interests  of  the  Gov- 
ernment as  well  as  the  rights  of  ^e  citizen,  taken  from 
all  portions  of  the  country,  and  not  knowing  in  advance 
what  will  be  submitted  to  them,  they  can  enter  upon 
their  duties  with  impartiality  and  without  feeling.  Not, 
sir,  that  I  would  detract  at  all  from  the  ability  of  any 
special  committee  which  might  be  appointed,  nor  distrust 
their  candor,  intelligence,  or  integrity;  but  I  should  feel 
that  I  had  not  done  my  duty,  if  I  did  not  urge  the  refer- 
ence to  the  committee  designated  by  my  colleague. 

Sir,  I  have  said  the  humblest  individual  is  protected  by 
that  committee;  and  I  ask  for  Ohio  no  other  right  than 
he,  in  his  relative  situation,  could  properly  assert.  We 
do  not  wish,  sir,  to  vaunt;  it  is  not  for  a  State  like  ourg, 
great  and  populous  as  she  is,  to  arrogate  any  superior 
right,  or  ask  any  extraordinary  interference.  We  place 
ourselves  on  a  level  with  all  our  sister  States;  and,  while 
claiming  for  ourselves  no  more  than  they  honorably 
could,  we  shall  insist  upon  all  that  is  justly  secured  to  us. 
It  has  been  said  that  the  powerful  were  waging  war  with 
the  weak,  and  on  this  floor  a  picture  has  been  drawn 
not  very  flattering  to  the  dignity  or  the  honor  of  our 
State.  As  I  have  already  said,  this  is  not  the  time  to  de- 
fend  ourselves  against  such  insinuations,  or  repel  such 
charges:  when  the  proper  period  shall  arrive,  1  trust 
that  the  Representatives  of  Ohio  will  be  prepared  to  si- 
lence every  unmeaning  sarcasm,  and  throw  back  everv 
imputation,  come  from  where  it  will,  and  when  it  will. 

It  is  urged  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
that  it  has  been  the  usual  course  to  refer  all  such  memo- 
rials to  select  committees;  and  he  instances  the  cases  of 
Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois.  Now,  sir,  there  is  a  manifest 
distinction  between  these  cases  and  that  of  Michigan.  In 
thoae,  a  convention  had  been  already  held  under  the  act  of 
Congress;  and  when  the  constitutions  they  offered  for  ap- 
proval were  submitted  to  a  select  committee,  it  was  only 
to  ascertain  whether,  under  the  ordinance  of  1787,  the/ 
were  republican  in  their  character.  All  previous  stepa 
had  been  provided  for  by  the  laws  authorizing  the  con- 
vention to  be  held.  But  Michigan  comes  before  us  de- 
manding admittance,  without  previous  consultation,  and 
without  asking  our  consent.  She  has  formed  her  con- 
stitution, established  her  Government,  and  proclaimed  it 
as  already  in  full  force.  Not  merely  the  question  of  the 
character  of  the  constitution,  but  the  right  to  admission, 
are  involved.  The  gentleman  has  said  that  he  supposes 
the  preparatory  steps  to  the  passage  of  the  several  laws 
authorizing  conventions  to  be  held  in  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Mississippi,  and  Alabama,  were  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  I'erritories;  but  it  would  seem  that  could  not 
be  the  case,  as  all  these  Slates  were  admitted  previous 
to  1825,  and  there  was  no  standing  Committee  on  the 
Territories  until  that  year.  But,  sir,  be  the  fact  as  is 
contended  for,  the  present  is  an  extraordinary  case,  full 
of  delicacy  and  responsibility;  and  we  who  are  deeply 
involved  in  the  controversy  would  again  repeat,  let  uf 
have  the  opinion  of  our  legal  advisers. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Mar>'land  supports 
his  motion  for  a  reference  to  the  Territorial  Committee 
on  the  ground  that  the  organization  of  that  body  em- 
brace?, most  appropriately,  the  matters  asked  to  be  re- 
ferred. The  language  of  the  70th  rule  of  the  House  is, . 
that  <*  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Committee  on  the  Ter- 
ritories to  examine  into  their  legislative,  civil,  and 
criminal  proceedings,  and  to  devise  and  report  to  the 
House  such  means  as,  in  their  opinion,  may  be  necessary 
to  secure  the  rightb  and  privileges  of  residents  and  non- 
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rcslclenls."  And,  sir,  with  what  propriety  can  the  in- 
terests of  a  State  be  referred  to  a  Committee  on  the 
Territories,  wliose  only  power  it  is  to  supervise  tlieir 
acts,  regulate  by  law  their  internal  police,  and  protect 
the  interests  of  their  inhabitants? 

But,  sir,  we  do  not  consider  that  the  Territory  of 
Michigan  is  a  party  to  this  controversy,  so  far  as  Ohio 
has  a  ripht  to  be  regarded  in  the  issue.  We  insist  it  is 
a  question  between  the  Government  of  the  United 
Stales  and  the  State  whose  interests  are  confided  to 
our  care.  We  hold  that  Government  as  responsible  for 
all  the  acts  of  her  Territories,  while  they  are  under  her 
control,  and  while  she  has  the  power  to  regulate  their 
proceedings.  And,  sir,  if  it  khall  ever  become  necessary 
to  >peak  out  on  this  point,  in  plainer  language,  I  shall 
not  hesitate  to  state  mv  own  convictions.  Yes,  sir,  if 
any  person  in  any  part  of  this  Government  shall  be  found 
to  have  interfered  with  the  interests  of  Ohio,  and  exert- 
ed his  influence  to  her  prejudice,  I  have  no  doubt  the 
Legislature  of  our  State  will  regard  the  subject  as  be- 
comes her  dignity  and  her  honor;  and,  as  one  of  her 
Kepresentatives  on  this  floor,  I  shall  not  slirink  from 
urging  the  Investigation. 

1  would  ask,  sir,  before  T  conclude,  if  it  has  been  fully 
understood  by  the  House  that  Michigan  already  con- 
aiders  herself  in  the  Union,  though  she  is  asking,  it  is 
Bnid,  to  be  admitted?  She  has  her  constitution,  her 
Governor,  and  her  whole  State  organization  within  the 
Territory,  where  similar  officers  are  now  acting  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  Slates.  This,  sir,  is  an  **  im- 
perium  in  imperio" — a  State  within  a  TerritorJ' — inde- 
pendent, as  she  claims,  and  yet  applying  for  the  privilege 
of  a  sister  republic.  I  should  hail,  sir,  her  admission  into 
this  glorious  Union,  when  under  the  sanction  of  the 
law  she  makes  her  appeal}  but  if  she  can  by  this  in- 
direct mode  become  a  State,  I  would  ask,  what  can 
prevent  her  withdrawal  from  the  Union  whenever  she 
might  deem  it  expedient?  If  she  can  come  into  the 
Union  without  the  previous  action  of  Congress,  the  result 
is  clear,  there  is  no  constitutional  tie  to  bind  her  to  the 
republic. 

To  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  1  would  say  that  he 
must  not  be  surprised  at  the  warmth  of  my  appeal.  He 
can  appreciate  the  motives  which  govern  me.  His 
attachment  to  his  ancient  State  cannot  be  stronger  than 
mine  to  that  of  which  I  am  proud.  1  would  assure  the 
gentleman  that  Ohio,  and  her  sister  State,  Kentucky, 
still  claim  the  old  Commonwealth  as  their  common 
mother;  and  well  may  the  parent  be  proud  of  her 
children. 

Mr.  LANE  also  advocated  the  motion  to  refer  the 
subject  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  in  opposition 
to  the  former  practice  of  the  House,  which  he  contend- 
ed had  never  had  a  cause  similar  to  the  one  at  present 
under  consideration. 

ELECTION  OF  CHAPLAIN. 

Mr.  THOMSON,  of  Ohio,  called  tlie  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  hour  had  arrived  assigned  fur 
the  election  of  a  chaplain. 

The  House  proceeded  to  execute  the  order.  Several 
nominations  were  made,  and,  af\er  three  unsuccessful 
balloting!!,  tlie  fourth  stood  as  follows: 


For  Mr.  Stockton. 
Mr.  Corosloek, 
Scattering,     - 


96 
83 
10 


So  the  Rev.  Mr.  Stocktozt  was  declared  to  be  duly 
elected. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL,  by  leave  of  the  House,  submit- 
ted a  motion,  that  when  the  House  adjourns,  it  adjourn 
to  meet  on  Monday;  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 


MoNDAT,  Dkccmbsk  28. 
CONSTITUTION  OF  MICHIGAN. 

ThQ  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmittinjr  a 
copy  of  the  constitution  and  other  documents,  origina- 
ting with  a  convention  in  the  Territory  of  Michigan,  with 
a  view  to  the  formation  of  a  State  Government  out  of 
said  Territory. 

The  <juestion  pending  being  that  of  reference,  a  mo- 
tion  having  been  made  to  refer  the  su'»ject  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on  the  Territories,  and  also  a  motion  to  refer  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary — 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  said  he  would 
avail  himself  of  this  opportunity  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  subject.  He  believed  this  to  be  an  entirely  new 
question.  The  House  had  never,  on  any  former  occa- 
sion, entertained  one  precisely  similar  to  this.  The 
general  rule,  he  understoMl,  was,  that  when  a  subject  is 
proposed,  although  in  some  respects  it  may  be  new, 
yet,  if  it  be  rcferrible  to  the  proper  scope  of  duty  of 
any  of  the  standing  commitlet-s,  it  ought  to  be  referred 
to  said  committee.  This  he  took  to  be  the  general  rule 
of  this  House;  and  it  struck  him  that  this  subject  ought 
to  go  to  some  one  or  otiier  of  the  standing  committeei. 
It  seemed  to  be  a  question  whether  this  subject  ought 
to  go  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories,  or  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary.  He  thought  it  ought  to  be 
referred  to  the  Comrr^ittee  on  the  Judiciary.  This  ques- 
tion, in  relation  to  the  boundary  of  Michigan,  had  here- 
tofore been  submitted  to  the  Committee  on  the  Terri- 
tories, and  that  committee,  after  an  investigation  of  some 
days,  would  not  take  upon  themselves  the  decision  of  it, 
because  they  considered  it  a  judicial  matter;  and  if  it 
was  a  judicial  matter  then,  it  is  certainly  a  judicial  matter 
now.  Whenever  a  question  involving  any  point  of  law 
is  to  be  examined,  it  U  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  There  are  involved  in  this  question  variuui 
points  of  law. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  J.  T.  Masov]  said 
that  all  precedents  were  in  favor  of  a  select  committee. 
He  asked  the  gentleman  where  there  was  an  instance 
precisely  analogous  to  the  present  one?  He  knew  of 
none.  If,  then,  it  be  conceded  that  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee is  the  correct  one  to  determine  all  matters  of  lav, 
it  certainly  is  the  committee  to  which  this  subject  should 
be  appropriately  referred. 

Mr.  JOHN  Y.  MASON  said,  as  there  seemed  to  be 
some  confusion  of  the  question  undt-r  consideration,  he 
would  withdraw  his  motion  to  refer  to  a  select  commit- 
tee. He  said,  in  the  cases  heretofore  of  the  admission 
of  new  States,  there  had  been  a  law  passed  authorizing 
the  people  to  meet  in  convention  and  form  a  constitution. 
At  present,  M  chigan  has  established  a  constitution,  and 
she  claims  it  as  her  right  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union. 
He  remembered  that  the  Committee  on  the  Territories 
had,  at  a  former  session,  reported  a  bill  authorizing  the 
people  to  do  the  very  tiling  they  have  now  done;  but  it 
was  not  considered.  The  subject  now  to  be  investigated 
is  this:  Is  Michigan  entitled  to  be  admitted  as  a  State  into 
the  Union?  He  said  the  boundary  question  had  already 
been  referred  to  an  able  committee,  and  that  he  hoped 
the  merits  of  the  question,  when  they  came  to  be  dis- 
cussed, would  be  met  in  a  spirit  of  liberality  and  justice. 
In  his  mind,  the  judicial  question  could  haitlly  be  settled 
by  this  House.  Michigan  asks,  as  one  of  the  States,  to 
be  admitted  into  the  Union.  That  is  the  qtiestion.  The 
boundary  question  ought  to  be  kept  separate  and  dis- 
tinct. He  was  disposed  to  decide  the  question  fairly 
and  impartially.  His  impression  was  that  the  message 
ought  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY,  of  Ohio,  said  he  was  much  grrati- 
fied  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [\lr.  Masuk]  had 
withdrawn  his  motion  to  refer  the  rresidcnl**  message* 
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and  the  copy  of  the  constilution  Adopted  by  the  people 
or  Michigan  for  forming  a  State  Government,  to  a  select 
committee (  and  as  the  fi^ntleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
IlowAiiD]  had  suggested  to  his  colleague,  [Mr.  Haxkr,] 
that  the  question  might  first  be  taken  on  referring  the 
subjects  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  by  moving 
to  amend  his  [Mr.  Howian's]  motion,  by  striking  out 
««  Territories"  and  inserting  ••Judiciary,"  he  would,  if 
his  colleague  vss  tn4iis  seat,  request  him  to  mo%'e  the 
amendment,  instead  of  relying  on  his  motion  to  refer  it 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  which  would  be  the  second 
motion  in  order,  lie  expressed  the  hope  that,  if  the 
q<iestlon  was  taken  first  on  the  motion  to  refer  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Territories,  it  would  be  negatived,  as 
he  believed  the  Judiciary  was  the  proper  committee  lo 
investigate  the  subject. 

He  regretted  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr. 
Masov,]  in  rising  to  correct  errors  in  others,  should  have 
fsllen  into  them  himself.  He  had  stated  to  the  House  the 
qtiestion  of  boundary  was  only  incidental,  and  ought  not 
to  affect  the  main  question,  which  was,  as  the  gentleman 
stated,  <«  shall  Michigan  be  admitted  into  the  Union  as 
one  of  the  confederacy?" 

The  ouestion  of  boundary,  Mr.  W.  contended,  was  so 
intimately  connected  wiih  the  admission  of  Michigan, that 
it  could  not  be  separated  without  violating  the  rights  of 
three  States.  To  ascertain  what  territory  Michigan 
claims,  it  is  necessary  to  examine  several  documents;  and 
it  can  be  moat  satisfactorily  demonstrated  by  them,  that 
Michigan  claims  not  only  the  land  west  of  the  Miami 
bay,  between  the  lines  run  by  Harris  and  KuUon,  but  a 
much  larger  extent  of  territory  in  the  northeast  part  of 
Ohio,  a  part  of  which  was  within  the  district  he  repre- 
sented, and  a  part  of  it  in  the  di&trict  represented  by  hta 
colleague,  [Mr.  SLOAax.] 

The  boundaries  of  the  proposed  Slate  are  declared  by 
the  convention  to  be  established  by  the  act  of  Congress 
of  the  11th  January,  1805,  in  conformity  to  the  fifth  arti- 
cle of  the  ordinance  providing  for  the  government  of  the 
Territory  of  the  United  States  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio. 

The  fifth  article  of  said  ordinance,  so  far  as  the  bound- 
ary is  concerned,  is  as  follows:  <•  There  shall  be  formed 
in  said  Territory  (the  Northwestern  Territory)  not  less 
than  three  nor  more  than  five  States;  and  the  bounda- 
ries of  the  States,  as  soon  as  Virginia  shall  alter  her  act 
of  cession  and  consent  to  the  same,  shall  become  fixed 
and  established  as  follows,  to  wit:  The  western  State  in 
the  said  Territory  shall  be  bounded  by  the  Mississippi,  the 
Ohio,  and  Wabash  rivers,  a  direct  line  drawn  from  the 
Wabash  and  Port  Vincents,  due  north,  to  the  territorial 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Canada,  and  by  the 
aaid  territorial  line  to  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and  Mis- 
sissippi. 

•*  The  middle  State  shall  be  bounded  by  the  said  di- 
rect line,  the  Wabash,  from  Port  Vincents  to  the  Ohio, 
by  the  Ohio  by  a  direct  line  drawn  due  north  from  the 
mouth  of  Great  Miami  to  the  said  territorial  line,  and  bv 
the  said  territorial  line.  The  eastern  State  (which  is 
now  Ohio)  shall  be  bounded  by  the  last-mentioned  direct 
line,  the  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  the  aaid  territorial  line: 
Provided,  however,  and  it  is  further  understood  and  de- 
clared, that  the  boundariea  of  these  three  Statea  ahall  be 
sublect  so  far  to  be  altered,  that  if  Congress  hereafter 
find  it  expedient,  they  shall  have  authority  to  form  one 
in  two  Statea  in  that  part  of  said  Territory  which  liea 
north  of  an  east  and  west  line  drawn  through  the  south- 
erly bend  or  extreme  of  Lake  Michigan." 

This  ordinance  was  adopted  on  the  13ib  of  July,  1787; 
and  at  that  time  it  was  supposed,  as  evidenced  by  all  the 
maps  then  extant,  that  the  southerly  bend  or  extrente  of 
Lake  Michigan  was  so  far  north  that  a  line  drawn  due 
east  would  strike  the  lake,or  the  territorial  line,  far  north 
of  the  most  northerly  cape  of  the  Miami  bay.    It  has 


been  said,  here  and  elsewhere,  that  this  ordinance  *<is  as 
unalterable  as  the  decrees  of  Heaven." 

The  Territory  of  Michigan  is  botinded,  by  the  act  of 
January  11,  1805,  as  follows:  «'  All  that  part  of  the  In- 
diana Territory  which  lies  north  of  a  line  drawn  east  from 
the  southerly  bend  or  extreme  of  Lnke  Michigan,  until 
it  shall  intersect  Lake  Erie,  and  east  of  a  line  drawn 
from  the  said  southerly  bend,  through  the  middle  of  said 
lake,  to  its  northern  eitremity,  and  thence  due  north  to 
the  northern  boundary  of  the  United  States." 

This  ordinance  and  the  act  of  the  11th  of  January, 
1805,  as  the  southern  bend  or  extremity  of  Lake  Michi- 
gan is  now  ascertained  to  be  situate,  conflict  with  the 
title  of  the  Connecticut  Western  Reserve;  snd  it  will  be 
seen  that  the  ordinance,  and  the  several  cessions  and 
acts  connected  with  the  question  of  boundary,  involve 
important  if  not  intricate  questions  of  Uw,  which  can 
best  be  decided  by  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

It  is  known  to  every  member  of  the  Hou«e,  that  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  under  the  charter  of  Charles  II., 
claimed  to  have  a  title  to  all  the  land  which  lay  west  of 
the  Narragansett  bay,  south  of  Massachusetts,  and  north 
of  the  forty-first  degree  of  north  latitude,  and  extending 
west  to  the  Pacific  Ocean  or  South  Sea.  She  contended 
with  the  colony  of  New  York  for  that  part  of  her  terri- 
tory which  was  embraced  within  the  degrees  of  latitude 
by  which  she  was  bounded.  Tliis  dispute  was  settled  in 
the  year  1733.  She  contended  with  Pennsylvania  for  a 
part  of  the  territory  embraced  within  her  limits,  which 
was  decided  by  the  federal  court  at  Trenton. 

The  extensive  tracts  of  western  land  engaged  the 
early  attention  of  those  Slates  whose  charters  did  not 
embrace  any  portion  of  that  region,  and  they  required, 
inasmuch  as  these  Unds  were  uninhabited,  and  had  been 
conquered  in  the  common  cause,  that  they  be  surrender- 
ed for  the  common  benefit  of  all  the  States.  The  State 
of  Connecticut  was  one  of  the  States  to  cede  a  portion 
of  her  western  territory. 

The  act  authorising  the  cession  by  her  delegates  in 
Congress,  or  any  two  of  them,  bears  date  the  14th  of 
September,  1786,  and  authorized  the  conveyance  of  all 
the  riglit,  title,  interest,  jurisdiction,  and  claim,  of  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  to  certain  western  lands,  begin- 
ning at  the  completion  of  the  forty-first  degree  north 
latitude,  one  hundred  and  twenty  miles  west  of  the 
western  boundary  line  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn- 
sylvania, as  then  claimed  by  said  Commonwealth,  and 
from  thence  by  a  line  drawn  north,  parallel  to  and  one 
hundred  and  twenty  miles  west  of  the  said  west  line  of 
Pennsylvania,  and  to  continue  noith  until  it  comes  to 
forty-two  degrees  and  two  minutes  north  latitude.  The 
State  of  Connecticut  daimed  all  the  land  west  of  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania,  north  of  the  forty^lrst  degree  of 
north  latitude,  and  aouth  of  latitude  forty-two  degrees 
two  minutes.  It  will  be  perceived  by  the  cession,  that 
she  reserved  a  tract  of  land  lying  between  the  degrees 
of  latitude  mentioned,  and  extending  weat  from  the 
Pennsylvania  line  one  hundred  and  twenty  miles.  If  the 
boundaries  of  Michigan,  as  they  are  given  in  her  constU 
tution,  baaed  on  the  ordinance  of  1787,  be  established^ 
then  a  part  of  the  counties  of  Cuyahoga,  Geauga,  and 
Asht  ibula,  will  be  included  within  the  State  of  Michigan. 
The  number  of  citizens  which  must  be  affected  by  this 
decision  is  from  twenty  to  thirty  thousand.  It  is  strictly 
a  leg^l  question,  whether  the  State  of  Connecticut,  be- 
ing a  party  to  the  ordinance  of  1787,  waived  or  abandon- 
ed any  portion  of  the  reservation  in  her  deed  of  cession 
in  1786.  This  question  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
is  competent  to  decide;  but  the  Committee  on  the  Ter- 
ritories, not  necessarily  being  composed  of  gentlemen  of 
legal  attainments,  is  not  supposed  to  be  competent  to  ' 
decide  intricate  law  questions,  arising  from  deeds  of 
cession,  ordinances,  and  laws. 
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In  acceptinf^  this  cenion  From  the  United  States,  they 
did  not  confirm  the  title  in  the  State  of  Connecticut  in 
that  part  which  she  reserved.  She  had  sold  it  to  a  com- 
pany; but  doubts  existing  whether  her  title  onder  the 
charter  of  Charles  the  Second  to  the  land  tying  west  of 
the.  east  line  of  New  York  was  valid,  Congress,  by  an 
act,  approved  on  the  28ih  of  April,  1800,  ceded  to  the 
Governor  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  all  the  land  within 
the  Connecticut  Reserve,  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  all 
persons  holding  and  claiming  under  the  State  of  Con- 
necticut, on  condition  that  the  State  of  Connecticut, 
within  eight  months,  released  all  her  right  to  all  other 
lands  lying  westward,  northwestward,  and  southwest- 
ward,  of  the  eastern  line  of  New  York,  and  on  the  furtlier 
condition  that  said  State  released,  within  said  eight 
months,  all  judicial  title  in  the  said  Connecticut  AYest- 
em  Reserve.  The  conditions  were  complied  with  by 
the  State  of  Connecticut,  by  a  deed  of  cession  executed 
on  the  30th  of  May,  1800. 

Michigan  claims  under  the  ordinance  of  1787,  and  the 
act  of  Congress  of  January  11th,  1805. 

The  State  of  Ohio,  as  to  the  Reserve  mentioned, 
claims  under  the  cession  of  the  State  of  Connecticut 
of  1786. 

If  Michican  shall  contend  that  the  State  of  Connecti- 
cut abandoned  or  waived  her  right  by  assenting  to  the 
ordinance,  the  State  of  Ohio  will  reply  that  the  title  to 
the  State  of  Connecticut  was  affirmed  by  the  United 
States  in  the  act  of  April  28th,  1800. 

The  Connecticut  Western  Reserve  has  been  supposed 
to  form  a  part  of  the  eastern  State,  according  to  the  di- 
vision of  the  Northwestern  Territory  prescribed  by  the 
ordinance;  but  if  the  ordinance  abrogated  the  reserva- 
tion of  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and  is  unaltered,  as 
contended  by  Governor  Cass,  in  his  letter  of  the  1st  of 
November,  1817,  and  as  has  been  said  here,  then  all  that 
lies  north  of  a  due  east  line,  drawn  through  the  south- 
ern extremity  of  Lake  Michigan,  is  not  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  Stste  of  Ohio,  but  within  the  present  Ter- 
ritory of  Michigan,  and  will,  if  the  constitution  be  ac- 
cepted, be  a  part  of  the  new  State. 

He  was  unwilling  to  submit  so  many  important  legal 
questions,  involving  as  they  did  the  political  rights  of  a 
large  portion  of  his  constituents,  to  any  committee  not 
qualified  by  legal  learning  to  decide  them. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  TMr.  Howard]  had 
exhorted  the  Houae  to  view  the  subjects  calmly  and  dis- 
passionately, in  which  he  (Mr.  W.)  most  cordially  con- 
curred. 

Mr.  COR  WIN,  of  Ohio,  rose  and  said:  It  was  not  his 
intention,  at  the  opening  of  this  discussion,  to  protract 
tlie  debate  a  moment;  but  he  was  compelled,  by  a  sense 
of  imperative  duty,  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  House, 
for  a  tew  moments,  to  a  view  of  this  subject  presented 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Masou]  who 
bad  just  taken  his  seat.  He  had  also  a  word  to  say 
(if  he  had  rightly  understood  him)  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Williams.] 

The  gentlemen,  said  Mr.  C,  seemed  both  to  consider 
the  question  of  boundary  between  Ohio  and  the  propo- 
sed State  of  Michigan  as  a  judicial  (}uestion.  It  is  very 
clear  that,  if  this  be  a  judicial  question  purely,  it  will  be 
difficult  to  establish  the  right  of  this  House  to  adjudge 
and  determine  it.  It  is  of  great  importance,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, that  we  should  understand  well,  before  we  act, 
whether  we  are  acting  within  the  scope  of  our  acknowl- 
edged constitutional  powers.  If  there  be  a  doubt, 
therefore,  whether  this  question  of  boundaiy,  or  any 
other  which  may  belong  to  the  main  propoaition,  (the 
admission  of  the  new  State,)  be  a  question  proper  to  be 
decided  here,  or  referred  to  the  judicial  department, 
that  doubt  aliould  be  sufficient  to  send  the  wdole  to  the 
Judiciary  Committee— tliat  committee  being,  both  t/y  the 


law  of  this  House  and  its  practice^  our  legal  and  consti- 
tutional advisers. 

Gentlemen  will  see  the  propriety  of  bringing  this  sub- 
ject,  with  all  its  attendant  topics,  to  the  notice  of  that 
committee,  when  it  is  once  perceived  that  the  question 
of  boundary  cannot  be  separated  from  the  question  of 
admission  of  the  new  State  into  the  Union .  It  is  incontro- 
vertible that  we  have  no  power  to  alter,  modifv.  or 
amend,  the  constitution  of  Michigan.  This  can  only  be 
done  by  a  convention  of  the  people  of  that  Territory. 
They  have  sent  us  an  entire  instrument,  under  which 
they  proposed  to  become  one  of  the  American  confede- 
racy. We  must  therefore  admit  them  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  their  choice,  as  it  is  here  presented,  or  we  must 
reject  them,  if  there  be  any  thing  in  that  constitution 
which  compels  us  to  that  course.  If  gentlemen  will 
turn  to  the  constitution  of  Michigan,  it  will  be  seen  that 
it  ordains  as  well  the  boundsries  of  the  proposed  State 
as  the  rights,  civil  and  political,  of  its  inhabitanU. 
They  propose  to  become  a  portion  of  the  Union,  in  the 
new  character  of  a  sovereign  State,  with  territ<M*ial  lim- 
its which  comprehend  a  large  and  most  interesting  por- 
tion  of  two  other  sovereign  States  to  wit:  Indiana  and 
Ohio.  This  is  determined  by  a  glance  at  the  maps  of 
the  country.  The  committee,  then,  which  shall  be 
charged  with  the  investigation  of  this  subjeet,  must 
either  leave  that  part  of  the  constitution  of  Michigan, 
which  ordains  the  boundaries  of  the  State,  out  of  view 
altogether,  and  admit  them  to  come  into  the  Union, 
claiming,  if  you  please,  to  impose  her  form  of  govern, 
ment  on  all  the  people  and  over  all  the  territory  of  Ohio 
and  Indiana,  or  they  must  decide  whether  that  portion 
of  disputed  territory,  comprehended  within  the  limits  of 
the  new  State,  belongs  in  truth  and  by  law  to  Mi<:hi|an, 
or  to  Ohio  and  Indiana,  according  to  their  known  claims, 
respectively. 

Will  any  committee,  or  will  this  House,  admit  a  State 
into  this  Union  without  ascertaining  its  territorial  juris- 
diction?  Or  will  they,  if  it  can  be  avoided,  admit  a  Stale 
into  this  family  of  republics,  with  a  license  to  sue  one  or 
two  of  her  sisters^  When  she  comesand  knocks  at  your 
door,  asking  permission  to  come  into  your  houae,  that 
she  may  thereby  more  easily  fight  for  and  dispossess  two 
of  its  old  inmates  of  a  portion  of  their  property,  will  you 
take  her  by  the  hand  and  spirit  her  on  to  litigation,  or 
more  probably  to  a  contest  of  force?  Sir,  I  am  very 
sure  no  such  Aituity  will  ever  possess  this  House;  It  is 
certain  that  no  such  necessity  is  iropoted  on  us*  What, 
then,  will  your  committee  do?  They  will  examine  and 
determine  whether  the  constitution  of  Michigan  ia  con- 
sistent with  the  rights  of  Indiana  and  Ohio. 

I  ask  the  gentlemen,  not  merely  of  the  legal  profes* 
sion,  but  those  of  every  class  in  this  House,  to  whom 
they  would  spply  for  an  opinion  on  such  a  subject,  were 
they  personally  interested?  Michigan  claims  to  extend 
her  constimtlon  over  the  citizens  or  other  States,  aa  now 
constituted,  by  virtue  of  a  supposed  compact,  to  that 
effect,  in  the  ordinance  of  1787.  How  is  the  force  of 
that  claim  to  be  ascertained?  Who  shall  say  whether  a 
particular  clause  in  that  ordinance  rises  above  tbo 
changeable  and  repealable  character  of  ordinary  legisla- 
tion,  and  assumes  the  more  sacred  and  inviolable  nature 
of  a  contract?  No  man,  however  elevated  bis  general 
attainments,  can  be  found  vain  enough  to  imagine  him- 
self competent  to  give  an  intelligent  and  safe  answer  to 
the  question  here  involved,  unless  he  be  to  some  extent 
conversant  with  law  as  a  science.  Again,  sir:  The  or- 
dinance under  which  Michigan  claims  i^  but  a  law  of 
Congress.  Ohio  and  Indiana  both  claim  under  acts  of 
Congress  and  compacts  made  with  them  as  States.  If 
these  conflict,  who  is  competent  to  determine  which  is 
paramount  to  the  other?  To  what  committee,  in  short, 
does  this  House  refer  questions  of  law?    The  answer 
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jfiven  in  every  other  cmo  to  thig  question  hM  been  uni- 
rorm— 'Mhe  standlnjip  Committee  on  the  Judiciary." 
Gentlemen  who  look  only  to  the  itoUted  fact  of  admis- 
aion  into  the  Union  will  find  that  they  can  no  more  arrive 
at  that  point,  without  first  meetinfp  and  decidinfjT  all  the 
Krave  questions  of  law  I  have  sujnrested,  than  they  could 
transfer  themselves  from  this  hall  to  the  northern  lakes, 
without  passing  over  the  intermediate  space. 

I  hope  gentlemen  will  not  deem  it  beneath  the  dignity 
of  this  House  to  consult  in  this  matter  a  little  the  feel- 
ings and  views  of  both  parties  to  this  question  of  bound- 
ary. With  Uiem  it  has  always  been  vieived  as  mainly  a 
question  to  be  resolved  by  a  right  constniclion  of  the 
acts  and  laws  of  Congress.  It  has  thus  been  contested 
on  both  sides.  You  are  appealed  to  as  a  final  arbiter. 
They  will  expect  you  to  call  to  your  aid  that  committee 
to  whom  the  nation  look  for  correct  opinions  when  con- 
struction of  law  is  the  question.  Who  has  ever  heard, 
till  now,  of  submitting  a  legal  proposition  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on  the  Territories'  Sir,  I  disclaim  all  idea  of 
drawing  comparisons  between  the  individuals  composing 
either  of  these  committees.  I  only  insist  that  the  laws 
of  the  House  have  assigned  to  each  their  appropriate 
function,  and  the  Speaker  is  presumed  to  have  arranged 
the  talent  of  the  House  in  reference  to  those  laws.  For 
the  people  of  my  own  State  I  only  ask  a  fair  trial,  and  in 
the  usual  way.  Give  them  these,  and  those  fearful  ex- 
citements, of  which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  has 
spoken,  will  be  at  onee  subdued  into  acquiescence  in 
the  decision,  whether  friendly  or  adverse  to  their  claims. 
But  should  this  House,  to  whom  the  appeal,  in  a  gen- 
erous  confidence,  has  been  made,  blunder  in  the  dark 
upon  a  wrong  and  unusual  course,  snd  ultimately  decide 
against  them,  we  may  then  look  for  agitations,  sccompa- 
nied  with  more  frightful  violence  than  the  gentleman  has 
imagined. 

I  flatter  myself  that  it  is  apparent  to  all,  that  now  is 
the  most  propitious  time  to  settle  this  unhappy  contro- 
versy. I  imagine  all  will  agree  that  it  is  competent  for 
this  House  to  settle  it.  I  entreat  gentlemen  not  to  think 
of  leaving  the  question  open.  I  appeal  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia,  whether  he  could  take  pleasure  in 
teeing  three  sovereign  SUtes  prostrate  before  the  judi- 
cial tribunals,  asking  of  your  courts  to  determine  whether 
tbe^'  were  SUtes!  or,  ifsStates,  whether  they  had  any 
temtory,  and  how  much!  Sir,  unbounded  as  my  confi- 
dence has  been,  and  is,  in  the  federal  courts,  for  their 
Mkes,  as  well  as  the  country,  I  do  not  wish  to  see  ques- 
tions which  agitate  great  political  communities  brought 
frequently  before  them  for  decision.  To  avoid  this,  and 
to  put  forever  beyond  the  power  of  contest  this  cause  of 
discord  and  disunion,  I  entreat  the  House  to  send  this 
subject  to  the  only  committee  competent  to  analyze  and 
present  in  a  connected  view  all  the  questions  that  cluster 
round  it|  and,  with  such  a  report,  I  do  not  permit  myself 
to  doubt  but  the  House  will  come  to  a  conclusion  as  satis- 
factory to,  as  it  will  be  obligatory  upon,  all  concerned. 

Mr.  HOWARD  said,  understanding  it  to  be  the  wish 
of  the  gentlemen  from  Ohio  to  get  a  vote  on  their  mo- 
tion for  a  reference  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
he  would  not  impede  that  wish,  though  he  should  him- 
self vote  against  it.  He  hoped  it  would  be  sent  to  the 
Territorial  Committee,  believing,  as  he  did,  that  to  be 
the  proper  coarse.  The  delegation  from  Ohio  were 
said  to  be  unaifimoos  on  this  question;  and  if  the 
House  should  consent  to  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  that  State,  [Mr.HAinm,]  it  would  perhaps  cre- 
ate distrust  in  the  minds  of  the  peopje  of  Miohigan. 
Besides,  Mr.  H.  contended,  this  was  not  a  judiciid  ques- 
tion. It  was  a  question  of  expediency,  entirely  out  of 
the  consideration  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  There 
was  no  point  of  legality  involved  in  it.  He  should  vote 
against  that  reference;  but,  for  the  purpose  of  accom- 


modating the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  would,  for  the  pre- 
sent, waive  his  motion  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on  the  Territories,  pledging  himself  to  renew  it, 
should  the  House  reject,  as  he  noped  it  would,  the  mo- 
tion to  refer  the  subject  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS,  of  Illinois,  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
naysf  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  again  advocated 
the  question  before  the  House,  that  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  was  the  only  proper  tribunal  to  which  this 
subject  should  be  sent. 

Mr.  H.  EVERETT  hoped  that  both  questions,  that  of 
the  Ohio  boundary  line  and  the  Michigan  constitution, 
would  be  sent  to  the  same  committeei  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  one  question  necessarily  embraced  the 
other.  If  the  question  of  boundary  was  the  only 
one,  he  would  have  no  objection  to  send  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Territories;  but  the  other  involved  mat- 
ters purely  of  a  legal  character,  and  of  itself  would  go* 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  fiein^  of  opinion  that  both 
should  go  to  the  same  committee,  he  should  vote  in  favor 
of  the  motion  then  before  the  House,  to  send  the  whole 
subject  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  this  motion,  and  de- 
cided as  follows:  Yeas  113,  nays  77: 

YxAs^Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allen,  Ashley, 
Bailey,  Beardsley,  Bell,  Bond,  Boon,  Boyd,  Briggs, 
Bunch,  John  Calhoon,  W.  B.  Calhoun,  Campbell,  Carr, 
Carter,  Casey,  Chaney,  Childs,  Claiborne,  Clark,  Cleve-^ 
land.  Coles,  Connor,  Cor  win,  Craig,  Crane,  Darling- 
ton, Davts,  Deberry,  Denny,  Evans,  Everett,  Farlin, 
Forester,  French,  Pbilo  C.  Fuller,  Rice  Garland,  Gra- 
ham, Granger,  Graves,  Grayson,  Grennell,  Griffin,  Hi- 
land  .Hall,  Hamer,  Hammond,  Hannegan,  Hard,  Hardin, 
Harlan,  Harper,  Haxeltine,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Howell,  Hub* 
ley.  Hunt,  Huntsman,  Janes,  Jarvis,  Cave  Johnson, 
Henry  Johnson,  Benjamin  Jones,  Kennon,  Kilgore^ 
Rinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane,  Lansing,  Lawrence,  Lay, 
Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Lucas,  Samson  Mason,  Maury, 
May,  McCarty,  McKennan,  McLene,  Mercer,  Milligan, 
Morris,  Muhlenberg,  Page,  Parker,  Patterson,  Petti- 
grew,  Phillips,  Pinckney,  Reed,  Rencher,  John  Reyn- 
olds, Russell,  Wm.  B.  Shepard,  A.  H.  Shepperd, 
Shields,  Slade,  Sloane,  Spangler,  Standefer,  Storer, 
Taliaferro,  John  Thomson,  W.  Thompson,  Underwood, 
Vinton,  Webster,  Whittlesey,  L.  Williams,  S.  Williams, 
Wise— 113. 

NATS^Messrs.  Adams,  Anthony,  Barton,  Beale, 
Bean,  Beaumont,  Bovee,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Burns, 
Cambreleng,  Chapnoan,  Chapin,  Coffee,  Cramer,  Cush* 
man,  Dickerson,  Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Efner,  Fair- 
field, Fowler,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith  James  Gar*' 
land,  Gillet,  Glascock,  Haley,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  AW 
bert  G«  Harrison,  Haynes,  Henderson,  Holsev,  Hopkins^ 
Howard,  Huntington,  Ingham,  Wm.  Jackson,  Jsbes 
Jackson,  Joseph  Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Judson,  La-' 
porte,  Lawler,  J.  Lee,  Leonard  Loyall,  Lyon,  Abijah 
Mann,  Job  Mann,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  Moses  Mason, 
McKeon,  McKim,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Oweni# 
Parks,  Franklin  Pierce,  D.  J.  Pearce,  Phelps,  Josepli 
Reynolds,  Rogers,  Schenck,  Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,' 
Taylor,  Toucey, Towns,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel,  Wegener, 
Ward,  Weeks— rr. 

So  the  message  of  the  Preaident  of  the  Upited  Statesb 
and  the  accompanying  documents,  were  referred  to  tho 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  HOWARD  expressed  his  hope  that  the  House 
would  then  take  up  the  motion  to  reconsider  the  refer- 
ence of  the  papers  on  the  northern  boundary  line  of 
Ohio  to  a  select  committee,  and  he  moved  a  suspension 
of  the  rules  for  that  purpose.  The  rules  were  suspend* 
ed:  Ayes  134,  noes  not  counted. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


!^091 


GALES  &  SEATON'S   REGISTER 


2092 


H.  OF  R.] 


Consiilution  of  Michigan, 


[Dbc.  28, 1835. 


Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  inquired  what  would  be  the  effect 
if  the  motion  to  reconsider  prevailed  ? 

The  CHAIR  said  it  would  place  the  subject  in  posses- 
sion of  the  House,  precisely  as  if  no  reference  had  ever 
been  made. 
.  Mr.  BOND,  of  Ohio,  said  that,  in  comnion  with  alt  his 
colieag^ues,  he  felt  a  peculiar  desire  that  the  motion 
now  under  consideration  mig^ht  prevail.  T  will  not 
(said  Mr.  B.)  attempt  to  disguise  the  Tact  that  I  cherish 
a  deep  and  abiding  interest  in  the  result.  The  subject 
which  g^ves  rise  to  this  motion,  sir,  is  one  of  universal 
%nd  intense  interest  in  Ohio,  and  the  remark  made  the 
other  day  by  one  of  my  colleagues,  expressive  of  the 
imanimity  of  our  entire  delegation  in  Congress,  is  equal- 
ly true  as  to  the  whole  population  of  our  State.  No 
■flatter  what  is  or  may  have  been  the  difference  of  opin- 
ion among  us,  touching  many  of  the  great  questions 
which  occasionally  excite  and  agitate  this  nation,  I  take 
leave  to  say,  sir,  that  the  people  of  Ohio,  in  relation  to 
the  subject-matter  of  the  President's  message  now  un- 
der consideration,  believing  it  to  affect  their  sovereign- 
ty, are  one  and  undivided.  It  must  therefore  be  man- 
ifest to  the  House,  that  a  subject  which  so  suddenly 
unites  both  sections  of  two  great  parties,  holding  gen- 
erally adverse  opinions,  must  possess  more  than  ordinary 
influence. 

I  appeal,  then,  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  to  the 
House,  if,  in  disposing  of  this  motion,  great  care  should 
not  be  taken  to  impress  all  the  parties  in  interest  with 
a  conviction  that  the  utmost  fairness  and  impartiality 
have  marked  our  deliberations  and  proceedings  in  re- 
gard to  it.  If  it  should  appear  that  the  question  has 
been  prejudged,  or  committed  to  a  tribunal  any  member 
of  which  has  already  decided  it,  it  is  absolutely  certain 
that  you  will  fail  in  reconciling  the  losing  party  to  your 
judgment,  although  its  propriety  and  justice  may  be 
susceptible  of  easy  demonstration.  It  is  admitted  to  be 
most  desirable  to  convince  all  the  parties  in  a  contro- 
versy, that  they  stand  upon  an  equality  before  their 
triers.  If  they  believe  in  the  impartiality  of  the  tribu- 
nal, they  are  the  more  ready  to  abide  the  judgment, 
though  adverse  to  their  wishes.  But  if  a  contrary  im- 
pression is  created,  you  can  never  appease  those  against 
whom  you  decide,  and  thus  will  defeat  one  of  the  great 
ends  of  government. 

I  have  been  induced  to  make  thes*  suggestions,  Mr. 
Speaker,  because  of  the  ascertained  and  deliberate 
Judgment  and  decision  of  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  select  committee  to  whom  this  subject  has  been  re- 
ferred. I  beg  the  worthy  gentleman  to  pardon  me  in 
making  this  allusion  to  him.  I  assure  him  it  is  not  done 
in  any  spirit  of  unkindness,  nor  from  the  slightest  motive 
of  disrespect.  I  have  been  an  observer  of  a  part  of  the 
long  and  distingtiished  public  career  of  that  gentleman, 
and  have  seen  in  it  much  to  approve,  and  nothing  that 
would  occasion  me,  knowingly,  to  wound  his  feelingps. 
I  do  not  complain,  sir,  because  the  gentleman  has  ex- 
alnined  the  subject,  nor  because  he  has  made  up  and 
publicly  expressed  an  opinion  against  us.  All  this  he 
had  an  unquestionable  right  to  do,  and,  indeed,  I  be- 
lieve was'  probably  constrained  to  examine  the  subieet 
from  his  official  station  in  this  House  at  a  former  session. 
But  a  high  and  solemn  sense  of  duty  enjoins  it  on  me  to 
say  that,  having  done  these  things,  the  worthy  gentle- 
man is  not  an  impartial  trier,  and  that  it  would  be  but 
ifiockery  to  send  this  subject  to  him,  under  the  pretence 
of -his  now  investigating  it,  and  reporting  the  result  to 
this  House.  Sir,  we  already  know  his  opinions  and  his 
judgment  upon  this  matter;  and  I  assimilate  the  case  to 
that  of  a  juror  who,  having  once  sat  in  a  cause,  is  dls- 
quafified  from  being  placed  on  the  venire  in  any  subse- 
quent trial  of  the  same  matter. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  an  entire  stranger  to  Uie  opinions 


of  all  the  other  gentlemen  named  on  this  committee.  I 
am  not  sure  that  I  have  the  honor  of  an  acquaintance 
with  any  of  them,  but  hope  to  have  before  our  session 
closes.  But,  in  pressing  this  motion,  sir,  it  is  due  from 
me  to  say  to  them  all,  as  I  have  already  said  to  their 
chairman,  and  I  do  it  with  great  pleasure,  that  it  is  far 
from  my  wish  to  offer  the  committee,  collectively  or  in- 
dividually, the  slightest  disrespect.  An  earnest  desire, 
asynu  will  recollect,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  felt  and  expreas- 
ed  by  myself  to  you,  in  person,  that  this  committee 
should  not  be  named  until  this  motion,  which  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  [Mr.  Howavd]  had  then  given 
notice  he  would  make,  should  be  disposed  of.  In  tiiis 
request,  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  to  whom  I  hsve 
alluded,  was  kind  enough  to  unite.  I  regp*et,  sir,  thst 
your  imperative  sense  of  duty  prevented  a  compliance 
with  our  request.  No  doubt  the  Chair  was  right;  but 
could  I  have  been  indulged,  I  should  have  been  relieved 
from  performing  this  day  what  cannot  but  be  esteemed 
a  delicate  and  unpleasant  duty. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  the  reconsideration  of  this 
motion  on  other  grounds,  which  I  esteem  eoually 
strong,  and  which  happily  involve  no  question  of  fastid- 
ious delicacy. 

There  are  questions  of  high  legal  import  involved  in 
this  dispute — matters  for  judicial  inquiry.  It  is  unne- 
cessary now  to  press  them.  The  construction,  too,  and 
legal  interpretation  of  several  acts  of  Congress,  and  of 
what,  on  a  former  occasion,  was  justly  termed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  the  «  matchless  and  ir- 
repeafable  ordinance  of  1787,"  all  necessarily  attend  this 
investigation. 

If,  indeed,  as  has  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from 
Vermont,  [Mr.  Evkrctt,]  there  are  mixed  questions  of 
law  and  fact,  coupled  also  with  those  of  expediency,  still 
greater  is  the  necessity  for  having  a  trained  legfal  mind 
to  separate  and  decide  them.  By  our  rules  we  have  a 
standing  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  composed,  as  it  is 
presumed  to  be,  of  gentlemen  eminent  for  their  legal 
acquirements,  and  who  may  be  said  to  be  the  legal  ad- 
visers and  counsellors  of  this  House.  It  is  to  this  com- 
mittee, sir,  that  we  should  look  for  the  investigation  snd 
determination  of  such  questions  as  I  have  stated  to  be 
involved  in  this  subject;  and  admitting  thai  there  are 
gentlemen  of  eminent  legal  ac^iirements  on  the  select 
committee,  and  I  am  far  from  disputing  it,  still  it  would 
he  productive  of  great  confusion  and  irregularity  to 
vary  from  what  is,  or  ought  to  be,  the  settled  practice 
of  the  House. 

ft  is  wrong  to  commit  legal  or  judicial  inquiries  to  sny 
other  than  our  standing  committee  on  such  subjects.  It 
would  be  an  encroachment  on  the  province  of  that 
committee,  and  ought  not  to  be  indulged  in  for  slight 
causes. 

Before  taking  my  seat,  sir,  I  must  be  permitted  to  allude 
to  a  remark  thrown  out  by  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land, [Mr.  HowASD,]  at  whose  hands  I  have  already  re- 
ceived too  much  kindness  to  suppose  he  would  know- 
ingly press  a  fallacious  argument  against  us. 

In  discussing  a  matter  nearly  connected  with  this  now 
under  consideration,  my  friend  from  Maryland  thought 
that  the  House  oiiglu  not  to  refer  it  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  since  it  was  known  to  be  the  unanimous  wish 
of  the  delegation  from  Ohio  that  it  should  be  so  done, 
as  it  might  therefore  be  charged  that  there  was  partiali- 
ty, or  an  undue  influence,  by  our  undivided  front.  Now, 
so  far  firom  this  being  a  juilt  inference  from  such  prem- 
ises, I  would  ask  if  something  is  not  fairly  due  to  the 
joint  request  of  any  delegation,  great  or  amall,  where  it 
is  respectfully  made^  But  still  greater  is  the  propriety 
of  complying  with  such  request,  where  it  is  in  itself 
reasonable;  and,  above  all,  where  the  committee  to 
whom  they  ask  a  subject  to  be  sent  is  impartial  and  un- 
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committed,  and  the  matter  fully  within  iti  appropriate 
sphere  of  inquiry. 

We  know,  sir,  that  «in  union  there  ia  strength;"  and 
I  should  be  very  sorry  that  a  virtue  which  is  so  essential 
to  the  duration  of  all  our  institutions  stiould  be  urg^ed 
against  us  as  impairing  our  rights.  But  I  most  fondly 
cherish  the  hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  motion  to  re- 
consider will  receive  the  kind  indulgence  of  the  House. 
Mr.  ADAMS  rose  and  said:  I  have  very  little  to  say 
against  the  reconsideration  of  this  question;  for,  if  it  is 
the  opinion  of  the  House  that  it  ought  to  reconsidered 
and  referred  to  another  committee,  it  will  certainly  re- 
lieve me  and  my  colleagues  from  an  exceedingly  labori- 
ous and  painful  duty.  But,  sir,  the  objection  which  has 
been  made  by  the  member  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Bonn,] 
against  the  confidance  of  this  duty  into  the  hands  of  this 
committee,  is  one  which  seems  to  require  of  me  some 
reply. 

It  is,  indeed,  very  true  that  at  the  last  session  of 
Congress,  entirely  without  any  foreknowledge  of  mine, 
either  of  the  proposition  or  of  the  merits  of  this  ques- 
tion, a  bill  from  the  Senate,  establishing  the  boundary 
line  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  and,  1  believe  alao,  of  the 
States  of  Indiana  and  Illinois,  came  to  this  House,  and 
was  referred  to  a  select  committee,  of  which  it  was  the 
pleasure  of  the  Speaker  to  appoint  me  chairman.  It  la 
Ulso  true  that  the  committee  consisted  then  of  seven 
members;  six  of  whom  concurred  that  the  State  of  Ohio 
bad  no  right  whataoever  to  the  boundaries  contested  for 
by  her;  that  six  out  of  the  seven  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Territory  of  Michigan  wasentiiled,  by  every  law,  human 
and  divine,  to  the  boundary  which  she  claimed.  Six 
out  of  seven! 

Sir,  since  that  time,  transactions  of  great  moment  to 
the  peace  and  welfare  of  thia  Union  have  occurred.  The 
State  of  Ohio,  by  her  legislative  and  executive  author- 
ities, has  gone  on  to  settle  this  question  by  main  force. 
Armies  have  been  arrayed  by  the  State  of  Ohio,  to  set- 
tle this  question  by  force;  and  that  those  armies  have  not 
been  met  bv  the  adverse  and  hostile  armies  of  the  other 
party,  had  been  more  owing,  probably,  to  the  discretion 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  than  to  the  discre- 
tion  of  either  of  the  parties  to  this  controversy.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  peace  having  been  preserved 
between  the  two  parties,  (if  my  friend  from  Ohio  will 
permit  me  to  consider  the  Territory  of  Michigan  as  a 
party  to  this  matter,  however  the  State  of  Ohio  may 
deny  that  she  is  so,}  peace,  I  say,  having  been  preserved, 
at  the  commencement  of  this  session  the  President  of  the 
United  States  transmitted  to  Congress  two  messages;  the 
one  containing  the  constitution  of  the  Slate  of  Michigan, 
formed  by  the  people  of  that  SUte,  as  they  conceived, 
conformably  to  the  rights  secured  to  them  as  citizens  of 
the  United  SUtes  b>  tlie  constitution  of  the  United 
States;  and  upon  tliat  constitution,  formed  with  a 
boundary  line  given  to  that  Territory  by  an  set  of  Con- 
gress of  the  year  1805,  under  the  irrepealable  ordinance 
of  1787,  conatituting  the  same  identical  boundaries,  the 
President  of  the  United  SUtes  had  sent  a  message.  The 
Representative  of  that  State  had  presented  himself  here, 
and,  under  the  claim  of  rights  secured  to  him  by  the 
constitution,  as  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  be  claimed 
a  seat  here.  In  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
two  Senators,  elected  upon  the  same  p^nciplcs,  and 
under  the  same  claim  or  right,  have  presented  them- 
selves for  admission  to  that  body.  Sir,  to  my  regret, 
(and  I  speak  only  of  what  occurred  in  this  body,)  the 
Representative  of  the  State  of  Michigan  has  not  yet 
been  admitted  upon  your  floor,  not  even  as  a  common 
spectator. 

Sir,  it  becomes  my  duty  to  be  perfectly  explicit  upon 
this  subject.  I  pretend  to  no  such  thing  as  impartiality 
between  the  two  parties}  and  if  the  sentiment  of  parti- 


ality, or  the  sentiment  of  justice,  which  I  believe  belongs 
to  one  of  them,  is  to  disqualify  me  ss  a  member  of  this 
committee,  I  ask  the  House  how  they  will  qualify  the 
twenty-nine  members  of  this  House,  several  of  whom 
have  shown  such  deep  feeling  in  this  controversy^ 
Theirs  is  not  a  question  of  partiality,  but  of  the  highest 
and  deepest  interest;  a  matter  upon  which,  while  on  aU 
other  subjects  they  differ  as  widely  as  the  poles,  they 
have  told  you  that  they  are  all  united  as  one  man.  Yes, 
sir,  nineteen  members  from  Ohio,  seven  from  Indiana, 
and  three  from  Illinois,  are  all  united  as  one  man.  And 
why^  Sir,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  consider  them  all  as  men 
with  a  sense  of  justice  at  their  hearts  as  full  and  entire 
as  my  own;  but  upon  this  question  they  are  interested. 
This  is  not  a  question  of  partiality  or  impsrtiality  with 
them;  they  csnnot  but  have  an  opinion  different  from 
that  which  otiiers  entertain.  With  them,  it  is  a  question 
of  interest,  not  of  right,  upon  which  they  and  their  fel- 
low-citizens held  their  arms  in  their  handa  to  shed  tho 
blood  of  their  fellow-citizens,  and  to  sustain  their  rights, 
with  the  same  unanimity  with  which  the^  come  here  to 
speak,  and  sustain,  and  vote,  for  that  interest.  And> 
sir,  because  a  member  of  the  House,  having  no  inte- 
rest under  heaven  in  this  issue,  not  considering  it  as  f 
measure  of  interest,  but  as  a  question  of  right  and  wrong; 
bad  heretofore,  in  the  diacharge  of  his  duty  to  the 
House  and  the  country,  expressed  an  opinion  that  they 
have  nothing  but  power,  and  no  right  on  their  side- 
when  the  subject  comes  here  to  go  to  a  committee,  not 
to  decide,  but  merely  to  give  counsel  and  advice-*they 
get  up  and  tell  you  that  the  member  is  disqualified.  Sir, 
I  cannot  help  admiring  the  sense  of  justice  which  enables 
these  «['entlemen  to  disqualify  a  member  because  he  had 
an  opmion  not  suited  to  their  Interests;  and  then  to 
vote,  twenty-nine  of  them,  one  aAer  another,  upon 
every  question  connected  with  this  case. 

Sir,  1  will  say  one  word  more.  There  are  twenty- 
nine  members  on  the  one  side,  exercising  the  right  to 
speak  and  to  vote,  and  all  of  whom  represent  States 
which  are  directly  interested  in  the  question.  On  the 
other  side,  I  look  around,  and  I  see  only  a  single  indi- 
vidual representing  the  Territory  of  Michigan.  I  have 
no  doubt  he  is  fully  qualified  to  sustam  the  rights  of  his 
Territory  upon  this  floor  by  all  the  power  of  speech 
which  has  been  displayed  by  the  adversaries  of  Michigan, 
but  he  has  no  vote;  and  I  believe,  in  the  general  esti- 
mation of  us  all,  a  vote  here  is  worth  more  than  a  speech, 
be  the  speech  from  whom  it  will. 

Sir,  one  word  more.  I  am  afraid  that,  besides  the 
twenty-nine  votes  depending  here  upon  the  issue  of  these 
questions,  there  are  thirty-five  votes  of  another  descrip- 
tion, which  may  unfortunately  have  more  influence  than 
tliey  ought  to  have  in  the  final  decision  of  this  subject  in 
another  place.  But,  sir,  I  have  said  it  is  my  duty  to  be 
fair  and  explicit.  1  offered  the  resolution,  referring 
these  pspers  to  a  select  committee,  not  on  my  own  in- 
clination, fur  no  public  duty  that  I  ever  discharged  could 
come  more  ungraciously  to  me,  but  at  the  request  of 
these  gentlemen  who  are  here  knocking  at  your  door, 
claiming  to  be  Representatives  like  yourselves,  and  whom 
you  have  not  yet  admitted.  I  was  well  aware  of  the  ob- 
jection that  could  be  taken  to  my  having  any  concern 
with  this  matter,  other  than  that  of  voting  upon  it  when 
the  yeas  and  nays  were  called  upon  any  question  in  rela- 
tion to  it,  on  the  ground  that  I  had  formed  an  opinion. 
But,  really,  when  I  considered  the  alternative  part  of  the 
proposition,  the  number  of  votes  upon  the  one  side,  with* 
the  solitary  voice  on  the  other,  I  thought  1  was  not 
justified  in  refusing  the  request. 

For  what  was  it?  1  have  said  the  subject  was  not  to 
be  decided  by,  but  merely  referred  to,  a  committee,  the 
duty  of  whose  chairman  would  be  to  present  a  report  to 
this  House  for  its  consideration^  which  should  present 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2095 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


2096 


H.  OF  R.] 


Conttituiton  of  Miehtgan, 


[Dec.  38,  18S5. 


the  whole  merits  or  this  question  before  the  House; 
which  has  not  yet  been  done. 

The  report  of  the  committee  of  the  Senate  simply  de- 
clares that  the  committee  had  no  doubt  of  the  right  of 
Congress  to  settle  the  disputed  boundary  conformably 
to  the  claim  of  Ohio.  That  report  I  think  I  have  seen 
qualified  in  one  of  the  official  documents  from  the  State 
of  Ohio,  as  a  very  able  report— yes,  sir,  and  this  great 
ability  consisted  m  a  simple  declaration  that  the  commit- 
tee had  no  doubt  of  the  power  of  Congress,  to  settle 
the  boundary;  but  not  one  iota  of  argument,  nor  one 
single  allusion  to  any  question  of  right  between  the  par- 
ties, did  it  contain.  Upon  that  report  the  Senate  did 
pass  a  bill,  which,  when  it  came  to  us,  was  referred  to  a 
select  committee  of  this  House,  of  which  I  was  appointed 
chairman.  After  hearing  the  parties  on  both  sides,  day 
after  day,  for  a  week;  after  hearing  an  able  argument 
from  one  of  the  most  intelligent  members  of  the  Ohio 
detection  on  the  one  side,  and  from  the  delegate  of  the 
Territory  of  Michigan  on  the  other,  the  committee  came 
to  the  conclusion,  which  it  then  stated  to  the  House,  that 
the  bill  ought  not  to  pass.  They  made  no  report,  be- 
cause there  was  no  time  to  draw  it  up.  Upon  that  ex- 
pression of  opinion  a  discussion  arose  in  the  House,  to- 
wards  the  close  of  the  session,  when  I  gave  my  views 
upon  the  question  generally.  Now,  sir,  when  those 
gentlemen  came  to  me,  and  asked  me  to  move  the  refer- 
ence of  the  two  messages  to  a  select  committee,  I  told 
them  that  I  would  move  the  reference  of  one  subject 
(that  of  the  boundary)  to  a  select  committee,  and  said 
that,  for  the  full  establishment  of  justice  between  the 
parties,  I  thought  it  was  proper  that  the  two  messages 
should  be  referred  to  two  distinct  committees.  If  they 
concurred,  the  decision  would  be  more '  harmonious; 
and  if  they  differed,  every  thing  then  would  be  said  on 
both  sides  of  the  question.  I  therefore  moved  to  refer 
the  one  to  a  select  committee,  leaving  the  other  to  lake 
such  direction  as  the  House  should  think  proper. 

Sir,  I  have  stated  to  the  House  the  course  of  my  pro- 
ceedings, and  the  character  of  my  motives.  I  have  been 
explicit — there  is  no  doubt  upon  my  cipinion.  I  have 
nothing  more  to  say.  The  House  will  decide  as  they 
shall  think  fit  and  consistent  with  justice.  I  shall  feel 
myself  relieved  from  one  of  the  most  painful  public  da 
ties  I  have  ever  performed,  if  they  should  transfer  the 
duties  to  be  performed  by  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee  to  the  chairman  of  some  other  committee  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  STORER,  of  Ohio,  said:  It  is 'with  great  pain, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  feel  compelled  to  object  to  the  ref- 
erence of  the  question  under  debate  to  the  select  com- 
mittee, and  of  which  the  honorable  and  venerable  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  is  the  chairman.  If,  sir,  in 
the  course  of  my  remarks,  he  should  regard  any  senti- 
ment I  might  utter  as  severe,  I  beg  him  to  impute  the 
necessity  under  which  1  am  placed  as  a  sufficient  apology. 
Between  that  gentleman  and  myself  there  ought  to  be 
but  the  kindest  feelings.  In  days  that  have  gone  by  I 
have  sustained  him,  bir,  when  few  cried  **  God  bless 
him!"  and  since  that  period,  in  every  vicissitude  of  his 
eventful  life,  I  have  marked  with  intense  interest  his 
career.  It  is  not  when  I  object  to  his  supervision  over 
the  interest  of  Ohio  tliat  I  would,  in  the  must  remote 
degree,  question  his  high  qualifications  to  discharge  his 
duties,  wherever  and  whenever  he  may  be  called  on  to 
exert  his  great  mind;  but,  sir,  I  wish  that  the  sun  of  his 
fame  should  set  in  splendor:  that,  in  the  decline  of  his 
memorable  life,  no  clouds  or  darkness  should  rest 
upon  it. 

My  colleague,  to  whom  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts has  just  replied,  very  properly  excepted  to  the 
propriety  of  the  reference,  as  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee  had  already  expressed  his  opinions  in  strong  I 


and  decided  terms.  The  reasons  he  has  urged  I  do  not 
consider  have  been  answered,  and  I  regard  them  as  un- 
answerable. 

-It  is  said,  sir,  that  there  is  no  delicacy  on  our  part  to 
act  as  triers  of  this  question,  though  we  object  to  the 
chairman  of  the  special  committee,  as  having  already 
decided  against  us.  Suppose  for  a  moment  that  the 
analogy  between  the  cases  was  perfect,  what  does  it 
prove?  Why,  sir,  that  llie  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts excuses  one  act  of  indelicacy  by  the  exhibition  of 
another.  This,  sir,  is  not  a  sound  mode  of  reasoning, 
as  it  admits  the  weakness  of  the  one  position,  while  it 
would  expose  that  of  the  other.  But  there  is  a  most 
palpable  distinction  between  the  4wo  cases.  Although 
the  delegation  of  Ohio  will  pass  upon  the  question  by 
their  votes,  they  have  not  asked  to  prepare  the  case,  to 
find  the  indictment  upon  which  the  whole  matter  mu^t 
be  tried.  If  any  one  of  my  colleagues  should  have 
sought  the  reference  of  the  President's  message  to  a 
committee  of  which  he  was,  or  would  by  courtesy  be, 
the  chairman,  then  t!ie  cases  alluded  to  would  have  been 
apposite.  As  we  now  stand,  sir,  the  parallel  does  not 
hold,  and  the  attempted  display  of  wit  is  gratuitous. 

We  wish,  sir,  that  the  committee  who  are  to  act  as  tlie 
grand  inquest  in  this  whole  matter,  who  are  to  prepare 
the  issue  we  are  to  try,  and  in  which  such  important 
interests  are  involved,  should  be  without  bias,  uncom- 
mitted, impartial.  Their  report,  for  g<Kxl  or  for  ill, 
must  have  an  influence  upon  the  question.  It  will  be 
published  and  read  long  before  the  ultimate  principles  it 
involves  are  decided,  and  long  before  its  effects  can  be 
counteracted;  for,  sir,  I  assume  it  as  true  that  ours  ip, 
in  a  most  interesting  sense,  a  Government  of  opiniun; 
and,  whatever  may  be  our  decisiona  here,  they  will  be 
judged  by  the  people  upon  their  own  view  of  the  case- 
Now,  the  report  of  a  committee  furnishing  all  the  facts 
upon  which  that  opinion  is  to  operate,  it  is  the  only  cri- 
terion by  which  our  acts  are  to  be  tested.  How  desira- 
ble, then,  is  it,  sir,  that  those  who  make  the  present- 
ment should  come  to  the  subject  untrammelled  by  pre- 
judice and  uncontrolled  by  feeling. 

If  such  is  the  result  in  ordinary  case?,  how  strongly 
does  the  argument  now  apply?  The  whole  force  of  a 
powerful,  clear,  and  cultivated  mind,  the  whole  force 
of  great  political  and  moral  character,  are  to  be  concen- 
trated upon  a  subject  which  it  is  admitted  has  been  al- 
ready prejudged.  Sir,  I  protest  against  the  occurrence 
of  such  a  contingency.  I  know  full  well  the  ability  with 
which  the  honorable  gentleman  will  prepare  his  report, 
and  I  know,  also,  the  avidity  with  which  tvcry  thing 
that  comes  from  his  pen  is  perused.  I  cannot,  therefore, 
consent  that  he  shsll  write  us  down,  in  the  threshold  of 
the  question,  as  he  hss  generally  done  all  his  antagonists. 
We  wish  to  be  heard,  before  the  blow  that  decides  our 
fate  is  struck,  and  courteously,  yet  firmly,  would  insist 
that  it  is  our  right,  as  we  know  it  is  our  duty,  to  chal- 
lenge for  favop,  if  necessary,  any  one  of  the  panel  wiio 
has  prejudged  the  cause.  I  would  appeal,  then,  to  the 
honorable  gentleman,  and  entreat  him,  when  there  is  so 
much  at  stake,  to  decline  his  opposition  to  the  reference, 
and  reserve  his  strength  for  the  final  struggle. 

The  honorable  gentleman  has  said  that  there  are 
twenty-nine  members  on  this  floor,  who  moved  in  solid 
column,  while  the  Government  of  Michigan  has  no  ad- 
vocate here.  Sir,  the  gentleman  does  himself  great  in- 
justice; for  I  am  satisfied,  without  any  disparagement  to 
any  representative  that  might  be  selected  to  protect  the 
rights  of  Michi^n,  they  could  not  be  more  ably,  zeal- 
ously, and  untiringly  sustained  than  they  have  been,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  will  be,  by  that  honorable  gentleman. 
There  is  no  fear,  then,  that  the  Territory  will  not  have 
the  most  paternal  care  exerted  in  her  behalf,  and  the 
most  commanding  eloquence  inroked  'm  her  defence. 
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It  was  said  by  the  gentletnan  from  Massachusetts,  that 
Ohio  kad  resorted  to  force,  and  that  even  blood  would 
have  been  shed  had  it  not  been  for  the  mediation  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  Sir,  the  picture  is  ex- 
agg^erated:  whatever  of  war,  or  rumors  of  war,  may  have 
been  heard  this  side  the  mountains,  our  peaceful  valley 
has  not  yet  been  disturbed  by  such  fanciful  conflicts.  In 
all  the  marchinf^s  and  countermarchingfs  of  an  armed 
force,  we  hold  that  Michigan  has  had  the  honor  of  the 
mefee  to  herself.  The  battle  ground  has  been  hers  only; 
and  if  there  has  been  a  conflict,  she  has  sought  it.  Sir, 
if  the  chronicles  of  the  times  have  exhibited  the  same 
facts  to  the  gentleman  that  they  have  to  me,  he  will  find 
tliat  the  acting  Governor  of  Michigan  has  been  on  the 
disputed  territory,  in  the  presence  of  his  troops;  and  I 
am  authorized  ta  assert,  also,  that,  in  March  last,  on 
his  requisition,  the  officer  comnianding  the  arsenal  at 
Detroit  issued  one  thousand  stand  of  muskets,  with  seven- 
ty-five thousand  ball  cartridges,  to  maintain,  as  was  said, 
the  ••  integrity  and  laws  of  Michigan."  Yes,  sir,  the  arms 
of  the  United  States  were  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executive  of  Michigan,  by  a  federal  officer,  to  be  used 
•gainst  the  people  of  Ohio.  Sir,  when  the  President 
was  advised  of  this  startling  fact,  he  instructed  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  to  direct  that  the  arms  and  ammunition 
should  be  returned  immediately,  and  intimated,  at  the 
same  time>  that  the  requisition  could  not  be  approved. 

It  gives  me  pleasure,  sir,  to  believe  that  the  President 
has  always  discountenanced  the  conduct  of  the  Execu« 
tive  of  Michigan,  and  that  he  has  exerted  himself  to 
quiet  the  difficulties  on  our  border.  He  has  appointed 
a  commission  of  intelligent  gentlemen,  who  repaired  to 
the  frontier,  and,  as  they  supposed,  in  good  faith,  had 
arranged,  for  a  time  at  least,  the  cause  of  contention. 
He  has  expressed  himself,  in  decided  terms,  that  our 
boundary  should  be  settled  before  the  admission  of 
Michigan  into  the  Union,  as  I  am  assured  by  the  letter 
of  my  honorable  predecessor  to  the  GoTernor  of  Ohio, 
heretofore  communicated  by  him  to  the  Legislature  of 
that  SUte.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman,  that  the  Presi- 
dent  has  exerted  himself  to  bring  about  an  amicable  set- 
tlement of  the  question;  and,  so  far  as  Ohio  Is  concerned, 
I  feel  constrained  to  say  she  has  acted  in  strict  accord- 
ance with  every  stipulation  she  has  made. 

Sir,  it  is  unjust  and  ungenerous  to  assail  Ohio  in  the 
manner  and  language  we  have  witnessed  upon  this  floor; 
and  he  is  her  recreant  son  who  will  not  cast  back  the 
reproach,  and  stand  forth  as  her  champion. 

I  had  hoped,  sir,  thst  the  remembrance  of  the  blood- 
less frays  upon  our  frontier  would  have  been  known 
only  in  the  border  Ules  of  the  West;  that  they  would 
not  have  received  form  and  substance,  too,  from  the 
plastic  hand  and  poetic  genius  of  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts.  But,  air,  I  am  mistaken.  The 
events  in  the  North westt  are  now  matter  of  history,  and 
will  descend  to  future  time  in  the  glowing  diction  of  him 
who  has  chronicled  them  in  this  day's  debate. 

Sir,  I  make  a  final  appeal  to  the  gentleman  from  Mss- 
•achusetts.  The  people  of  Ohio  have,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  given  liim  the  strongest  proofs  of  their 
regard,  and  they  still  cherish  for  the  memory  of  his  dis- 
tinguished ancestor  all  the  consideration  that  his  eminent 
services  in  their  behalf  so  justly  have  claimed.  Sir,  it 
cannot  be  unknown  to  this  House,  that,  during  the  ne- 
gotiation of  the  treaty  of  1783,  at  Versailles,  the  British 
minister  insisted  that  the  river  Ohio  should  be  the 
boundary  of  the  United  States^  and  it  was  while  thus 
narrowed  down  in  her  territory  that  her  borders  were 
not  only  extended,  but  finally  carried  to  the  lakes  and 
the  Mississippi,  by  the  uncompromising  firmness  and 
unconquered  vigilance  of  John  Adams. 

Sir,  we  cannot  forget  tke  past;  and  though  we  have 
witnessed  to-day  rovch  to  regret  and  much  to  disap- 
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prove,  still  I  trust  that  the  honorable  gentleman  will 
listen  to  my  appeal,  and  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the 
reference.  He  csnnot  forget  his  speech  in  February 
last,  on  this  floor,  when  he  covered  the  whole  ground 
of  the  present  controversy,  and  where  he  has  unaltera- 
bly committed  himself  against  Ohio— a  speech  that  hat 
been  this  morning  recognised  as  his  proper  offsprings 
and  all  its  leading  arguments  again  reiterated. 

Sir,  I  thank  the  House  for  their  indulgence,  and  close 
with  a  confident  hope  that  the  motion  to  reconsider  will 
prevail. 

Mr.  LANE  next  addressed  the  House,  in  reply  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  and  in  opposition  to  the 
reference  .to  a  select  committee.  He  was  in  favor  of 
sending  the  subject  to  the  Committeeon  the  Judiciary— 
a  committee  which  would  do  entire  justice  to  all  parties 
concerned. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  enter 
into  the  debate  on  this  motion;  but  the  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Adams]  impelled  him,  from  a  sense  of  duty,  to  throw 
himself  upon  the  attention  of  the  House.  Deeply  aa  be 
felt  on  this  subject,  he  would  endeavor  to  avoid  the  In- 
dulgence of  feeling  which  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  had  manifested. 
The  open  avowal  of  that  gentleman,  that  he  d  d  not 
pretend  to  be  impartial,  and  that  he  had  consented,  at 
the  instance  of  the  agents  of  the  Territory  of  Michigan, 
lAo  take  this  question  of  disputed  boundary  into  hia 
hands,  not  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  upon  it  according 
to  its  merits,  but  with  the  view  of  opposing  and  de- 
feating the  claim  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  brought  the 
House  directly  up  to  the  decision  of  the  question, 
whether  it  would  tolerate  and  sustain  the  gentleman  in 
that  attempt.  If  it  would,  he,  as  one  of  the  Represent- 
atives of  the  State  of  Ohio,  desired  to  know  it;  and 
the  sooner  that  information  went  to  the  people  and  Le- 
gislature of  the  State,  now  in  session,  the  better,  as  they 
would  then  know  what  sort  of  justice  to  expect  here. 
The  people  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  of  all  classes,  are  aa 
thoroughly  satisfied  of  the  justice  of  their  claim  as  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  is  of  its  Injustice.  And  a 
majority  of  the  people  of  that  State  were  firmly  persua- 
ded they  were  called  upon  to  sustain  the  dignity  and 
honor  of  the  State  against  the  repeated  and  unprovoked 
sK^essions  of  the  authorities  of  the  Territoiy  of  Michi- 
gan, during  the  past  season,  upon  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  State,  and  to  repel  by  force  their  lawless  acts  of  mil- 
itary violence. 

A  portion  of  the  community  had  used  their  endeavors 
to  persuade  the  people  to  stay  their  hand,  and  to  wait 
the  action  of  Congress  on  this  subject;  they  were  as- 
sured they  might  rely  on  the  justice  and  impartiality  of 
Congress.-  He  was  one  of  those  who  had  taken  that 
course;  and  he  stood  pledged  that,  whatever  might  be 
the  decision  here,  reliance  might  be  placed  on  the  jus- 
tice and  impartiality  of  this  body.  If,  when  the  inflam- 
matory speech  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
with  his  undisguised  avowal  of  his  intentions,  shall  go 
forth  to  the  people  of  Ohio,  alrearly  excited  and  smart- 
ing under  a  deep  sense  of  outrage  and  injustice,  the 
vote  of  this  House,  sustaining  him  in  his  attempt,  shall 
accompany  that  avowal,  there  can  be  no  mistaking  its 
eflTect  among  them.  They  are  not  in  a  temper,  sir, 
quietly  to  submit  to  a  disregard  here  of  even  the  ap- 
pearance of  justice  and  impartiality. 

The  gentleman,  sir,  discloses  the  fact  that  the  agents 
of  Michigan,  now  in  this  city,  solicited  him  to  take  this 
subject  into  his  charge,  and  that  he  promised  to  further 
their  designs  by  moving  a  select  committee,  of  which, 
by  the  courtesy  of  the  House,  he  would  be  made  the 
chairman,  and  that,  too,  with  a  settled  determination  to 
make  up  a  report  agsinst  the  State  of  Ohio.  I  beg  leave, 
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■r»  to  contrut  the  course  of  the  Agents  of  Michigan,  uid 
of  the  gentleman  from  MasMcBusettfi  with  that  hereto* 
lore  pursued  by  the  delegation  from  Ohio  in  the  co>iduct 
of  this  question.  The  Senate  of  the  United  States,  at 
each  sesMon  of  the  last  Congreas»  passed  a  bill  to  cooBrm 
the  boundary  of  Ohio.  It  so  happened  that  there  was  a 
member  from  the  State  of  Ohio  on  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  and  on  the  Committee  on  the  Territories. 
A  gentleman  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  not  now  a  member 
•f  this  House,  had  in  both  instances  moved  the  commit- 
ment of  the  bill  to  a  select  committee,  stating  to  the 
House,  as  hie  reason  for  bo  doing,  that  it  was  the  desire 
of  the  Ohio  delegatioA  that  the  committee  should  be 
eoropesed  wholly  from  States  baring  no  interest  in  the 
question  in  disputei  and  at  the  same  ViEoe  expreuing  a 
wish  that  he  might  not  be  named  as  chairman  of  the 
committee,  at  the  head  of  which  he  would  be  entitled  by 
courtesy  to  be  placed,  at  the  morer  of  the  order.  In 
both  HislaBcea,  the  committee  was  organised  according 
to  the  request  of  the  mover.  Now,  sir,  I  leave  the 
course  or  the  delegation  from  Ohio  to  speak  for  itself» 
when  contrasted  wiui  this  attempt  of  the  agents  of  Mich- 
igan  to  obtain  a  one-aded  report. 

«  The  gentleman  seemc  to  think  that,  because  the  mem- 
bers from  Ohio  may  vote  upon  this  question,  he»  as  the 
•vowed  partisan  of  Michigan,  may,  with  the  same  pro- 
priety, preside  ovet  the  committee  who  shall  report  the 
facts  and  law  to  the  House.  If  any  member  rrom  the 
State  of  Ohio  should  attempt  to  take  charge  of  the  ques-* 
tion  as  chairman  of  the  committect  or  to  thrust  himself 
into  the  committee  as  a  member  of  it,  then,  and  not  till 
then,  will  the  ianalogy  between  ns  and  the  gentleman's 
present  position  hold  good)  and  no  gentleman  can  deny 
tliAt  a  member  from  Oluo  might  not  be  placed  on  the 
committee  with  as  much  propriety  as  the  gentleman 
llrom  BfeMsachttsetts  can  be  permitted  to  retain  his  pbuse 
on  it. 

The  gentleman  has  informed  you,  and  his  statement  ia 
true,  that  at  the  kst  session  a'week  was  consumed  in 
debating  this  question  before  the  select  committee. 
The  statement  itself  must  satisfy  every  member  of  this 
body  of  the  impossibility  of  making  the  question,  in  all 
its  detail%  understood  in  the  House (  and  that,  in  coming 
tD  its  deosion,  it  must  re^  mainly  upon  the  industry, 
ittipsrlialily,  and  oautloua  scrutiny  of  the  committee.  A 
ri|^  undemtnnding  of  it  involves  the  neceasity  of  going 
back  to  the  very  foundation  of  the  legislative  and  politi- 

.  cat  history  of  the  western  country  i  of  entering  into  a 
comparison  of  the  early  and  modern  geography  of  the 
country,  end  the  tive  construction  of  a  OMoplioated 
aeriea  of  laws  and  ordinances,  througll  a  period  of  half  a 
century.  Ancient  and  modern  maps  must  be  examined. 
The  very  number  of  the  House  rendera  it  impracticable 
for  eaoh  member,  aa  the  debate  progresses,  to  obtain  a 
personal  inspection  and  expbmation  of  them,  while  the 
committeei  from  the  smallness  of  its  number,  can  sit 
down  find  go  through  all  the  details  and  facts  with  the 
caution  and  accuracy  of  which  the  proceedings  of  a 
judicial  tribunal  are  suseeptible*  To  commit  such  a  ques- 
tion, involving  rights  of  vital  importance  to  three  Sutes 
of  the  Union,  into  the  charge  of  one  who  has  already 
avowed  his  hostility  to  them,  is  worse  than  mockery. 

Again,  sir:  this  subject  is  brought  here  for  the  action 
of  the  House  upon  it.  I  cannot  forget  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Maasaehusetts,  at  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
declared  it  as  his  opinion  that  there  ought  to  be  no  action 
of  Congress  upon  this  subject}  and  yet,  sir,  strange  aa  it 
may  seem«  the  gentleman  comes  forward  and  proffers  to 
take  it  into  bia  charge,  while,  at  the  same  time,  he  gives 
us  ample  evidence  that  his  opinion  has  undergone  no 
change.  Now,  sir,  I  am  for  putting  it  in  the  charge  of 
these  who  will  bring  it  forward  for  the  action  and  de- 
cinoB  of  tha  Houio.    The  gentleman,  sir,  from  Maiaft- 


chusetts,  lias  disqualified  himself  from  taking  this  subject 
into  his  handf,  not'  only  by  his  declaration  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  action  upon  it,  but  also  by  his  course  last 
session,  when  it  was  under  hia  charj^.  A  speech  of  the 
gentleman,  made  at  the  last  session,  which  went  the 
rounds  of  the  country,  and  has  been  several  times  ref(>r- 
red  to  during  this  debate,  would  naturally  lead  all  who 
did  not  know  the  facts  to  suppose  the  bill,  then  under 
his  charge  as  chairman  of  the  committee,  had  been 
under  the  consideration  of  Congress  at  the  time  it  was 
delivered.  Not  so,  sir.  The  gentleman,  instead  of 
asking  the  commitment  of  the  bill  when  it  was  reported 
hack  from  the  select  committee,  or  taking  any  order  in 
reference  to  it,  left  it  where,  in  the  then  atate  of  busi. 
ness  in  the  House,  it  was  altogether  impossible  for  its 
friends  to  bring  it  beforo  the  House.  While  the  bill 
was  thus  situatedi  at  a  time  when  it  was  not  before  the 
House,  the  gentlenum  went  out  of  his  way,  and  beyond 
the  pale  of  the  rules  of  the  House,  to  assail  the  bill,  and 
to  pronounce  a  violent  phiKppic  against  it  and  the  States 
intereated  in  it.  It  was  impossible  to  make  any  reply 
to  the  assertions  then  made  by  the  gentleman,  both 
because  the  merits  of  so  complicated  a  subject  could 
not  be  gone  into  in  detail  when  the  bill  was  not  before 
the  House,  and  because  the  state  of  its  business  would 
not  justify  the  necessary  consumption  of  time  required 
to  enter  into  the  discussion. 

The  member  [Mr.  Butitet]  of  the  select  committee 
who,  as  has  been  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa* 
chusetts,  dissented  from  the  opinion  of  the  other  six, 
and  who  is  not  now  a  member  of  this  House,  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  would  not  be  drawn  into  the  discussion 
of  the  merits  of  the  bill  at  that  time;  but  that  whenever 
it  should  come  up  for  consideration,  he  was  prepared  to 
show  that  the  constroction  put  upon  the  ordinance  of 
1787,  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  was  wholly 
groundless  and  untenable.  That  {gentleman,  who,  for 
leifal  attainments,  has  no  superior  in  this  House  or  in 
this  nation,  gave  to  the  subject  in  all  its  detaik  the  fullest 
investigation,  which  brought  him  to  believe  in  the  jtistice 
of  the  chim  of  Ohio,  aa  firmlpr  aa  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  does  in  its  injustice. 

The  gentleman  from  Maasaehusetts  had  gone  out  of 
his  way  to  remark,  upon  the  roport  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  of  the  Senate  on  the  subject  of  the  Ohio 
boundary,  and  had  seen  fit  to  throw  out  an  intimation 
that  their  report  was  wanting  in  ability,  from  which  we 
aro  to  infer  it  is  not  entitled  to  our  respect.  Whether 
it  be  or  be  not  in  order  for  the  gentleman  from  Massa* 
chusetts  to  introduce  the  proceedings  of  that  body  into 
this  House,  be  (Mr.  V.)  would  not  undeHake  to  decide; 
but  he  would  state  what  he  knew  of  their  report,  and 
gentlemen  might  decide  for  themaelvea  how  far  their 
opinion  is  entitled  to  respect.  That  committee  was 
composed  of  gentlemen,  not  only  eminent  for  legal  ac- 
quirements, but  among  the  most  eminent  in  the  Statea 
from  which  they  came.  The  question  was  most  elabo- 
rately argued  before  that  committee.  Every  thing  thai 
could  be  said  in  fiivor  of  the  pretensions  of  Michigan 
was  said— the  opening  argument  for  Michigan  having 
occupied,  an  entire  day  and  a  half.  The  committee  gave 
the  most  scropolous  attention  to  every  thing  that  waa 
said,  and  investigated  the  subject  in  all  its  details  with 
the  most  cautious  scrotiny.  He  (Mr.  Y.)  was  able  to 
state  what  occurred  in  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  as 
he  wa«  deputed  by  the  delegation  from  Ohio  to  argue 
tlie  question  on  behalf  of  the  State  before  the  commit- 
tee—a duty  which  he  had  performed.  The  result  was, 
that  oemmtttee  came  to  the  unanimous  opinion  that  the 
State  of  Ohio  was  entitled  to  be  confirmed  in  her  claim, 
and  so  reported  to  the  Senate.  In  that  body  this  ques« 
tion  haa  been  twice  debated,  and  a  bill  to  confirm  tbe 
boundary  of  Ohio  has  been  twice  passed  by  a  vote  of 
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tomethinfl;  like  thirtjr  to  nine.  This  statement  of  ftcti, 
sir»  may  lead  oa  to  doubt  whether  tlie  cUim  of  Ohio  ia 
so  totally  groundleaa  aa  the  gentleman  firom  Maaiaebu^ 
aetts  aiaerta  it  to  bet  tnd  we  may  iuatly  entertain  some 
auspicion  of  the  aoundneaa  of  the  gentleman's  own 
opinion,  when  he  decfaures  that  Michigan  ia  entitled  to  the 
country  in  dispnte  •*  by  every  law»  human  and  divine.*' 
i«  Mr.  y.  said  that,  when  the  bill  eame  from  the  Senate 
to  the  House,  by  the  direction  of  the  delegation  from 
his  State,  he  had  argued  the  question  before  the  aelect 
committee  of  which  the  gentleman  from  Maanohuaetts 
was  chairman.  He  had  endeavored  to  diachaiige  his 
duty  to  his  SUte  faithfullyt  but  with  bow  little  success 
the  gentleman  haa  already  informed  the  House*  Mr.  V. 
said  that  he  did  not  know  that  his  colleagues  would  be 
disposed  again  to  devolve  upon  him  the  discharge  of  ao 
important  a  duty.  But  he  would  say  that,  after  what 
had  happened,  and  after  the  avowals  which  the  gentle* 
man  had  nude  to-day,  he  ahould  be  reatrained  by  aelf- 
respect  from  going  before  that  gentleman  to  argue  the 
question.  He  said  it  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  attempt  in 
a  court  of  justice  to  argue  a  question  which  the  judffe 
had  already  decidedt  but  in  a  case  like  the  present,  he 
would  not  submit  to  the  oppression  of  feeling  attendant 
upon  such  an  effort;  nor  would  lie,  under  exiating  cir- 
cumstances, argue  it  before  him,  out  of  respect  to  his 
SUte{  and  when  the  gentleman's  speech  shall  go  to 
Ohio,  he  doubted  not  but  the  united  voice  of  the  people 
and  of  the  Legislature  would  forbid  the  argument  of 
their  claim  before  him. 

Mr.  V.  said  the  opinion  had  been  expressed  from  dif- 
ferent sides  of  the  House,  that  the  two  questions  of  the 
ailmission  of  Michigan  with  the  boondariea  she  haa  as- 
sumed for  herself,  and  the  question  relating  to  the  boun- 
dary of  the  SUtea  of  Ohio»  Indiana,  and  lllinoia,  ourht 
to  be  referred  to  the  ssme  committee,  since  both  involve 
to  the  fullest  extent  the  question  of  boundary  in  dispute. 
The  House  having  already  decided  that  the  former  ahould 
go  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  there  seemed  to  be  a  pe- 
culiar fitness  that  the  latter  ahould  accompany  it.  And 
he  would  again  repeat,  in  conclusion,  that  the  latter  Ques- 
tion cannot  be  left  in  the  handa  of  the  gentleman  troro 
Massachusetts,  after  the  deekration  he  haa  nude  of  his 
motives,  without  marked  disrespect,  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  to  the  Statea  whose  rights  are  involved  in  the  ref- 
erence. 

The  question  was  then  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  on 
the  pencfing  motion,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  107 
to  79,  aa  follows: 

YsAS— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Bailey,  Bockee,  Bond, 
Boon,  Buchanan,  Bunch,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Campbell, 
Garter,  Casey,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Childs,  Clai- 
b<.rne,  Clark,  Connor,  Corwin,  Craig,  Crane,  Cuahing, 
Davis,  Dromgoole,  Efner,  Evans,  Bverett,  Farlin,  For- 
ester, Philo  C.  Fuller,  Jamea  Garland,  Rice  Garland, 
Graham,  Granger,  Graves,  Grayson,  Grennell,  Griffin, 
Jliland  Hall,  Hamer,  Hammond,  Hannegan,  Hardin, 
Harlan,  Harper,  Samuel  S.  Harriaon,  Hazeltine,  Hoar, 
Howard,  Howell,  Hubley,  Huntsman,  Janes,  Jarvis,  Henry 
Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judaon,  Ken- 
non,  Kilgore,  Kinnafd,  Klingenamith,  Lane,  Lawrence, 
Gideon  Lee,  Luke  Lea,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Martin,  Samson 
Maaon,  Maury,  May,  McCarty,  McKennan»  McKim,  Mc 
Lene,  Mercer,  Morris,  Psge,  Fatteraon,  Pettigrew,  Phil- 
lips, Pinckney,  Reed,  Kencher,  John  Reynolds,  Rogers, 
Russell,  Augustine  H.  Shepard,  William  B.  Shepperd, 
Shielda,  Slade,  Sloane,  Spangler,  Standefer,  Storer,  Tal- 
iaferro^ Thomas,  John  Thomson,  Waddy  Thompson, 
Toucey,  Underwood,  Vinton^  Webster,  Whittlesey, 
Lewis  Williams,  Wise— 107. 

Nats— Messrs.  Adams,  Ueman  Allen,  Anthony,  Ash- 
ley, Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley,  Beaumont,  Borden, 
Briggs,  Brown,  Bymim,  Cambrdeng,  John  Chambers, 


Cleveland,  Coffee,  Cushman,  Darlington,  Dcfeetnr,  Den- 
ny, Doubleday,  Fairfield,  Fowler,  French,  William  K. 
Fuller,  Galbraith,  Gillet,  Glascock,  Haley,  Joaeph  Hall, 
Haynea,  Henderson,  Hietter,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  Hunt, 
Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Joseph  Johnson,  Cavt  Johnson, 
Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Lay,  Joshua  Lee,  Leonard, 
Lincoln,  Lyon,  Job  Mann,  John  Y.  Maaon,  WilKam  Ma- 
son, Moses  Mason,  McComas,  Miller,  Montgomery, 
Morgan,  Muhlenberg,  Parker,  Parks^  Franklin  Pierce, 
Dutee  J.  Pearee,  Phelps,  Potts^  Robertson,  Bohenck, 
Sevmour,  Shinn,  Smith,  Spraguc,  Taylor,  Towns,  Tur- 
rill,  Vanderpoel,  Wegener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Weeks, 
Sherrod  Williams— 79. 

So  the  House  agreed  to  reconsider  the  vote  referring 
the  boundary  question  to  a  select  committee. 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  the  question  would  be  on  the 
original  motion,  to  refer  the  subject  to  a  aelect  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  ADAMS  withdrew  the  motion  of  reference  to* 
aelect  committee. 

Mr.  HAMER  moved  that  the  subject  b«  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciaryi  and  it  wai  agretd  to 
without  a  coont. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

TVXSDAT,  DXCIXBIX  39. 

Mr.  EiT  Mooai,  one  of  the  Representativea  from  New 
York,  appeared,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rule* 
of  the  House,  to  enable  such  committees  aa  were  ready 
to  do  so  to  report  billsf  but  the  motion  was  negatived 
without  a  diviaion. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  then  moved  to  suspend  the  rules 
so  far  as  to  allow  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to 
report  sundry  appropriation  bills;  but  this  motion  was 
also  negatived,  (two-thirds  of  the  number  of  membera 
present  being  required  to  sustain  it,}  by  the  vote  of  ayea 
50^  noes  93. 

NEW  YORK  SUFFERERS  BY  FIRE. 

Amongst  other  petitions  presented  by  the  gentleman 
last  named,  was  one  from  certain  merchanta  who  were 
sufferers  from  the  recent  destructive  fire  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  in  relation  to  which 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  said  he  should  have  preased  its 
immediate  consideration,  had  it  not  been  that  further 
action  was  anticipated  on  this  subject,  such  aa  might 
tend  to  meet  the  views  of  the  petitioners.  The  subject 
was  already  before  the  House,  but  the  arrival  of  a  com- 
mittee, deputed  by  the  merchants  of  New  York,  was  ex* 
pected  in  this  city  on  Monday  next.  The  propo^tiona 
contoined  in  the  petition  he  had  presented,  aa  to  the 
laws  of  the  land,  were  of  the  highest  imporUnce.  He 
should  therefore  move  that  so  much  of  the  petition  aa 
related  to  subjects  not  comprised  in  the  former  petition 
should  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  i  the  remainder  to  the  Committee  of 
Waya  and  Means. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed  to. 

The  remainder  of  the  day  was  spent  in  the  reception 
and  disposing  of  petitions,  bills.  Ice,  till  the  hour  of  ad- 
journment. 

WmxianiT,  DxcBxasn  30. 
REPRESENTATIVE  FROM  MICHIGAN. 
Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said  it  waa  within  the  recoUectioB 
of  the  House  that,  a  few  days  since,  be  had  moved  that 
the  gentleman  who  had  presented  himself  there  as  a  Rep- 
resentative from  what  is  called  the  State  of  Michigan,  be 
permitted  to  occupy  a  aeat  on  the  floor  during  the  aittinga 
of  the  House.    It  seemed  due  from  himself  that  h« 
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should  ask  the  House  to  consider  that  motion  {  but,  be- 
fore doing  so,  he  wished  to  surest  that  he  desig^ned  to 
modify  his  proposition,  by  merely  asking^  the  House  to 
permit  that  gfentleman  to  cume  within  the  hall  during 
the  sittings  of  the  House  in  the  character  of  a  spectator; 
that,  he  trusted,  would  be  acceptable  to  the  whole 
House;  and  he  had  done  it  with  reference  to  former 
precedents,  particularly  that  of  the  State  of  Tennessee. 
Hr.  B.  then  sent  his  modified  proposition  to  the  Chair, 
to  be  read  from  the  Clerk's  table  for  the  information  of 
the  House,  and  was  as  follows: 

Ruohedf  That  Isaac  E.  Crary,  who  claims  to  have 
been  duly  elected  a  member  of  this  House,  be  admitted 
as  a  spectator  within  the  hall  during  the  sittings  of  this 
House. 

Objection  being  made, 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  moved  to  suspend  the  rules  of  the 
House  to  enable  him  to  make  the  motion,  and  asked  for 
the  yeas  and  oaysj  which  were  ordered,  and  which  were 
as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  John  Q.  Adams,  Ashley,  Bailey,  Bar- 
ton, Bean,  Beacdstey,  Bockee,  Boon,  Borden,  Bovee, 
Boyd,  Briggs,  Brown,  Buchanan,  Cambreleng,  Camp- 
bell, Chapman,  Chapin,  Childs  Claiborne,  Clark, 
Cleveland,  Connor,  Corwin,  Craig,  Cramer,  Crape, 
Cusbing,  Cushpisn,  Darlington,  Deberry,  D^ickerson, 
Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Efner,  Everett,  Fairfield,  Far- 
lin,  P.  C.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  J.  Garland,  R.  Garland, 
Gillct,  Glascrck,  Granger,  Grennell,  Haley,  J.  Hall, 
Hamer,  Hard,  S.  S.  Harrison,  A.  G.  Harrison,  Haynes, 
Haaeltine,  Henderson,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Howard,  Howell, 
Hubley,  Hunt,  Huntington,  Ingham,  W.  Jackson, 
J.  Jackson,  Janes,  J.  Johnson,  R.  M.  Johnson,  Cave 
Johnson,  H.  Johnson,  J.  W.  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon, 
Kilgore,  Lane,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Lawrence, 
Lay,  T.  Lee,  Leonard,  Lincoln,  Loyall,  Lyon,  A.  Mann, 
J.  K.  Mann, Martin,  W.  Mason, M.  Mason,  S.Mason,  Mau- 
ry, McKay,  McKennan,  McKeon,  McKim,  Miller,  Mont- 
gomery, Moore,  Morris,  Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page, 
Parker,  Parks,  Patterson,  Franklin  Pierce,  Dutee  J. 
Pearce,  Phelps,  Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  Joseph  Reynolds, 
Roane,  Rogers,  Schenck,  Seymour,  Slade,  Sloane, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Storer,  Taliaferro,  Thomas,  J.  Thom- 
son, Toucey,  Turner,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel,  Wagener, 
Wardwell,  Weeks,  Whittlesey— 133. 

Nats— Messrs.  C.  Allan,  Beale,  Bond,  Bunch,  J. 
Calhoon,  W.  B.  Calhoun,  Carr,  Carter,  Casey,  J. 
Chambers,  Coles,  Davis,  Denny,  Evans,  Forester, 
French,  Graham,  Graves,  Grayson,  Griffin,  Hummoncl, 
Hsnnegan,  Hopkins,  Huntsman,  Jarvis,  Kinnard,  L.  I^ea, 
Lucas,  May,  McCarty,  McLene,  Mercer,  Morgan,  J.  A. 
Pearce,  Peitigrew,  Pickens  Pinckney,  John  Reynolds, 
Russell,  W.  B.  Shepard,  A.  H.  Shepperd,  Shields, 
Standifer,  W.  Thompson,  Underwood,  L.  Williams, 
6.  Wtlliams-4r. 

So  the  House  determined  to  suspend  the  rules. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  then  moved  the  foregoing  rcsolu* 
tion;  which  was  agreed  to. 

BANKS  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  petitiona 
presented  yesterday  by  Mr.  W.  B.  Shbpabd,  from  sun- 
dry banks  in  the  District  of  Colunrtbia,  praying  an  ex- 
tension of  their  charters. 

A  motion  having  been  made  to  refer  the  petitions  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 

Mr.  THOMAS,  of  Maryland,  moved  to  send  them  to 
a  aelect  committee,  with  instructions.  Mr.  T.  modified 
his  pronosition  as  ibtlows: 

Aesohedf  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  condition  of  the  currency  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  other  memo- 
rials which  may  be  presented  to  the  present  Congresf, 


praying  for  an  extension  of  the  charters  of  the  existing ' 
banks  m  said  District  of  Columbia,  or  for  the  establish- 
ment of  any  other  bank  or  banks  in  their  stead,  and  to 
examine  into  the  condition  of  the  currency  of  said  Dis- 
trict, to  inspect  the  books  and  to  examine  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  said  banks,  to  ascertain  whether  their 
charters  have  been  violated  or  not,  and  whether  any 
abuses  or  malpractices  have  existed  in  their  manage- 
ment,  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  to  examine  wit- 
nesses on  oath,  and  to  appoint  a  clerk  to  record  their 
proceedings. 

Mr.  SHEPARD  said  that  the  present  question  was 
more  a  question  of  propriety  and  fitness  than  any  thing 
else.  It  was  for  the  Hotise  of  Representatives  to  say 
whether  they  would  take  this  matter  from  a  atanding 
committee,  and  refer  it  to  a  select  committee.  He  said 
the  House  could  judge  of  the  propriety  of  doing  that  ss 
well  without  argument  as  with  it.  It  was  not  for  him  to 
say  whether  the  Committee  on  the  District  could  per- 
form  the  duty  as  well  as  a  select  committee.  To  show 
the  entire  uselessness  of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Thovas,]  he  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  the  president  of  one  of  the  banks,  requesting 
that  the  Committee  on  the  District  would  appoint  some 
of  their  nnembers  to  investigate  fully  the  aflPaira  of  the 
banks.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  gentleman  could  hare 
obtained  his  object  by  moving  instructions  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District.  If  this  was  done,  he  would 
pledge  himself  to  the  House  that  any  queries  which  the 
gentlemen  would  put  to  him  should  be  put  to  the  banks 
of  the  District,  and  answered;  and  then  it  would  be  for 
that  gentleman  to  say  whether  tbev  were  answered 
properly  or  not.  It  was  a  'question  of  propriety  for  this 
House  to  say  whether  it  would  take  from  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  that  business  which  legiti- 
mately belonged  to  it,  and  send  it  to  another  committee. 
If  the  House  has  no  confidence  in  the  Committee  on  the 
District,  let  it  say  so.  He,  however,  as  a  member  of 
that  committee,  was  willing  to  examine  the  banks  of  the 
District  as  scrupulously  as  he  could. 

Mr.  THOMAS  said  that  justice  to  himself  made  it  pro- 
per to  remind  the  House  of  an  occurrence  in  the  last 
Congress  connected  with  this  question.  There  were 
four  banks  In  the  District  that  stopped  specie  payments 
in  1834,  two  of  which  are  now  asking  a  recharter.  In 
1835,  these  banks  memorialized  this  b^y  for  the  passsge 
of  a  law  to  recharter  them.  It  Was  but  justice  to  the 
city  that  we  should  act  understandingly  on  this  matter; 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  Instituted  to  ascertain  the 
causes  of  these  failures.  But  he  said  that,  without  ob- 
jection from  him,  the  memorials  of  the  last  session  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District;  the  subject 
was  taken  up  by  that  committee,  but  no  investigation 
was  had.  He  aaid  he  then,  under  a  deep  sense  of  duty 
to  his  constituents,  gave  a  promise  that  if  this  subject 
was  put  off  to  another  session  of  Congress,  he  would 
make  it  his  business  to  examine  into  the  state  of  these 
banks.  Now,  if  you  send  this  matter  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District,  you  send  it  to  a  committee  which  has 
prejudged  the  question.  Under  these  circumstancea,  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  ask  of  the  House  a  aelect  com- 
mittee. He  said  if  it  was  proper  for  the  House  to  refer 
matter  in  relation  to  the  Territories  to  a  select  committee, 
it  was  proper,  he  thought,  to  refer  this  matter  to  a  select 
committee.  He  said  the  Chief  Magistrate  had  called  the 
attention  of  Congress  to  the  question  of  currency,  and 
he  therefore  conceived  it  a  very  important  one,  and 
uked  of  the  House  a  committee,  whose  especial  duty  it 
should  be  to  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  the  mat- 
ter. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  said,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District,  he  did  not  wish  to  take  upon  himself 
jtry  arduous  duties;  but  he  was  as  willing  to  take  up 
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and  go  throug^h  with  the  investigation,  u  the  gentleman. 
He  said  the  committees  were  appointed  by  the  Speaker, 
and  he  could  not  see  the  difference  between  them.  The 
greatest  objection  is,  that  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  the  District  has  had  this  matter  berore  him  at  the 
last  session.  This  he  thought  was  a  favorable  circum- 
stance, because  that  gentleman  must  have  more  knowl- 
edge of  the  business  than  he  otherwise  could  have.'  He 
said  thai  he  was  ready  to  go  into  an  investigation  with- 
out any  prepossessions,  and  was  willing  to  investigate 
the  matter  as  thoroughly  as  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land or  any  other  gentleman. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL  said  that  he,  as  a  member  of 
tlie  District  Committee,  cherished  no  pride  of  jurisdic- 
tion, and  was  therefore  willing,  for  his  part,  to  dispense 
with  the  pleasure  and  honor  of  making  an  investigation 
into  the  past  doings  of  the  banks  in  the  District,  which 
was  contemplated  by  the  resolution  of  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Thomas.]  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  proposition  of  that  honorable  gentleman 
was  founded  in  a  distrust  of  the  capacity  of  the  District 
Committee  to  make  the  necessary  examination,  nor  upon 
any  apprehension  that  they  felt  indisposed  to  do  so. 
The  duties  of  the  District  Committee  were  very  onerous, 
and  though  willing,  as  a  member  of  that  committee,  to 
perform,  to  the  utmost  of  his  humble  ability,  every  duty 
that  might  be  imposed  upon  him,  yet,  as  he  could,  as  he 
thought,  be  otherwise  more  profitably  employed  in  his 
public  capacity,  he  would  for  his  part  rather  be  excused 
from  the^  labor  of  inquiring  into  the  details  of  the  past 
operations  of  the  District  banks.  He  thought  that  a  se- 
lect committee  could  be  raised,  every  way  competent  to 
execute  this  duty;  and  that  the  Committee  on  the  District, 
pressing,  important,  and  multifarious  aa  were  the  calls 
upon  its  attention,  could  spend  its  time  in  the  execution 
of  duties  in  a  manner  better  calculated  to  subserve  the 
public  interest,  than  would  be  the  duty  or  task  of  wading 
for  days  and  weeks,  if  not  for  months,  through  the  books 
and  legers  of  the  banks  within  the  District. 

It  would  be  recollected  that  some  of  thgse  banks  sus- 
pended payment  and  closed  their  doors,  two  years  ago. 
Yes,  when  the  tocsin  of  alarm  and  distress  and  panic  was 
sounded  from  one  extreme  of  the  country  to  the  other, 
it  bad  been  insinuated  by  some  that  these  banks  had 
lent  their  still  small  voices  to  aid  that  momentous  occa- 
■ion.  He  (Mr.  V.)  would  not  undertake  to  state,  or  even 
insinuate  this.  The  banks  may  have  had  most  Justifiable 
reasons  for  suspending  specie  paymentsi  but,  after  what 
had  occurred,  it  was  most  emphatically  proper  that  a 
strict  scrutiny  should  be  made  into  the  past  doings  of 
these  institutions,  before  we  gave  them  any  renewed 
pledge  of  our  confidence.  Should  the  result  prove  that 
the  banks  in  this  District  should  have  been  improvidently 
recbartered,  the  constituents  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland,  from  their  proximity  to  these  banks,  and 
from  their  constant  business  intercourse  with  the  region 
where  they  would  operate,  would  be  more  exposed  to 
loss  than  the  constituents  of  those  gentlemen  who  resided 
at  a  greater  distance;  and  since  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land, from  a  sense  of  duty  to  his  constituents,  seems  to 
be  anxious  to  look  into  the  past  doings  of  the  banks 
witbin  this  district,  he  (Mr.  V.>  thought  it  but  just  and 
reasonable  that  he  should  be  gratified. 

Mr.  y.  had  stated  that  the  District  Committee  would 
have  a  great  deal  to  do.  Yes.  He  was  justified  in  say- 
ing so,  when  he  stated  that  the  District  was  reeling  and 
ttaggering  under  a  debt,  to  the  subjects  of  a  foreign  po- 
tentate, of  nearly  two  millions  of  dollars!  And  he  con- 
fidently asserted  that  that  committee  would  be  obliged 
to  put  in  requisition  all  its  industry,  and  all  its  inventive 
powers  to  devise  ways  and  means  to  save  this  great  na- 
tion the  degradation  of  having  their  Capitol  sold  to  the 
countrymen  of  his  forefathers.    They  were,  to  be  sure, 


the  countrymen  of  his  (Mr.  V's)  ancestors;  but  still  hit 
American  feeling  was  very  much  disturbed  at  the  idea 
of  being  sold  out  to  foreigners.  In  further  proof  of  the 
assertion,  that  the  duties  of  the  District  Committee  were 
heavy  enough  to  engross  all  their  time  and  attention,  he 
would  state  that,  a  few  years  ago,  a  special  committee 
was  appointed  to  revise  the  laws  of  the  District.  They 
had  sat  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  and  have  reported 
a  code  of  laws  which  filled  a  pretty  large  volume,  and 
which  was  not  yet  acted  upon  by  the  House.  A  few 
days  ago  a  special  committee  was  raised  in  relation  to 
that  part  of  the  President's  message,  which  relates  to 
the  bequest  of  an  English  gentleman,  made  to  this  Dis« 
trict.  For  these  reasons,  he  would  vote  to  refer  this 
matter  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  McRENNAN  said  he  wished  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks, for  the  purpose  of  correcting  a  mistake  into 
which  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  had  fallen,  and  into 
which  the  gentleman  from  New  York  appeared  willing 
to  fall  also,  respecting  the  course  pursued  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District  of  Columbia  at  the  last  session  of 
Congress.  Mr.  McK.  had  the  honor  of  being  a  member 
of  that  committee,  and  he  had  In  charge  the  bills  re- 
ported by  that  committee  for  rechartering  certain  banks 
in  the  District.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  ap- 
peared to  yield  to  the  charge  that  that  committee  had 
acted  precipitately  on  the  subject.  To  this  Mr.  McK. 
did  not  assent.  The  charge  was  not  properly  founded; 
there  was  no  precipitancy;  and  the  bill  itself  would 
satisfy  the  House  that  there  was  no  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  committee  to  recharter  these  banks  without  the 
most  searching  inquiry  into  their  situation  and  their  con- 
duct. It  would  be  recollected  that  the  charters  of  the 
Bank  of  Washington,  the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis,  the 
Patriotic  Bank,  and  the  Farmers  and  Mechanics'  Bank 
of  Georgetown,  expired  in  March,  1836;  and  there  be- 
ing no  time  during  the  last  session  to  give  this  subject  a 
full  investigation,  the  committee  had  reported  a  bill  to 
recharter  those  banks  for  one  year  only,  for  the  conve- 
nience of  those  cities,  and  to  afford  an  opportunity  to 
the  present  Congress  to  make  the  most  searching  in- 
vestigation. That  was  all  that  was  done  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  District,  and  he  begged  permission  of  the 
House  to  have  that  bill  read  by  the  Clerk,  in  order  that 
this  matter  might  be  set  right.  [The  bill  in  question 
was  then  read  from  the  Clerk's  table.] 

As  to  whether  this  subject  should  go  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  or  to  a  select  committee,  if 
the  members  of  the  former  were  willing  to  yield,  Mr. 
McK.  had  no  objection.  He  believed  it,  however,  a 
legitimate  subject  of  examination  for  the  former  com- 
mittee; and  unless  the  members  of  that  committee,  like 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  yielded,  he  should  feel 
himself  bound  to  vote  that  the  subject  should  have  that 
reference,  and  none  other. 

Mr.  W.  B.  SHBPARD  begged  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  to  make  a  few  remarks  in  reply.  The  gentleman 
from  Maryland  said  that  Mr.  S.  had  prejudged  this  ques- 
tion. Now, he  wasata  losstokjiow  how  he  had  prejudged 
this  question.  As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  during  the  last  session,  he  could  not 
have  prejudged  the  question,  because  nobody  asked 
them  to  make  these  investigations.  How,  then,  could 
be  prejudge  the  question,  when  he  had  neither  made, 
nor  been  asked  to  make,  any  investigation?  Why  did 
not  the  gentleman  himselt;  as  vigilant  as  lie  seemed  to 
be,  submit  instructions  to  that  committee  then?  Mr.  S. 
really  thought  that  the  gentleman  was  laboring  under  a 
serious  mistake  in  making  that  charge  upon  him.  Cer- 
tainlv,  Mr.  S.  did  not  pretend  to  the  skill  in  banking  tlie 
gentleman  himself  avowedly  did;  for  the  gentleman  had 
had  opportunities  which  had  fallen  to  the  lot  of  few 
members  on  that  floor.     Mr.  S.  remembered  very  well 
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th«  gentleman  was  a  mtmber  of  two  eommitteea  on  the 
■ubject  of  banking,  and  then  saw  and  examined  the 
**  great  monater"  himaelf;  and  be  alto  remembered  that 
one  of  those  committees  reported  to  that  House  a  very 
voluminous  document;  and  he  had  no  sort  of  doubt  that. 
If  the  members  of  the  House  had  thought  proper  to 
read  that  very  voluminous  document,  they  would  have 
been  very  much  enlightened  on  the  subject  of  banking. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  obscure  the  slightest  ray  the 
gentleman  shed  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  S.  said,  for  himself,  he  had  no  interest  in  the 
question,  nor  did  he  care  one  farthing  about  it  in  any 
point  of  view;  but  so  long  as  he  was  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  he  would  assert 
upon  that  floor  what  he  believed  to  be  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  that  District,  and  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  Committee  on  that  District.  It  was  for  the  House 
to  say  whether  that  committee  was  as  fit,  had  as  much 
time,  as  much  knowledge,  and  as  much  interest  in  the 
welfare  and  prosperity  of  the  District,  as  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland.  Mr.  S.  could  not  pretend  to  as  much 
interest,  perhsps,  as  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  in 
one  point  of  view.  The  gentleman  tells  us  that  he  had 
a  peculiar  interest  in  the  question,  because  the  people 
of  his  district  came  down  to  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
trade,  and  the  money  of  the  District  circulated  among 
them.  Why,  the  people  of  the  i^entleman's  district, 
when  they  came  down  there,  sometimes  staid  at  the  tav- 
erns, and,  for  the  same  reason,  the  House  ought  to  raise 
a  select  committee,  and  put  the  dram  shops  under  its 
charge;  for  it  was  as  much  a  matter  of  interest  to  them. 
Why  not  put  every  matter  that  touched  the  gentleman's 
district  under  his  special  charge?  However,  Mr.  S. 
would  only  remark  that  it  was  a  mere  matter  of  fitness 
and  propriety,  of  which  the  House  was  the  judge,  and 
which  needed  no  argument  from  him. 

Mr.  LANE  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  he  believed  no  person  would 
charge  him  with  any  particular  partiality  for  these  banks, 
or  any  other  banks  in  the  United  States.  He  must, 
however,  object  to  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  gentle* 
man  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Thomas]  for  taking  the  sub- 
ject from  the  committee  to  which  it  legitimately  be* 
longed,  and  sending  it  to  a  select  committee.  The 
gentleman  might  disguise  his  sentiments  as  he  pleased, 
but  it  was  evident  that  he  had  not  only  reflected,  but 
had  made  a  direct  imputation  upon  the  District  Com- 
mittee. 

The  gentleman  had  charged  the  committee  with  hav- 
ing prejudged  the  question.  He  was  mistaken.  There 
were  five  new  members  upon  this  committee,  and  he 
could  assure  him  that,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
was  in  favor  of  a  speedy  and  critical  investigation  into  the 
affairs  of  these  institutions.  It  had  been  contended  that 
the  Commitiee  on  the  District  was  not  the  legitimate 
one,  because  the  subject  was  one  of  general  concern. 
These  banks  were  local,  and  the  people  of  the  District 
were  more  interested  in  them  than  those  who  resided  at 
a  distance. 

But  the  gentleman  had  asked,  if  this  subject  was  sent 
to  the  District  Committee,  when  would  the  investigation 
take  place,  and  when  would  it  close?  He  would  answer, 
as  soon  and  as  speedily  as  the  untiring  industry  of  the 
committee  would  permit.  Could  more  be  expected  of  a 
select  committee  ^  The  gentleman  from  Maryland  was 
a  member  of  four  important  committees,  while  the 
members  of  the  Committee  on  the  District  were  on  no 
other  committee.  The  gentleman  must  therefore  have 
four  times  the  ability  and  four  times  the  industry  of 
himself  and  associates,  if  he  could  perform  this  duty 
more  promptly. 

It  bad  further  been  charged,  that  the  committee, 
although  it  had  been  in  existence  for  several  weeks,  had 


not  taken  up  this  subject.  Mr.  L.  remarked,  thai  it 
had  not  been  referred  to  them,  except  informally;  that 
the  committee  bad  met  but  twice;  and  when  it  should  be 
ascertained  that  they  had  neglected  their  duty,  it  would 
be  time  enough  to  charge  them  with  a  direct  omisaion  to 
do  so. 

The  gentleman  had  referred  to  the  opportunities 
which  he  had  to  inveatigate  banking  institutions,  and 
had  urged  an  objection  to  the  District  Committee, 
because  some  of  its  members  resided  at  a  distance.  If 
this  argument  was  good,  the  gentleman  might  draw 
under  his  immediate  charge  almost  every  other  ques- 
tion which  should  be  presented  for  consideration. 

Reference  had  been  made  to  the  fact  that  the  Michi- 
gan question  had  the  other  day  been  sent  to  the  Judicial 
Committee,  instead  of  the  Committee  on  the  Territories. 

The  reason  of  this  was  obvieua.  Legal  questions  were 
involved,  and  that  committee  was  composed  of  able  law- 
yers, who  were  more  competent  to  investigate  it.  The 
gentleman  from  Maryland  was  a  member  of  the  Judic'uiry 
Committee.  Did  the  gentleman  draw  an  inference  from 
the  case,  that  because  his  honorable  self,  snd  those  who 
might  be  associated  with  him  upon  the  select  committee, 
were  more  competent,  that  therefore  his  motion  ought 
to  prevail?  For  one,  if  the  subject  should  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District,  he  should  be  disposed 
to  spare  neither  time  nor  labor  to  discharge  his  duty 
with  fidelity. 

Mr.  L.  alluded  to  the  remarks  which  had  been  made 
in  reference  to  the  course  and  the  solvency  of  the  banks 
in  the  District  He  was  opposed  to  prejudging  the  in- 
stitutions, and  in  favor  of  the  strictest  scrutiny  into  their 
operations.  If  they  had  acted  improperly,  let  it  be  as- 
certained  before  they  were  condemned.  He,  for  one, 
would  not  attempt  to  screen  them,  nor  to  sanction  any 
abuse  which  might  be  fixed  upon  them. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  again  addressed  the  House,  in  reply 
to  the  last  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland.  In 
conclusion,  he  moved  to  amend  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  W.  B.  Shifam,]  by 
adding  the  following  instructions  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  wit: 

To  examine  into  the  condition  of  the  currency  of  the 
said  District;  to  inspect  the  books,  and  to  examine  into 
the  proceedings  of  said  banks;  to  ascertain  whether  their 
charters  have  been  violated  or  not,  and  whether  any 
abuses  or  malpractices  have  existed  in  their  management? 
to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  to  examine  witnesses  ore 
oath,  and  to  appoint  a  clerk  to  record  their  proceedings. 

Mr.  MERCER  said  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  to  appoint  the  committees,  and  to  dis- 
tribute the  business  of  the  House  among  the  members  as 
equally  as  possible;  and,  for  that  reason,  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact,  that  if  the  busi- 
ness was  taken  from  one  committee  and  transferred  to 
another,  the  labors  of  the  House  would  be  unequally 
divided;  and  if  you  continued  to  pursue  that  course  you 
would  take  from  the  District  Committee  all  its  duties. 
It  was  in  vain  for  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to  aay 
that  he  had  no  feeling  in  this  matter.  He  had  supposed 
the  whole  country  felt  an  interest  in  it.  The  people  in 
his  district  felt  an  interest  in  this  question,  and  he  would 
say  that  he  felt  the  fullest  confidence  in  the  Committee 
on  the  District,  and  would  be  pleased  to  have  the  matter 
referred  to  that  committee.  He  said  that  the  fiulure  of 
certain  banks  in  the  District  was  an  unfortunate  occur- 
rence, and  ought  not  to  be  reflected  upon  by  the  gfentlc- 
man  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  MANN  said  he  had  but  a  word  to  say  on  the 
subject.  It  should  be  remembered  that  the  Committee 
on  the  District  had  all  the  legislation  of  this  body,  in  re- 
lation to  the  District,  in  their  own  hands;  and  certainly 
that  committee  had  as  much   business  as  they  could 
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attend  to,  independently  of  the  matter  under  considera- 
tion. It  therefore  seemed  to  him  to  be  proper  that 
this  proposition  should  be  sent  to  a  special  committee. 
It  waa  highly  important  that  an  investigation  should  be 
made,  and  thoroughly  made.  It  was  important  to  the 
people  of  the  District  that  this  investigation  should  be 
made,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that  it  would  be  sent  to 
a  select  committee,  and  let  it  be  the  special  duty  of  that 
committee  to  investigate  this  matter. 

Mr.  LANE  said  he  would  inform  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  [Mr.  Mjlm,]  and  the  House,  that  the  com- 
mittee, so  far  from  having  more  business  than  they  were 
able  to  perform,  had  met  ag^in  and  again  without  having 
any  business  before  them,  and  they  would  be  obliged  to 
gentlemen  if  they  would  give  them  something  to  occupy 
them.  The  Committee  on  the  District  has  as  much  zeal, 
and  as  much  disposition  to  investigate  into  the  affairs  of 
the  banks,  as  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
TaoxAs]  had,  but  that  gentleman  seemed  to  want  the 
whole  management  of  the  currency  of  the  District  him- 
self. Perhaps  he  is  afraid  the  currency  of  the  District 
would  overwhelm  and  supersede  that  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  THOMAS  said  that  gentlemen  misunderstood 
him.  He  did  not  wish  to  reflect  upon  any  committee, 
or  any  member  of  the  House.  He  said  his  constituents 
were  more  interested  in  this  matter  than  those  of  many 
gentlemen;  therefore,  they  wished  it  investigated.  They 
wished  to  have  a  sound  currency  in  a  District  with 
which  they  were  so  closely  connected. 

Mr.  LANE  read  the  following  rule: 

Kuia  63.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Committee  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  take  into  consideration  all 
such  petitions,  matters,  or  things,  touching  the  said  Dis- 
trict, as  shall  be  presented,  or  shall  come  in  question, 
and  be  referred  to  them  by  the  House;  and  to  report 
their  opinion  thereon,  together  with  such  propositions 
relative  thereto  as  to  them  shall  seem  expedient. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  siid  he  was  very  happy  indeed  to 
perceive,  and  he  could  not  forego  the  opportunity  of 
congratulating  the  House  and  the  country  upon  it,  that 
there  appeared  now  to  be  a  universal  and  concurrent 
sentiment  on  the  propriety  of  making  the  examination 
contemplated  by  one  or  the  other  committee  of  the 
House.  As  those  banks  came  there  to  ask  favors  at  the 
bands  of  that  House,  and  as  the  character  of  the  House, 
and  the  interest  of  the  country  at  large,  were  deeply  em. 
barked  in  the  applications  made  by  these  banks,  it  was 
only  fit  and  proper  towards  the  House  itself,  and  towards 
the  country  at  large,  that  they  should  know,  and  that  the 
country  should  know,  the  condition  and  circumstances 
and  past  conduct  of  these  petitioners.  Every  body  there 
seemed  now  to  agree  to  the  correctness  of  that  proposi- 
tion. He  recollected  the  time  when  another  institution, 
when  another  bank,  came  there  for  a  similar  purpose,  to 
seek  for  an  extention  of  its  charter;  and  when  one  class 
of  personages  in  that  House  thought  proper  to  propose 
that  an  investigation  should  be  had  into  the  circumstances 
and  condition  of  that  institution;  then  he  well  recollected 
that  the  unanimity  of  sentiment,  now  prevailing  in  the 
minds  of  members  of  that  House,  if  they  might  infer  that 
sentiment  from  what  had  passed  in  the  present  debate, 
was  all  discord.  Then  the  battle  was  continued  upon 
the  policy,  and  propriety,  and  justice,  of  making  a  similar 
examination.  It  was  ultimately  cirried  that  investigation 
should  be  had;  and  the  results  of  that,  and  a  subsequent 
investigation,  so  far  as  there  was  any  subsequent  investiga- 
tion, were  before  the  country.  Now,  however,  all  doubts 
and  difficulties  upon  the  propriety  of  examination  are 
dissipated,  and  it  was  admitted  on  all  sides  that  there 
should  be  a  thorough  investigation  into  the  condition  and 
circumstances  of  all  these  institutions,  before  the  House 
should  act  on  an  application  for  the  renewal  of  their 
charters. 


The  inquiry  now  was,  b^  what  organ  the  House  should 
make  the  proposed  examination.  By  many  gentlemen 
it  was  supposed  that  this  matter  was  one  of  especial  ref> 
erence  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
the  rule  of  the  House  had  been  read  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  that  would  ordinarily  be  the  course.  But 
the  62d  rule,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  even  if  construe  in 
the  strictest  manner,  or  in  the  most  liberal  manner,  could 
not  not  be  supposed  to  embrace  subjects  of  this  charac- 
ter. The  rule  said  it  should  be  the  duty  of  that  commit- 
tee "to  take  into  consideration  all  petitions,  matters,  or 
things,  touching  the  said  District,"  &c.  This  referred 
to  matters  and  things  that  per  se  related  wholly  to  the 
District,  and  to  nothing  out  of  it,  and  were  within  the 
range  of  its  ordinary  affairs.  But  was  this  petition  from 
the  District,  or  relating  to  the  District  as  a  District?  la 
no  sense  whatever.  It  was  a  petition,  it  was  true,  for 
the  recharter  of  certain  banks  within  the  District,  but  in 
no  sense  concerned  the  rights  of  the  citizens  at  large; 
for  the  citizens  of  the  District  and  adjacent  country, 
and  the  whole  community,  were  eaually  interested  in  the 
subject.  It  was  not  a  petition  of  the  District,  within  the 
wonls  or  the  spirit  of  the  rule;  subjects  of  daily  occur- 
rence which  sprung  up,  touching  matters  in  which  the 
District  alone  waa  concerned,  were  properly  referrible 
to  this  committee,  within  the  spirit  and  words  of  the 
rule.  This,  he  repeated,  was  not  a  matter  afTeoting  the 
District,  in  any  sense  whatever,  for  it  affected  the  citizens 
there  in  common  with  those  of  the  country  adjacent,  and 
was  notreferrible,  necessarily  referrible,  to  its  committee. 

But  even  if  it  was  within  the  terms  of  the  rule,  it  would 
not  be  within  its  fair  spirit  or  intent;  for  the  rule  was  in- 
tended only  for  ordinary  cases  of  daily  or  annual  occur- 
rence, not  for  extraordinary  occurrences,  such  as  the 
location  of  a  bank,  or  the  renewal  of  a  bank  charter  al- 
ready located,  within  the  limits  of  the  District. 

Mr.  B.  would  make  another  suggestion.  Many  gen- 
tlemen thought  it  was  inexpedient  to  establish  in  this 
plsce  a  larg^  bank,  wielding  millions  and  millions  of 
capital,  with  power  to  diflTuse  its  branches  throughout 
the  Union,  with  or  without  the  concurrence  of  the 
States  in  which  they  might  be  located.  Let  them  sup- 
pose a  petition  to  come  there  with  that  object,  would  it 
be  referrible  to  the  Committee  on  the  District?  Would 
it  not  with  more  propriety  be  a  fit  subject  for  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means?  Yet  it  would  be  located  in 
the  District;  and,  upon  the  idea  that  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia  was  to  grasp  every  thing  within 
that  location,  such  an  application  must  of  consecjuence 
go  to  that  committee.  Would  not  such  an  application, 
within  the  fair  spirit  of  the  rule,  and  pursuant  to  the 
course  heretofore  pursued,  go  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  or  perhaps  to  a  select  committee? 
Why,  if  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  were 
to  take  charge  of  every  thing  located  within  the  District, 
the  House  would  have  to  abolish  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Buildings.  It  would  seem  to  him,  therefore,  that 
this  subject  did  not- belong  to  the  former  committee,  and 
that  it  should  be  sent  to  some  other  standing  committee 
of  the  House,  or  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  B.  did  not  design  to  cast  the  slightest  reflection 
upon  the  Committee  on  the  District.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  if  the  duty  devolved  upon  them  it  would  be  most 
promptly,  ably,  and  impartially  executed,  yet  the  duties 
they  hsd  already  to  perform  were  such  as  to  take  up 
much  of  the  time  that  should  be  devoted  to  an  Investiga- 
tion  of  this  subject.  Mr.  B.  then  referred  to  precedentt 
on  similar  subjects,  and  the  committees  appointed  by 
the  House  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  in  1819,  and 
the  session  1832-'3;  and,  a(\er  some  further  remarks, 
concluded  by  stating  that  he  should  vote  in  favor  of  Mr. 
Troxas's  motion,  in  which  he  trusted  he  should  be  sus- 
tained by  the  Uouse^ 
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Mr.  EVERETT  rose  to  correct  the  (i^entleinan  from 
New  York  in  a  matter  of  fact.  The  gentleman  congfratu- 
lated  the  House  at  discovering  so  great  a  unanimity  in 
the  House  on  the  subject  of  investigating  these  banks; 
and,  referring  to  the  proceedings  of  the  House  on  the 
subject  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  seemed  to 
think  there  was  nothing  like  unanimity  on  that  occasion. 
The  gentleman  was  mistaken;  for  so  great  was  the  una- 
nimity on  the  occasion  referred  to,  that  the  yeas  and 
nays  were  not  even  culled  for,  and  not  a  particle  of  dis- 
sent  was  heard  when  the  motion  was  put  from  the  Chair. 
In  reference  to  the  motion  then  before  the  House,  Mr. 
E.  said  he  should  vote  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia;  for  he  thought  the  remarks 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  himself  had  dis- 
qualified him  from  acting  on  any  committee  which  might 
have  this  subject  under  its  investigation. 

Mr.  SHEPARD  accepted  the  amendment  offered  by 
Mr.  BouLsiir,  as  a  modification  of  his  motion. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  refer 
the  petitions  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, with  instructions. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
nays,  which  were  ordered,  and  were: 

YxAS — Messrs.  John  Q.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Heman 
Allen,  Bailey,  Bell,  Bond,  Bouldin,  Briggs,  Bunch,  John 
Calhoon,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Campbell,  George  Cham- 
bers, John  Chambers,  Childs,  Claiborne,  Clark,  Coffee, 
Corwin,  Crane,  Cushing,  Darlington,  Deberry,  Denny, 
Dickerson,  Evans,  Everett,  F(»rester,  Rice  Garland* 
Glascock,  Graham,  Granger,  Graves,  Grayson,  Grennell, 
Griffin,  Hiland  Hall,  Hammond,  Hard,  Haixlin,  Harlan, 
Hazeltine,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Howell,  Wm.  Jackson,  Janes, 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  Lane,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Lawrence, 
Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Love,  Lyon,  Samson  Mason, 
Maury,  McKennan,  Mercer,  Morris,  Parker,  James  A. 
Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Phillips,  Pickens,  Pinckney,  Potts, 
Reed,  Rencher,  Rogers,  Russell,  Schenck,  William  B. 
Sbepard,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Sloane,  Spangler, 
Standefer,  Steele,  Storer,  Taliaferro,  Underwood,  Vin- 
ton, Washington,  Whittlesey,  Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod 
Williams,  Wise->88. 

Nats— Messrs.  Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley, 
Beaumont,  Bockee,  Boon,  Borden,  Bovee,  Boyd, 
Brown,  Buchanan,  Bynum,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Casey, 
Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Cleveland,  Coles,  Connor, 
Craig,  Cramer,  Cushman,  Davis,  Doubleday,  Dromgoole, 
Efner,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fowler,  French,  Philo  C.  FuU 
ler,  William  K.  Puller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Gillet, 
Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hamer,  Hanne|^an,  Samuel  S.  Har- 
rison, Albert  G.  Harrison,  Haynes,  Henderson,  Holsey, 
Hopkins,  Howard,  Hubley,  Huntington,  Huntsman, 
Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Jar  vis,  Joseph  Johnson,  Cave 
Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones»  Judson, 
Kenoon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lansing, 
Joshua  Lee,  Thomas  Lee,  Leonard,  Loyall,  Lucas, 
Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  Wil- 
liam Mason,  May,  McCarty,  McKay,  McKeon,  McKim, 
McLene,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Muhlenberg, 
Owens,  Page,  Parks,  Patterson,  Franklin  Pierce,  Dutee 
J.  Pearce,  Phelps,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds, 
Ripley,  Roane,  Seymour.  Shields,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Taylor,  Thomas,  John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns, 
turner,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel,  Wagener,  Ward,  Ward- 
well,  Webster,  Weeks—US. 

So  the  motion  to  refer  the  petitions  to  the  Committee 
on  the  District  was  negatived. 

The  question  then  recurred  upon  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Tboxas  to  refer  the  petitions  to  a  select  committee, 
with  instructions. 

Mr.  THOMAS,  by  unanimous  consent,  withdrew  the 
call  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion,  inasmuch  as 
the  House  had,  bv  the  vote  just  taken,  indicated  a  de- 
cidcd  opinion  on  it. 


Mr.  ADAMS  moved  to  strike  out  that  part  of  the  in- 
structions which  provided  that  the  committee  should  act 
in  conjunction  with  any  similar  committee  which  might 
be  appointed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  THOMAS  accepted  the  amendment,  as  a  modifi;^ 
cation  of  his  motion. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  by  striking 
out  so  much  as  provided  that  all  future  memorials  on 
this  or  similar  objects  be  referred  to  the  same  com- 
mittee. If  this  part  of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland  should  prevail,  it  would  preclude  the  possibility 
of  a  report  during  the  present  session,  before  which 
time  not  only  the  charters  of  these  banks,  but  also  that 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  would  expire,  which 
would  leave  the  District  entirely  without  a  banking  in- 
stitution. Under  this  state  of  the  case,  he  was  persuaded 
that  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  would  accede  to  the 
amendment  he  had  proposed. 

Before  the  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment, 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  moved  sn  ad* 
journment;  which  was  carried;  when 

The  House  adjourned. 

Thursday,  DacEMBKU  31. 

Messrs.  Claiborkk  and  Dicksor,  Representatlrei 
from  the  State  of  Mississippi,  appeared,  were  qualified, 
and  took  their  seats. 

Mr.  WARD  WELL  moved  to  suspend  the  rule,  in 
order  to  enable  him  to  offer  a  resolution  prohibiting,  in 
future,  the  use  of  the  hall  of  Representatives  on  the 
sabbath  as  a  place  of  public  worship;  and  the  motion  was 
rejected. 

DISTRICT  BANKS. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
offered  by  Mr.  Thoxas,  of  Maryland: 

Resolved,  Tiiat  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  condition  of  the  currency  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  other  memo- 
rials which  may  be  presented  to  the  present  Congretis, 
praying  for  an  extension  of  the  charters  of  the  existing 
banks  in  said  District  of  Columbia,  or  for  the  establish- 
ment of  any  other  bank  or  banks  in  their  stead;  and  to 
examine  into  the  condition  of  the  currency  of  said  Dis- 
trict; to  inspect  the  books  and  to  examine  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  said  banks,  to  ascertain  whether  tlieir  char- 
ters have  been  violated  or  not,  and  whether  any  abuses 
or  malpractices  have  existed  in  their  management;  to 
send  for  persons  and  papers,  to  examine  witnesses  un 
oath,  and  to  appoint  a  clerk  to  record  their  proceedings. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  said  that,  on  looking  carefully  over 
the  instructions  moved  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland, 
[Mr.  Thomas,]  it  did  not  appear  to  follow  necessarily 
that  all  memorials  and  petitions  should  be  presented  to 
the  committee  before  their  final  action  on  the  subject. 
Although  it  did  appear,  from  the  general  context,  that 
all  memorials  and  petitions  should  be  laid  before  the 
committee  before  their  final  action;  and  although  there 
might  be,  and  probably  was,  a  propriety  in  the  commit- 
tee having  every  thing  before  them  in  relation  to  the 
subject,  still  it  did  not  necessarily  follow  that  the  com- 
mittee should  make  no  report  until  the  whole  time  had 
expired  during  which  they  had  the  right  to  receive 
them.  Believing  the  committee  would  report  as  soon 
as  possible,  and  that  all  the  memorials,  petitions,  and 
views,  in  regard  to  this  matter,  would  be  laid  before 
them  as  soon  as  possible,  he  would  withdraw  his  motion 
to  strike  out.  He  did  not  wish  to  throw  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  immediate  and  efficient  action  upon  this 
subject. 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Louisiana,  desired  to  be  inforrr.d 
whether  the  House  had  the  power,  under  the  charters  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2113 


OP  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


2114 


Dbc.  31»  1835.] 


Bank$  in  ike  DUiriet  of  Columbia. 


[H.  OF  B. 


these  banks,  to  make  the  proposed  investigation.'  His 
vote  would  depend  on  the  answer  which  might  be  given 
to  this  inquiry. 

Mr.  THOMAS  said  that  the  banks  of  the  District  were 
applying  to  Congress  for  an  extension  of  their  charters, 
and  it  was  not  to  "be  expected  that  they  could  obtain 
their  object  unless  they  submitted  to  a  reasonable  exam- 
ination. On  the  other  hand,  if  the  committee  transcend 
their  powers,  the  directors  of  the  banks,  knowing  their 
rights,  would  not  submit  to  it.  From  the  fact  that  these 
corporations  are  asking  privileges,  they  would  not  re- 
strain the  committee  in  any  reasonable  examination,  and 
the  House  itself  has  the  power  to  adjudicate  between 
the  committee  and  the  banks. 

Mr.  McRENNAN  offered  the  following  amendment, 
as  an  additional  instruction  to  the  committee: 

And  that  the  said  committee  be  instructed  to  report 
to  this  House  the  names  and  persons,  dates  and  amounts 
of  all  loans  made  by  the  District  banks  to  members  of 
Congress  or  other  officers  of  the  Government,  since  the 
Ist  day  of  October,  1833. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  said,  in  offering  the  amendment,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  detain  the  House  with  any  de- 
tailed reasons  in  its  support.  Its  object  was  plain  on 
the  face  of  it.  It  would  be  recollected  that,  in  the  in- 
vestigation which  was  made  some  years  since  into  the 
affairs  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  such  an  inquiry 
as  he  now  proposed  by  his  amendment  was  made,  and, 
as  the  result  of  that  inquiry,  the  names  of  many  distin- 
guished men  were  held  up  to  the  scorn  of  the  public  as 
being  under  the  corrupt  influence  of  the  bank.  His  ob- 
ject was  to  have  the  inquiry  as  broad,  as  thorough,  and 
searching,  as  it  was  on  the  former  occasion {  and  he 
would  content  himself  with  submitting  it  to  the  decision 
of  the  House,  merely  asking  the  favor  to  grant  him  the 
ayes  and  noes  on  the  question. 

Mr.  C  AMBRELENG  asked  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania to  withdraw  his  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  as  no 
one,  he  presumed,  would  oppose  the  proposition. 

Mr.  THOMAS,  of  Maryland,  entertained,  he  said,  a 
somewhat  different  view  of  the  proposition,  and  could 
not  support  it,  unless  it  was  so  modified  as  to  give  the 
committee  discretionary  power  to  report  the  names  or 
not.  This  /Was  what  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States.  The  committee  were  furnished 
by  the  president  of  the  bank  with  a  list  of  the  members 
who  had  had  transactions  with  the  institution;  but  that 
list  never  saw  the  light.  It  was  not  made  a  part  of  the 
report  of  the  committee. 

For  one,  he  was  unwilling  to  consent  to  that  investi- 
gation, for  the  reason  that  there  was  no  law  prohibiting 
a  member  of  Congress  from  borrowing  of  the  United 
States  Bank.  Unless  there  was  good  reason  to  suspect 
some  illegality  or  impropriety  in  private  transactions,  he 
was  unwiiling  to  give  them  publicity.  He  was  willing 
that  the  gross  amount  loaned  by  the  deposite  bank  to 
members  and  other  public  functionaries  should  be  sta- 
ted, and  that  individual  transactions  should  be  reported, 
in  cases  marked  by  any  impropriety.  He  would  ask  the 
gentleman  to  modify  his  motion  so  as  to  give  the  com- 
mmittee  discretionary  power  to  disclose  private  trans- 
actions, where  there  was  any  ground  fur  a  disclosure. 
He  knew  no  instance  of  any  transaction  of  the  kind, 
nor  had  he  the  slightest  apprehension  that  any  had  ta- 
ken place  which  could,  in  the  slightest  degree,  impeach 
the  conduct  of  any  member  on  this  floor,  or  of  any  offi- 
ce-of  the  Government.  Should  any  such  case  be  dis- 
covered, however,  the  individual  concerned,  whether 
friend  or  fue,  would  meet  with  no  protection  from  him. 
He  was  only  desirous  that  the  instruction  should  not  im- 
pose on  the  committee  the  necessity  of  making  public 
private  transactions  of  a  nature  with  which  the  public 
had  no  concern. 

Vol.  XH.— 133 


Mr.  BEARDSLEY  asked  the  reading  of  the  amend- 
ment, and,  after  it  was  read,  remarked  that  he  care4 
very  little  whether  it  was  adopted  or  not.  He  did  not 
think  it  of  any  sort  of  moment  whether  they  ascertained 
the  names  of  all  the  public  officers  of  the  Government, 
or  of  all  the  members  of  Congress,  who  might  have  bor- 
rowed money  of  one  or  other  of  the  banks  of  the  Dis- 
trict, since  one  of  the  local  banks  became  the  depos- 
itory of  the  public  money.  Let  those  who  were  inter- 
ested in  the  inquiry  take  the  consequences,  if  any  should 
follow. 

Mr.  B.  rose  principally,  he  said,  to  notice  something 
that  fell  from  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Maryland, 
about  an  examination  that  took  place,  of  a  similar  char- 
acter to  the  present,  in  relation  to  the  debtors  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States.  He  understood  that  gentle- 
man to  say  that  a  list  of  members  of  Congress,  indebted 
to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its  branches,  had 
been  furnished  by  the  officers  of  that  institution  to  the 
committee  of  investigation  in  1832,  and  that  that  list 
had  not,  from  that  time  to  this,  seen  the  light.  Now, 
Mr.  B.  himself  recollected  to  have  seen  that  list  during 
the  session  of  1832,  and  he  was  very  glad  to  learn  on 
the  present  occasion,  in  a  public  way,  from  one  of  the 
committee,  as  he  heard  it  before  stated  by  common 
report  at  that  time,  that  the  list  possessed  by  the  commit- 
tee had  been  furnished  by  the  officers  of  that  institu- 
tion; for  he  could  state  one  fact  within  his  own  knowl- 
edge, touching  the  accuracy,  or  the  gross  inaccuracy, 
rather,  of  that  statement.  That  list  set  forth,  among 
other  things,  that  a  particular  individual,  then  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress,  who  never  borrowed  a  farthing  of  the 
bank  or  its  branches  in  his  life,  was  indebted  to  it  in  the 
sum  of  three,  four,  five,  or  six  thousand  dollars.  That 
statement,  so  far  as  that  individual  was  concerned,  was 
in  no  sense  true,  and  never  was  true,  and  those  who  fur- 
nished that  list  must  have  known  it  was  not  true  at  the 
time  they  furnished  it.  The  list  called  for  was  of  those 
who  were  indebted  to  the  bank.  The  individual  refer- 
red to,  it  was  true,  had  endorsed  for  other  persons,  who 
were  his  friends,  and  who  were  themselves  indebted  to 
the  bank,  but  the  paper  was  never  protested,  and  yet 
he  was  held  up  by  the  officers  of  that  Institution  as  an 
original  debtor  to  the  bank,  and  as  one  who  bad  taken 
and  used  its  money.  The  object  must  have  been,  as  the 
effect  would  have  been  if  the  list  had  been  published,  to 
induce  the  public  to  believe  that  that  individual  was  un- 
der the  same  obligations  as  others  were.  He  could  well 
imagine  that  those  who  furnished  that  list  were  utterly 
ashamed  that  it  should  have  shown  its  face,  for  the  state- 
ment referred  to  he  knew  to  be  untrue,  both  in  spirit 
and  in  fact.  It  was  very  well  it  did  not  see  the  Vight, 
for  he  believed  it  was  full  of  misrepresentations  in  other 
respects  also. 

With  regard  to  the  present  inquiry,  Mr.  B.  said,  lim- 
ited a3  it  was,  he  did  not  see  that  it  imposed  a  very  bur- 
densome duty  upon  the  committee  that  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  make  the  investigation;  nor  did  he  know  that 
it  would  be  doing  injustice  to  members  of  Congress,  if 
such  there  were,  who  might  have  borrowed  money  of  the 
local  banks  in  that  District,  nor  to  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, if  they  should  have  done  so,  as  they  might 
have  done,  for  aught  he  knew.  He  hoped,  therefore^ 
that  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  would  assent  to  the 
proposition,  and  agree  that  the  examination  might  be 
made. 

Mr.  THOMAS  said,  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  [Mr.  Beardslxt,]  that  he  rose  simply  to  ask 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  modify  his  amend- 
ment so  as  to  make  it  conform  to  the  instructions  to  the 
committee  in  1S32.  He  was  not  to  be  understood  as  op- 
posing  the  amendment.  He  merely  rose  to  ask  the  gen- 
tleman to  modify  it. 
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Mr.  W.  B.  SHEPARD  said  he  was  very  sorry  that 
the  other  aasociatea  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  on 
the  C9mmittee  which  investigated  the  concerns  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  in  1332  were  not  here  to 
repel  the  charge  brought  against  the  institution  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Bsardslst.]  It  was 
extremely  to  be  regretted  that  a  grave  charge  of  false- 
hood against  so  respectable  an  institution  as  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  should  pass  without  notice,  if  the  in- 
dividual making  it  was  himself  worthy  of  any  notice.  He 
regretted  that  the  subject  could  not  undergo  an  investi- 
gation at  once,  in  order  that  it  might  be  seen  upon 
whom  would  rest  the  charge  of  falsehood.  He  did  not 
know  all  the  officers  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
but  he  knew  them  well  enough  to  know  that  they  were 
quite  as  incapable  of  falsehood  as  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  and  he  believed  them  to  be  as  pure  as  any 
member  of  this  House.  Yes,  said  Mr.  S.,  as  pure  as 
any  bo<1y  of  men  in  the  world.  He  hoped  the  resolution 
of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  would  be  adopted, 
in  the  exact  words  in  which  it  was  offered.  He  did  not 
think  it  discreditable  to  borrow  money  of  banks,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  borrowers  should  be  ashamed  to  let 
their  names  go  before  the  public.  He  felt  no  shame 
when  his  name  was  published  in  his  district  as  a  borrower 
from  the  bank.  He  did  borrow,  and  give  ample  secu- 
ity  for  the  loan,  and  repaid  the  loan.  He  saw  no  reason 
why  any  transaction  of  the  sort  should  be  kept  secret, 
and  he  was  in  favor  of  publishing  the  amount  of  the 
loans,  and  the  names  of  those  to  whom  they  were  made. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said  he  should  not  say  that  there 
were  not  gentlemen  engaged  in  conducting  the  affairs 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  as  pure  as  any  gen- 
tleman in  that  House,  or  elsewhere.  Upon  that  he 
formed  no  opinion.  He  spoke  of  a  particular  transac- 
tion. They  were  now  inrormed,  by  a  gentleman  who 
had  the  means  of  knowing,  that  a  list  of  members  stated 
to  be  debtors  to  the  bank  had  been  furnished  by  the 
bank,  or  rather  by  the  officers  of  that  institution;  and 
Mr.  B.  having  seen  that  list,  and  knowing  one  of  its 
statements  to  be  untrue,  he  was  willing  to  state  a  fact 
to  the  House  that  was  within  his  own  knowledge.  He 
did  not  say  that  being  indebted  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  was  disreputable;  and  if  the  individual  referred  to 
had  been  indebted  to  the  bank,  Mr.  B.  had  no  doubt  he 
would  have  been  as  willing  that  the  House  and  the 
country  should  know  it  as  was  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  h  ished  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Bsabdslbt]  to  inform  him  where,  when,  and 
by  whom,  the  document  which  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Thomas]  had  stated  had  not  been  report- 
ed by  the  committee  of  1832  to  the  House,  had  been 
communicated  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
Bbardslit,]  and  what  evidence  he  had  that  the  docu- 
ment communicated  to  him  was  the  same  which  the 
committee  had  withheld  from  the  House. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  was  just  as  ready  to  answer  that 
question  as  any  thing  else.  The  paper  in  question  was 
shown  to  Mr.  B.  in  that  hall,  by  one  who,  he  believed, 
was  a  member  of  the  committee,  although  he  was  not 
able  to  recollect  the  gentleman's  name.  Mr.  B.  saw 
the  entry;  the  paper  was  represented  to  him  as  the 
original  paper  furnished  by  the  bank,  and,  for  that 
reason,  he  believed  it  to  be  a  genuine  paper. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  said  that  the  fact  stated  by  the 
gentleman  frum  New  York,  that  a  list  of  the  debtors  to 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  in  the  possession  of 
the  committee  of  investigation,  and  submitted  to  him  and 
his  friends  for  inspection,  furnished  the  best  reason  for 
his  declining  to  accede  to  the  proposition  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  so  to  modify  his  amendment  as  to 
leave  it  dt«erttionary  with  the  committee  to  report  such 


names  and  eases  as  they  should  think  proper.  He  wanted 
no  secret  lists,  to  which  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
and  his  friends  might  have  access,  and  from  which  selec- 
tions  might  be  made,  so  as  to  hold  up  to  the  public  the 
names  of  particular  individuals,  as  under  the  corrupt 
influence  of  any  of  the  banks.  Nor  did  he  wish  to  put 
it  in  the  power  of  the  committee  to  be  appointed  to 
select  the  persons  and  transactions  which  they  would 
report  to  the  House.  All  the  evidence  they  take,  alt 
the  infornuition  they  receive,  ought  to  be  submitted  to 
the  House,  which  is  to  judge  of  the  propriety  or  impro- 
priely  of  the  management  of  the  institutions  whose 
affairs  are  to  be  investigated.  He  had  no  doubt  the 
commHtee  to  be  appointed  by  the  Chair  would  do  its 
duty;  but  he  did  not  wish  it  placed  in  such  a  situation  as 
to  be  exposed  even  to  the  charge  of  partiality.  He 
therefore  wished  in  this  matter  to  give  them  no  discre- 
tion. He  wished  a  deep,  thorough  investigation  to  be 
made,  and  the  result  of  that  investigation  reported  to  the 
House,  so  that  each  and  every  member  could  have  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  it,  and  drawing  his  own  inference 
from  the  facts  disclosed. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  rose  and  said:  Mr.  Speaker,  ! 
shall  be  under  the  necessity  of  voting  against  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentlemsn  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  McKsk- 
If  AH,]  and  against  the  Instructions  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  fi-om  Maryland,  [Mr.  Thomas;]  and  thstupon 
grounds  which  I  have  assumed,  from  the  time  that  this 
examination  into  the  affairs  of  banks  was  firat  brought 
before  this  House. 

At  the  first  session  of  the  twenty-second  Congress, 
sir,  when  the  first  investigation  into  the  affairs  of  the 
United  States  Bank  was  determined  upon  by  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  a  committee  was  appointed  for 
that  purpose,  I  distinctly  took  the  ground  that  no  exam- 
ination into  the  private  accounts  of  individuals  with  the 
bank  was  a  proper  subject  of  investigation;  and,  aAer  a 
considerable  debate,  which  lasted  for  several  days,  such 
was  the  determination  of  the  House  at  that  time,  and  the 
powers  of  the  committee  of  investigation  were,  by  the 
resolution  which  authorized  that  investigation,  so  limited 
and  confined.  !,  sir,  had  the  honor  of  beinp^  a  member 
of  that  committee;  and,  upon  their  arrival  in  Philadel- 
phia, upon  their  commencing  the  duties  of  their  office, 
among  the  propositions  and  demands  made  by  the  com- 
mittee was  one  to  this  effect:  a  list  of  the  debtors  of  the 
United  States  Bank,  being  members  of  Congress.  Sir, 
I  resisted  and  opposed  the  motion  in  the  committee:  I 
opposed  it  to  the  utmost  extent  of  my  power.  I  con- 
tended that  it  was  not  in  the  authority  gpven  to  the  com- 
mittee by  the  House;  that  it  had  not  been  the  intention 
of  the  House  that  such  power  should  be  exercised- by 
that  committee.  The  majority  of  the  committee,  how- 
ever, determined  otherwise.  The  question  was  put. 
And  at  that  time,  sir,  precisely  the  same  ground  was 
taken  as  is  now  taken — that  it  was  not  with  the  intention 
of  exposing  the  private  transactions  of  members  of  Con- 
gress with  the  bank — that  it  was  not  for  the  purpose  of 
being  able  to  point  at  this  man,  and  say,  **  there  is  a 
man  who  has  been  bought  by  the  bank,"  and  at  the  same 
time  to  suppress  the  name  of  another  man  who  was 
equally  liable  to  that  objection;  but  that  it  was  a  discre- 
tionary power,  to  be  exercised  by  the  committee  for  the 
public  mterest,  in  order  that  they  might  determine 
whether  it  would  be  a  proper  thing  for  them  to  report 
to  this  House  or  not.  Sir,  the  question  was  put  to  the 
officers  of  the  bank  to  furnish  such  a  list.  At  that  time, 
and  to  that  committee,  the  president  and  directors  of  the 
United  States  Bank  unfolded  every  thing;  they  did  it 
voluntarily;  and  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  it  was  accompa- 
nied, at  the  same  time,  by  at  notice,  from  the  president 
of  the  institution,  that  the  bank  did  not  wish  to  exercise 
any  reserved  power  of  withholding  evidence  which  the 
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president  and  directors  might  be  justified  in  denying, 
but  that  they  were  desirous  to  lay  open  every  thing  to 
the  view  of  the  committee.  Nothing  that  was  asked 
was  deniedf  and,  in  consequence  of  that  request,  a  long 
list  of  members  of  Congress^  and  of  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, was  furnished  {  and  letters  from  persons  high 
in  office,  soliciting  loans  for  a  long  period  of  time,  for  a 
series  of  years,'  was  exhibited  to  the  committee.  Sir,  it 
was  a  two-edged  sword,  for  it  cut  on  both  sides;  and 
when  the  committee  got  it,  they  determined  to  keep  it 
to  themselves.  They  did  this  against  my  opinion;  for  I 
was  as  strenuous  and  as  earnest  to  have  that  paper  re- 
ported here,  as  I  had  been  against  calling  for  it  from  the 
bank.  And  it  may  be  within  the  memory  of  a  portion 
of  the  members  of  this  House,  that,  in  a  report  which  I 
separately  made  upon  this  subject,  I  brought  before  the 
Huuse,  upon  my  own  authority,  a  list  of  the  members 
of  Congress  who  had  received  favors  from  the  bank. 
Sir,  this  also  was  a  two-edged  sword,  which  cut  both 
ways;  for  it  cut  in  such  a  Way  that  I  did  not  know 
whether  I  should  be  suflTered  to  remain  a  member  of  this 
House  for  having  presented  it.  This  is  in  the  memory 
of  members  of  this  House,  who  were  also  members  of 
that.  Let  us,  then,  have  no  discretionary  powers.  If 
the  committee  must  grope  into  secret  transactions,  in 
order  that  they  may  pomt  at  A,  B,  and  C,  and  keep 
back  the  names  of  D,  E,  and  F,  I,  at  least,  am  opposed 
to  such  a  state  of  facts.  1  say,  fair  play  is  a  jewel;  let 
us  have  both  sides  of  the  question.  And  still  more  do  1 
desire  that  these  things  may  be  done  in  a  fair  and  open 
manner,  so  that  four  or  five  years  hence  no  base  accusa- 
tions against  the  United  States  Bank  may  be  made  of 
false  returns,  when  they  have  not  the  means  to  prove 
that  the  returns  were  not  false;  that  no  separate,  and 
private,  and  secret  communications  of  documents  before 
the  committee,  true  or  false,  may  be  produced  against 
the  president  and  directors  of  the  United  States  Bank, 
when  they  have  not  the  means  to  defepd  themselves 
against  it. 

Now,  sir,  I  say  that,  upon  the  opinion  I  have  uniform- 
ly entertained,  I  cannot  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
'  member  from  Pennsylvania.  I  do  not  wish  to  know 
what  notes,  bonds,  or  obligations,  whether  as  principals 
or  endorsers,  gentlemen  around  me,  all  of  whom  I  es- 
teem as  men  of  honor,  have  with  these  banks.  I  say 
this:  that  in  the  list  which  was  presented  to  the  commit- 
tee before,  of  all  tfie  transactions  which  were  exhibited 
of  members  of  Congress,  as  well  as  of  officers  of  the 
Government,  there  was  no  transaction  whatever  which, 
in  my  opinion,  could  aflfect  the  character  of  any  one 
man  upon  either  side  of  the  House,  in  any  disadvan- 
tageous way.  There  was  nothing  dishonorable;  nothing 
which  any  man  implicated  need  to  have  been  ashamed 
of.  But  there  were  things  in  relation  to  members  of 
this  House  which  probably  might  have  been  pointed 
out  to  their  constituents  at  the  next  election,  and  made 
the  instruments  of  party  zeal  or  personal  malignitv,  to 
injure  them.  There  might  have  been  things  of  that 
9ort  then,  and  there  may  be  now.  I  know  not  whether 
there  were  or  not;  for,  as  to  myself,  having  heretofore 
taken  a  deep  interest  in  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
in  relation  to  banks,  and  particularly  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  and  atandmg  here,  as  I  have  stood  be- 
fore, to  vindicate  the  honor  of  those  absent  high  and 
honorable  men,  the  officers  of  that  institution,  from  slan- 
der, I  think  it  necessary  to  say,  that  never,  since  I  have 
had  a  seat  in  this  House,  have  I,  in  any  sense,  had  a  per- 
sonal interest  of  any  kind  in  that  bank,  either  as  a  stock- 
holder or  a  debtor. 

Upon  these  grounds,  sir,  I  shall,  as  I  have  stated,  al- 
though reluctantly,  vote  against  the  proposition  of  my 
friend  from  Pennsylvania,  and  I  shall  vote  also  against 
the  instructions  proposed  by  the  member  from  Mary- 


land, because  I  conceive  those  instructions  to  be  far  too 
extensive — far  more  than  this  House  of  honorable  men 
ought  to  authorize  any  committee  to  inquire  into.     And 
I  shall  g^ve  this  vote  the  more  readily,  sir,  because  the 
member  from  New  York  yesterday  congratulated  the 
House  that  now  gentlemen  were  more  ready  to  go  into 
an  inquiry,  and  that  in  former  times  there  bad  been  a 
great  struggle  against  the  inquiry.     Sir,  I  struggle  now 
for  what  I  have  always  struggled.     I  cannot  consent  to 
any  examination  which  shall  go  into  the  private  afTairs 
of  others  who  are  not  present  to  defend  themselves.     I 
cannot  consent  to  justify  any  thing  which  bears  the  ap- 
pearance of  doubt  in  relation  to  any  transactions  of  pri- 
vate individuals  with  banks.     I  have  the  same  objection 
now  which  I  always  had,  and  I  have  another  objection 
to  the  instructions  of  the  gentleman  from  MaryUnd. 
They  propose  to  refer  not  only  the  memorial  now  be- 
fore the  House,  but  all  possible  memorials  that  can  come 
here  praying  for  the  recharter  of  the  present  banks,  or 
for  the  charter  of  any  new  banks  In  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, during  the  whole  session  of  Congress,  to  the 
same  select  committee.    To  refer  papers  to  come  here- 
after!     It  is  contrary  to  all  the  rules  of  the  House  to 
make  them  a  standing  committee  for  every  thing,  to 
prejudge  a  question  which  has  not  yet  been  even  pre- 
sented.    IVho  knows  but  that  to-morrow  a  memorial 
may  come  here  for  the  establishment  of  a  new  bank  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  not  connected  with  any  one  of 
the  present  banks.^    Well,  by  these  instructions^  you 
will  refer  the  memorial  beforehand,  because  here  are 
certain  gentlemen  appointed  to  keep  watch  over  it. 
Not  that  I  distrust  those  who  may  be  appointed  the  com- 
mittee, for  1  believe  that  they  will  be  all  honorable  men, 
but  this  resolution  proposes  that  the  House  shall  intrust 
all  memorials  to  this  committee  for  six  months  to  come. 
Sir,  I  believe  that  this  is  an  unexampled  trust;  I  do  not 
know  an^  instance  of  it  that  has  ever  happened.     But 
the  origmal  proposition  went  further,  and  authorized 
the  committee  of  the  House  to  enter  into  private  con- 
sultation with    any   committee  of  the   Senate  which 
might  be  appointed  for  making  a  similar*  investigation; 
not  a  joint  committee,  such  as  is  usually  appointed;  but 
it  authorized  this  private  committee  of  discretion  to  en- 
ter into  private  consultation  with  any  committee  of  the 
Senate  which  might  be  appointed  for  a  similar  purpose— 
a  proceeding  utterly  repugnant  to  every  rule  and  prin- 
ciple of  intercourse  between  the  two  Houses.    I  do  not 
know  but  that  we  might  as  well  add  that  everv  memori- 
al, public  or  private,  which  shall  be  presented  here  for 
the  next  six  months — from  now  to  the  end  of  the  ses- 
sion—shall be  confided  to  this  committee,  with  discre- 
tion to  do  just  what  they  please  with  it. 

It  appears  to  me,  sir,  that  these  instructions  transcend 
all  the  powers  usually  given  to  committees.  For  my- 
self, 1  am  not  willing  that  any  such  committee  should  be 
appointed. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  said,  having  differed  in  his 
views  on  this  question,  in  1833,  from  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  he  would  state  his  reasons  for  it. 
Some  gentlemen  on  this  floor  brought  strong  allegations 
against  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and,  so  fiur  from 
resisting  an  investigation  of  those  charges,  the  friends 
of  the  institution  owed  it  to  themselves  and  it  to  afford 
every  opportunity  to  probe  them  to  the  bottom.  When 
the  committee  was  orjpmized  and  met,  the  president  of 
the  bank  took  a  course  precisely  opposite  to  that  taken 
by  the  friends  of  the  institution  on  this  floor,  and  chal- 
lenged the  most  rigid  scrutiny.  The  rule  adopted  on 
that  occasion  by  the  committee  was  one  which,  he 
hoped,  would  govern  this  and  every  nmilar  committee, 
it  was  this:  that  no  private  transaction,  unless  it  was 
supposed  to  be  of  a  corrupt  nature,  should  be  dragged 
before  the  public.    This  rule  spplied  to  the  transactioas 
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of  merchants  and  bankers  as  well  as  to  members  of  Con- 
gress, &c.  He  hoped  the  House  would  see  the  pro- 
priety of  this  course.  There  was  no  question  as  to  the 
correctness  of  the  course  taken  on  the  occasion  which 
he  referred  to  by  the  president  of  the  Bank  of  the  Uni- 
tc;d  States.  He  tendered  unreserved  communications, 
and  they  were  made  in  such  a  shape  as  was  desired  by 
the  committee.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  president 
had  any  design,  in  making  them,  to  impose  any  misstate- 
ment on  the  committee.  The  papers  presented  were 
merely  transcripts  from  the  books  of  the  bank,  made  by 
the  clerks.  He  did  not  think  any  charge  could  be 
'made  against  the  officers  of  tlie  institution,  in  relation 
to  the  paper  alluded  to.  The  committee  thought  it 
unnecessary  to  lay  it  before  the  House  or  give  it  any 
J>ublicity,  for  the  reason  that  it  related  to  private  trans- 
actions of  an  unimportant  character.  As  to  the  amend- 
ment now  offered,  he  would  prefer  that  it  should  be  so 
modified  as  to  leave  it  discretionary  with  the  committee 
to  report  private  transactions  or  not;  but  he  should  vote 
for  the  proposition  in  any  sliape  in  which  it  might  be 
offered,  believing,  as  he  did,  that  it  was  improper  in 
any  public  functionary  to  deal  with  banks  and  receive 
favors  from  them. 

Mr.  BEARDSLET  said  he  agreed  perfectly  with  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  in  reproba- 
ting every  thing  like  slander,  in  whatever  form  it  might 
be  presented  i  and  it  was  because  he  reprobated  slander 
so  much  as  he  did,  that  he  thought  the  occasion  that 
offered  that  morning  warranted  hiro,  nay,  more,  requi- 
red of  him,  that  he  should  make  the  explanation  he  did. 
The  charge,  as  it  appeared  on  the  paper  Mr.  B.  saw, 
was  calculated,  if  he  might  judge  from  the  face  of  the 
paper,  to  produce  an  impression  that  the  individual  re- 
ferred to  had  borrowed  the  sum  of  four,  five,  or  six 
thousand  dollars,  or  whatever  the  amount  was,  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  immediately  before  the  time 
the  investigation  took  place,  or  within  some  few  months 
of  it.  He  was  not  indicted  as  an  endorser,  but  as  one 
directly  indebted  to  the  bank.  Now,  knowing  that  to 
1)e  utterly  untrue,  and  knowing  it  on  its  face  calculated 
to  produce  a  slanderous  ipipression,  Mr.  B.  had  thought, 
and  still  thought,  it  his  duty  to  expose  it.  He  was,  he 
■aid,  against  all  slanders,  whether  they  came  from  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  or  from  any  other  quarter, 
and  was  as  ready  to  denounce  them  as  the  gentleman 
himself. 

There  was  one  remark  of  the  gentleman  to  which  Mr. 
B.  would  particuUrly  recur.  He  understood  the  gen- 
tleman to  say  that  this  was  either  a  base  charge  in  its 
nature,  on  account  of  transactions  to  which  Mr.  B.  had 
pointed,  or  else  that  it  was  base  to  make  the  charge.  If 
the  gentleman  desired  to  be  understood  in  the  former 
sense,  Mr.  B.  agreed  with  him,  and  was  willing  to  let 
it  be  judged  by  the  public.  He  had  not,  and  should 
not  characterize  more  strongly  than  the  gentleman  him- 
telf  had  done.  But  if  the  f^entteman  meant  that  it  was 
base  nt  a  man,  who  was  himself  slandered,  to  expose 
thfe  charge,  Mr.  B.  would  tell  the  gentleman  that  it  did 
not  comport  with  what  be  considered  a  proper  self-re* 
spect.  He  held  it  rigtit  to  speak  out  in  such  cases,  in 
all  places,  in  public  and  before  the  world,  fall  where  it 
might.  Mr.  B.  did  not  say  who  was  guilty.  The  gen- 
tleman fVom  Maryland  had  said  the  information  was 
furnished  by  the  bank,  and  Mr.  B.  said  the  statement 
#as  untrue.  Surely  it  was  not  base  to  state  the  fact! 
The  original  fabrication  might  be  base,  but  the  exposure 
of  it  could  not  be  so  held.  He  would  forbear  to  say 
any  more  on  the  subject.  He  bad  said  thus  much,  be- 
cause he  deemed  it  due  to  the  occasion  and  to  himftlf. 

With  regard  to  the  views  entertained  by  the  commit- 
tee of  investigation  at  that  time,  Mr.  B.  had  no  concern 
abouT  it.    He  was  not  on  the  committee,  and  he  cared 


little  whether  the  inquiry  was  published  or  withheld. 
If  some  members  of  the  committee  thought  the  inquiry 
proper,  and  others  reprobated  it  as  improper,  they 
might  adjust  the  matter  as  they  pleased.  And  if,  after 
obtaining  the  information,  they  choose  to  suppress  it» 
he  was  equally  as  indifferent  as  he  was  to  the  subject  of 
inquiry  itself.  But  if  the  honorable  member  meant  to 
have  it  understood  that  this  paper  was  exhibited  to  Mr. 
B.  in  a  secret  and  clandestine  way,  or  that  it  was  shown 
to  him  only,  and  not  to  others,  the  gentleman  was  mis- 
taken. It  came  to  Mr.  B.  in  no  such  lij^ht,  and  in  no 
such  manner.  He  supposed  at  the  time  it  was  to  have 
been  published  entire,  thoueh  he  cared  not  whether  it 
was  or  not  {and  he  never  dreamed  that  this  statement 
was  omitted,  until  some  time  afterwards,  on  looking  into 
the  report,  he  found  it  had  been  left  out.  What  be- 
came of  it  he  knew  not,  nor  ever  heard  till  to-day;  or, 
if  he  did,  it  escaped  his  memory.  He  was  not  able  to 
say  from  recollection  whether  the  minority  report  of  the 
honorable  member  from  Massachusetts  named  all  the 
members  of  Congress  or  not,  or  whether  the  individual 
he  referred  to  was  named  in  it. 

Mr.  ADAMS  briefly  explained.  He  had  referred  to 
the  names  of  all  who  had  received  favors  fi*om  the  bank, 
by  having  their  payments  as  members  made  before  the 
appropriation  was  made  for  it. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said  he  had  misapprehended  the 
remark  of  the  gentleman,  but  was  satisfied  by  the  ex- 
planation. The  honorable  gentleman  and  himself  seem- 
ed to  entertain  the  same  opinion  of  the  real  character  of 
the  transaction  which  he  had  referred  to;  they  differed 
only  upon  the  propriety  of  speaking  of  it.  Gentlemen 
might  suppose  it  base  and  slanderous  to  speak  of  it,  be- 
cause it  pointed  to  the  president  and  directors  of  a  large 
moneyed  institution;  and  such  seemed  to  be  the  view  of 
the  honorable  member  firom  Masuchusetts.  Mr.  B. 
thought  the  transaction  not  the  less  reprehensible  on 
that  score.  If  those  who  conducted  the  affairs  of  the 
bank,  as  was  now  ascertained  from  two  or  three  mem- 
bers of  the  committee,  did  furnish  information  he  knew 
to  be  untrue,  he  held  that  he  was  at  all  times  at  perfect 
liberty  to  expose  it  before  the  world,  and  should  always 
feel  it  his  duty  to  do  so,  be  the  parties  who  they  might. 

Mr.  HOWARD  called  for  the  reading  of  the  amend- 
ment, and  said  that  his  object  was  to  inquire  from  the 
mover  whether  he  intended  the  period  in  the  latter 
clause  to  be  the  time  when  public  money  was  first  de- 
posited in  any  District  bank,  or  the  time  when  the 
change  took  place  over  the  country,  lie  remembered 
a  document  in  which  it  was  stated  that  the  public  mo- 
ney had  always  been  deposited  in  one  or  more  of  the 
District  banks.  If  that  were  the  time  to  which  the  in- 
quiry was  proposed  to  be  extended,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion; but  if  it  were  intended  to  limit  tiie  investigation  to 
the  last  two  years,  he  would  sooner  that  the  fimitation 
should  be  stricken  out.  It  might  be  that  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  intended  to  show  that  these  loans  to 
officers  of  the  Government  and  the  members  of  Con- 
gress were  useful  to  the  public,  and  necessary,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  great  delay  in  passing  the  annual  appro-  ' 
priation  bills,  whereby  it  was  sometimes  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  anticipate  salaries.  Mr.  H.  said  that  be  re- 
membered a  document  in  which  he,  in  common  with 
every  other  member  of  the  House,  was  reported  as  a 
debtor  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  when,  in  fact, 
he  had  never  owed  the  bank  a  dollar  in  his  life.  This 
circumstance  arose  from  the  bank's  charging  every 
member  of  Congress  with  his  per  diem  as  he  drew  it 
from  time  to  time,  not  deeming  itself  at  fiberty,  until 
after  the  passage  of  the  appropriation  bill,  to  transfer  a 
portion  of  the  public  money  to  the  credit  of  the  proper 
officer  of  the  House.  If  it  were  intended  to  draw  an  in- 
ference from  these  loans  that  those  corporations  were 
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useful,  the  inquiry  might  as  well  be  pushed  further  I 
bacV  than  the  last  two  years.  But  it  might  also  happen 
that  the  object  of  the  limitation  mirht  be  to  show  that 
-these  corporations  had  recently  made  these  loans,  con- 
trary to  their  former  practice,  and,  by  so  doing,'  inter- 
fered with  the  money  concerns  of  the  Qovemment.  It 
seemed  to  be  probable  that  the  business  of  some  of 
these  banks  might  have  become  more  extensire  htely, 
in  consequence  of  the  contraction  of  the  business  of  the 
Bank  of  tne  United  States;  but  it  wis  also  probable  that 
a  portion  of  their  business  bad  always  been  that  of  fur- 
nishing facilities  to  persons  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment, ffh)m  the  cause  aboTcmentionedt  and  if  the  House 
should  limit  its  inquiry  to  a  very  moderate  date,  the  in- 
ference would  necessarily  be,  that  all  this  was  fresh 
business,  arising  from  some  recent  cause,  whereas  it 
might  be  nothing  more  than  a  continuation  of  their  cus- 
tomary proceedings.  He  did  not  like  to  vote  for  any 
amendment  which  would  prevent  access  to  this  informa- 
tion, and  would  be  obliged  to  move  to  strike  out  the 
latter  clause  of  it. 

Mr.  GRBNNELL,  of  Massachusetts,  rose  and  said  the 
reasons  for  this  amendment  to  the  instnictions  had  not 
been  stated  by  the  mover  with  sufficient  distinctness  to 
enable  him  to  comprehend  them,  and  none  had  occur- 
red to  his  mind  of  sufficient  weight  to  command  his  vote 
for  the  present  proposition.  The  object  of  the  original 
resolution,  said  Mr.  G.,  was  perfectly  justifiable,  name- 
ly, to  inquire  into  the  past  conduct  and  present  condi- 
tion of  the  banks  in  this  District;  and  for' a  twofold  pur- 
Ipose:  first,  to  guide  the  judgment  of  this  House  on  the 
question  of  recharter;  and,  secondly,  to  show  to  this 
community  the  csuses  and  the  authors  of  their  embar- 
rassments or  sufferings  in  the  matter  of  the  bank  cur- 
rency of  this  District.  Mismanagement  and  abuse  of 
powers  have  been  charged  against  several  of  the  District 
banks  to  such  extent  as  to  work  a  forfeiture  of  their 
charters.  Of  the  justice  of  these  charges  I  pretend  not 
now  to  judge.  But  we  have  witnessed  enough  to  justi- 
fy a  rigid  investigation  of  their  concerns  and  conduct; 
It  is  due  to  this  community,  and  to  this  Legislature,  from 
whence  these  corporations  emanated. 

But,  sir,  is  the  inquiry  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  at  all  germane  to  this  original  object.^ 
It  seems  to  me  not.  What  is  itf  Why,  sir,  hardly  less 
than  an  arraignment  or  trial  of  members  of  Congress  and 
officers  of  the  Government.  It  would  be  to  raise  inju- 
rious suspicions  against  them,  most  of  whom  may  have 
been  nnembers  of  a  past  Congress,  and  who  cannot  be 
here  to  protect  themselves,  or  explain  their  transactions 
with  the  banks.  Yes^  sir,  we  are  to  inquire,  first,  into 
mismanagement  committed  by  the  banks,  fraudulent  and 
corrupt,  as  is  alleged;  and  then,  by  the  same  committee, 
at  the  same'  time  and  by  the  same  inquest,  to  ascertain 
what  members  of  Congress  have  taken  loans;  as  if  they 
had  been  participating  in  such  mismanagement,  or  in 
tome  bad  way  connected  with  these  institutions.  Now, 
lir,  if  this  branch  of  the  instructions  pass,  who  does  not 
see  that  some  portion  of  the  public  quay  connect  the  mo- 
tives and  actions  of  members  and  officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  improper  proceedings  of  the  banks  thus 
Accused  ^  Who  aoes  not  see  that  odium  may  be  cast 
upon  honorable  gentlemen  for  money  transactions  as  in- 
nocent and  fair  as  any  that  take  place  in  the  dealings  of 
men.^  If  you  adopt  this  amendment,  the  public  may 
suppose,  and  with  some  reason,  that  your  commission  is 
tiot  only  an  inquest  against  doubtful  banks,  but  against 
gentlemen  as  honest  and  honorable  as  any  in  the  country. 
Bir,  I  do  not  know  any  member  of  Congress,  the  pre- 
sent or  past,  who  hss  been  a  borrower  at  the  banks  of 
the  District.  If  there  have  been  socht  I  doubt  not  their 
transactions,  and  the  motives  that  influenced  them,  have 
been  fair  and  upright.  -  And  I  will  not  allow  myself  to 


inquire  or  to  suspect  what  member  or  what  officer  of 
the  Government  has  had  loans  at  these  institutions,  nor 
what  party  in  this  House  or  country  msy  be  affected  by 
the  proposed  inquiry.  I  am  opposed  on  principle  to 
searching  into,  and  displaying  before  the  world,  the  pri- 
vate transactions  of  inoividuals  with  banks;  and  so  have 
uniformly  been  my  votes  in  this  House  whenever  sudi 
questions  have  been  tried.  Especially  am  I  opposed  to 
an  inquiry  which,  without  light  or  reason,  presupposes 
improper  connexions  of  members  of  Congress  with  the 
accused  institutions.  I  can  imagine  no  benefit  to  result 
from  the  amendment  proposed  to  the  instructions,  but 
much  evil  and  injustice. 

One  word,  said  Mr.  G.,  as  to  the  duration  of  this  com- 
mission proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland.  He 
proposes  to  extend  it  through  this  Cong^ress.  I  should 
be  better  satisfied  if  he  would  limit  it  to  the  present  ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  HOWARD  again  asked  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania if  he  would  accept  his  amendment  as  a  modifi- 
cation. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  could  not,  he  said,  accept  the  amend- 
ment, and  the  House  would  therefore  pass  upon  it.  He 
had  himself  a  distinct  object  in  view,  wliich  was,  to  as- 
certain the  loans  made  during  a  certain  period. 

Mr.  EVERETT,  of  Vermont,  remarked  that  the  prop- 
osition of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  would,  he 
hoped,  be  understood  as  having  been  offered  on  his  in- 
dividual responsibility,  and  not  that  of  the  party  with 
which  the  gentleman  usually  acted.  He  considered  the 
proposition  as  totally  wrong  in  principle,  and  should 
therefore  vote  a^inst  it.  Mr.  E.  made  some  few  re- 
marks in  opposition  to  the  motion,  which  the  reporter 
did  not  hear. 

Mr.  HOWARD  said  that,  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  gentleman  fVom  Vermont,  he  would,  for  the  present, 
withdraw  his  motion,  to  see  what  form  the  amendment 
might  ultimately  assume. 

Mr.  THOMAS  rose,  he  said,  to  say  a  few  .words  to  put 
himself  ri{^t  before  the  House  in  regard  to  a  subject 
which  had  been  alluded  to.  Before  the  committee  of  in- 
vestigation proceeded  to  act,  the  question  of  power  was 
mooted  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams.] 
At  the  vtry  first  meeting  of  the  committee  at  the  United 
States  hotel,  the  gentleman  from  Mussachusetts  assumed 
the  position  just  stated  by  him,  that  it  was  improper  and 
incompetent  for  the  committee  to  investigate  any  trans- 
actions between  the  bank  and  its  debtors,  and  the  gen- 
tleman was  particularly  opposed  to  singling  out  for  pub- 
lication the  transactions  between  the  bank  and  members 
of  Congress.  The  committee  decided  sgainst  the  posi- 
tion of  the  gentleman,  on  the  ground  that  unless  they  ex- 
amined every  transaction,  and  became  acquainted  with 
the  nature  of  the  security  given  for  loans,  they  could  not 
execute  their  instructions,  nor  report  whether  the  bank, 
in  their  opinion,  was  solvent  or  not.  As  to  the  publica- 
tion of  the  documents  obtained,  he  (Mr.  T.)  reserved  to 
himself  the  exercise  of  his  discretion;  and  he  would  not 
consent  now  to  report  private  transactions  of  a  nature 
unimportant  to  the  public,  unless  expressly  so  command- 
ed by  the  House.  He  was  fuHherraore  opposed  to  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  because  it 
was  confined  (o  the  loans  of  one  bank.  There  were 
other  banks  in  the  District  which  bad  at  various  times 
been  depositories  of  the  Government  money,  besides  the 
bank  referred  to  in  the  proposed  amendment.  Befbre 
he  sat  down  he  would  modify  bis  resolution  by  inserting^ 
the  words  **at  the  present  session"  after  the  word  Con- 
gress, which  words  were  omitted  in  transcribing  the  res- 
olution, BO  that  the  committee  might  take  charge  of  the 
memorials  in  relation  to  the  renewal  of  charters  or  crea- 
tion of  new  banks  in  the  District,  which  might  be  offered 
during  the  present  session. 
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Mr.  KINNARD  here  moved  to  amend  the  amendment 
by  adding  the  following: 

And  to  make  the  same  inquiry,  as  far  as  practicable, 
in  its  application  to  loans  made  by  the  United  States  Bank 
and  branches  to  members  of  Congress  and  officers  of 
Government,  since  the  veto  of  the  bill  to  recharter  said 
bank)  and  also  to  loans  made  to  members  of  Congress  by 
all  the  depoaite  banks. 

Mr.  PARKER  moved  the  postponement  of  the  further 
consideration  of  the  resolution  and  amendments  till  Mon- 
day next,  to  give  time  for  printing  the  various  amend- 
ments. 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

.Mr.  PARKER  opposed  the  amendments,  and  also  the 
original  proposition,  in  the  form  in  which  it  was  presented. 

Mr.  MANN  said  he  was  at  this  time  opposed  to  the 
amendment,  and  would  ask  leave  briefly  to  assign  his 
reasons. 

The  amendment  (said  Mr.  M.)  proposes  to  instruct 
the  committee,  as  far  as  may  be  practicable,  to  inquire 
into  and  report  the  pecuniary  relations  of  the  officers 
of  the  Government,  and  the  members  of  this  House, 
with  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  branches.  It 
would,  he  said,  be  recollected,  by  all  the  gentlemen  who 
were  members  of  the  last  Congress,  that  a  committee 
was  appointed  in  the  spring  of  1&14,  from  that  body, 
and  instructed  to  make  similar  inquiries,  and  an  investi- 
gation of  the  affiiirs  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
generally,  in  pursuance  of  a  power  expressly  reserved 
in  its  charter.  Of  that  committee,  Mr.  M.  said  he  bad 
the  honor  of  having  been  a  member)  and  as  such  had 
endeavored,  in  conjunction  with  his  colleagues,  to  per- 
form the  duty  enjomed  by  the  House.  In  that  endeavor, 
the  committee  had  proceeded  to  Philadelphia,  under  the 
belief  that  the  directors  and  officers  of  the  bank,  pro- 
fessing their  love  and  favor  to  **  the  constitution  and 
laws,'*  would  not  be  among  thost>who  would  "derogate" 
from  the  former,  nor  contemn  and  defy  the  latter.  But 
(said  Mr.  M.)  what  was  then  the  treatment  which  that  com- 
mittee, that  House,  and,  through  them,  the  nation,  received 
at  the  hands  of  the  great  moneyed  power?  Sir,  (said  Mr. 
M.,)  they  were  defied,  contemned,  insulted,  by  those 
who  proclaim  the  **  supremacy  of  the  laws  at  the  gates 
of  their  citadel."  If  you  adopt  this  amendment,  sir,  what 
assurance  have  you  that  your  committee,  and  this  House, 
and  their  constituents,  will  not  again  be  insulted  by  this 
contumacious  and  illegitimate  offspring  of  your  creation 
and  power?  Why,  sir,  are  you  not  sure  that,  unless  you 
send  professors,  who  proclaim  by  heralds  preceding 
them,  not  only  their  love  of  the  constitution  and  laws, 
but  their  love  of  **  golden  relations  to  the  bank,  and 
their  fealty  to  its  power,"  you  are  certain  to  be  defied 
and  insulted  by  resistance,  and  by  reasons  similar  to 
those  you  may  find  upon  your  record  for  that  resistance? 
1  wish  (said  Mr.  M.)  to  recur  to  a  few  of  those  reasons 
on  this  occasion.  That  committee  were  authorized  to 
•end  for  persons  and  papers,  under  the  powers  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  in  its  constitutional  legislative 
capacity,  as  is  now  proposed  by  the  resolution  under 
consideration.  Believing  themselves  thus  authorized, 
and  having  exhausted  in  their  efforts,  to  execute  the  im- 
portant duty  devolved  upon  them,  all  the  means  de- 
pending upon  the  provisions  of  the  charter,  they  were 
reluctantly  and  unwillingly  driven  to  this  dernier  and 
last  resort.  That  committee,  sir,  accordingly  summoned 
the  president  of  the  bank,  and  their  ten  directors,  to 
appear  before  them,  and  to  submit  certain  books  of  the 
bank  to  the  inspection  of  the  committee.  They  appeared 
according  to  the  exigency  of  the  subpoena,  and  submit- 
ted a  written  document,  which  bad  been  previously 
proposed  and  signed  by  them,  '*  as  the'answer  of  each  to 
the  requirement  of  the  summons."  In  that  document 
they  declared  <*  that  they  did.  not  admit  any  obligation 


by  appearing,  but  attended  to  '  manifest  their  respect  to 
the  committee;  that  they  did  not  produce  the  books 
designated  and  required,'  because  they  are  not  in  the 
custody  of  either  of  us,  but  of  the  board."    They  de- 
clared, further,  that  '*  considering  that,  as  corporators^ 
and  as  directors,  we  are  parties  to  the  proceeding,  we 
do  not  consider  ourselves  bound  to  testify,  and  therefore 
respectfully  decline  to  do  ao."    Sir,  (said  Mr.  M.,)  this 
will  be  your  answer  again  if  you  send  this  committee, 
unless  it  be  of  that  **  sacred  confidence"  kind  which 
seemed  to  be  subsequently  more  successful*  from  the 
other  end  of  your  Capitol. '  I  select  the  terms  **  sacred 
confidence"  from  one  of  the  replies  made  by  the  organs 
or  oracles  of  the  bank,  to  the  committee  of  which  I  vu 
a  member,  and  in  which  they  declare  it  to  be  their  duty 
« to  protect  the  rights  and  sacred  confidence  intrusted 
to  their  keeping."    They  must  here  have  foi^g^tten  the 
provisions  of  their  charter,  or  have  lost  their  admiration 
for  «  the  laws."    It  will  scarcely  fail  (said  Mr.  M.)  to 
occur  to  the  House  that  the  reasons  assigned  by  those 
gentlemen  for  not  producing  the  books  according  to  the 
exigency  of  the  summons,  is  one  of  first  impression,  and 
proceeds  upon  the  idea  of  the  impersonality  of  corponu 
tions,  or.  In  the  quaint  language  of  Lord  Coke,  *<that 
corporations  have  no  souls,  albeit  they  have  Immortal' 
ity."    The  president  and  directors  consult  together  io 
the  strong  castle  of  their  corporate  residence,  shielded 
by  the  panoply  of  corporate  power,  upon  the  exigencies 
of  their  corporate  situation  and  its  political  and  golden 
relations,  in  order,  as  they  say,  <*that  they  may  be  as- 
sisted by  the  judgment  of  each  other  as  to  the  course 
they  wer^  individually  to  pursue;  and  agree  that  when 
they  emerge  forth  from  the  mysterious  oracle  which 
protects  and  guides  their  corporate  destiny,  they  will 
appear  in  the  garb  of  humble  citizens,  to  manifest  their 
respect,  but  not  to  admit  any  obligation,"  refusing  to 
bring  forth  the  mysterious  records  of  transactions  of 
«  sacred  confidence"  which  they  are  bound  to  protect, 
**  because  they  are  not  in  the  custody  of  either  of  us, 
but  of  the  board;"  thus  attempting  to  conceal  and  mys- 
tify their  resistance  to  the  lawful  exercise  of  the  power 
of  this  House  by  confounding  together  the  ideas  of  cor- 
porate and  corporal  existence;  of  corporate  and  personal 
obligations.    Let  it  be  remembered,  Mr.  Speaker,  (said 
Mr.  M.,)  that  the  theory  by  which  social  compacU  under 
Governmenta  exist  is,  that  each  individual  aiirrenden 
to  the  authority  of  the  laws,  such  portion  of  his  natunl 
rights  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  orderly  welfare  of  the 
whole,  in  consideration  of  the  protection  afforded  to 
rights  not  surrendered;  as,  for  example,  the  rights  of 
life,  liberty,   property,  and  the  pursuit  of  bappinessj 
thus  creating  political  obligations  to  submission  on  the 
one  hand,  and  conferring  political  security  on  the  other. 
The  theory  of  the  existence  of  impersonal  and  irrespon- 
sible beingn,  called  corporations,  makes  them  depend 
upon    express,  defined    contract    with    the  aovereign 
power.    These  corporate  existences,  with  many  heads 
and  no  soul,  with  no  volition  except  through  the  me- 
dium of  paper,  wax,  and  seal,  do  not,  I  admit,  owe  the 
same  dutiea  to  the  State  which  are  devolved  upon  nat- 
ural and  visible  citizens;  yet  it  is  difficult,  (said  Mr.  U.,) 
in  applying  these  distinctions  to  the  transactions  under 
consideration,  to  perceive  how  it  could  be  maintained 
that  the  same  persons,  assembled  together,  can  transmi- 
fnXt  themselves  with  such  magic  facility  from  one  ex- 
istence to  the  other;  and,  between  the  two,  escape  the 
censure  of  the  laws  in  either.    Their  argument  is,  that 
when  they  are  assembled  on  one  side  of  the  table,  they 
have  the  control  of  the  books  and  papers  of  the  bank, 
but  when  silently  transferred  to  the  other,  their  mystic 
union  is  dissolved,  and  instead  of  wearing  the  '<  insignia 
of  the  order,  they  wear  the  mantle  of  humble  citizens,  Mo 
manifest  their  respect,  but  not  to  a^mit  any  obligations.' " 
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Their  reasons,  sir,  (said  Mr.  M.,)  for  their  refusal  to 
give  testimony  then,  will  be  the  same  now,  if  you  ag^in 
make  the  attempt  to  procure  it  by  the  exertion  of  your 
powers.  Those  reasons,  Mr.  Speaker,  were  surprising 
to  the  committee,  the  House,  and  the  country.  The  ap- 
plication of  the  principle  of  magic  transformation  from 
personality  to  impersonality  was  again  resorted  to  by 
considering  <nhemselves  as  corporators,  directors,  and 
parties  to  the  proceeding,"  and  therefore  not  bound  to 
gire  testimony.  They  availed  themselves  of  that  wise 
maxim  In  Ihe  rules  of  criminal  evidence  which  declares 
that  no  man  is  bound  to  criminate  or  dishonor  himself { 
but  Mr.  M.  said  that  he  had  not  before  then  contem- 
plated that  a  public  corporation,  established  professedly 
as  a  necessary  public  agent,  without  personality,  or  the 
corporate  capacity  to  be  guilty  of  criminal  offences,  and 
amenable  to  the  lawa  as  such,  could  undertake  to  shield 
the  mysteries  of  "its  sacred  confidence,"  under  a  rule  of 
criminal  evidence  which  can  only  be  applicable  to  those 
who  have  personality,  and  <*bave  souls."  It  seemed  to 
have  been  forgotten  then,  and  probably  will  not  be  re- 
membered now,  that  the  attempt  to  shield  the  bank  from 
examination,  under  the  principle  stated,  that  it  was  a 
part  of  the  very  contract  or  charter  of  ita  existence,  that 
**it8  proceedings  may  be  examined  by  a  committee  of 
either  House  ofCongress,"  and  that  when  its  agents  and 
servants,  by  its  corporate  command,  refuse  such  exami- 
nation,  and  to  give  testimony  necessary  to  unfold  those 
proceedings,  tbe  very  principles  of  such  existence  are 
violated.  If,  however,  tl)e  directors  in  their  refusal  then, 
acted  in  their  individual  and  natural  capacity,  and  meant 
to  avail  themselves,  as  citizens  amenable  to  the  laws,  of 
the  protection  of  this  obvious  and  merciful  rule  of  crimi- 
nal evidence  to  screen  their  own  actions,  in  their  own 
agency  as  directors  and  officers,  from  the  scrutiny  and 
examination  of  the  public  authorities,  proceeding  accord- 
ing to  the  forms  of  law,  to  vindicate  the  justice  of  that 
law,  then  I  cannot  but  admit,  Mr.  Speaker,  their  right 
to  do  80  when  arraigned  before  the  judicial  tribunals  of 
tbe  country,  in  its  fullest  legal  extent.  It  is  a  right  se- 
cured alike  to  the  most  humble  as  well  as  the  most  ex- 
alted citizen.  It  should,  however,  be  recollected  that 
the  dutiea  of  a  committee  of  this  House  are  not  judicial. 
They  cannot  arraign,  condemn,  nor  punish,  but  simply 
inquire  and  report  the  result  of  those  inqu'ries  to  the 
body  from  whom  they  emanate.  To  conduct  those  in- 
quiries, they  are  authorized  to  examine  witnesses  on  oath. 
In  their  first  step,  they  are  told  by  the  witnesses  that 
they  claim  to  be  parties  to  the  proceeding,  as  if  they 
were  arraigned  by  that  proceeding  before  the  bar  of  a 
judicial  tribunal,  and  prepared  to  respond,  *'ffuilty  or 
not  guilty,"  and  therefore  not  bound  to  respond  to  any 
other  question.  Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  if  you  send  a  com- 
mittee to  the  bank,  with  the  purposes  indicated  by  thi» 
amendment,  you  will  meet  with  the  resistance  to  your 
authority  which  has  been  opposed  to  your  inquiries  be- 
fore, and  with  such  reasons  for  that  resistance  as  were 
met  before,  to  some  of  which  I  have  alluded  and  com- 
mented upon,  as  well  to  show  their  existence  as  their  fu- 
tility and  effrontery.  It  can,  in  my  judgment,  said  Mr. 
M.,  be  of  no  service,  therefore,  to  renew  the  effort,  unless 
the  House  are  now  prepared  to  vindicate  their  authority. 
In  respect  to  the  main  questions  now  under  considera- 
tion, the  resolution  to  commit  the  petitions  from  the 
banks  of  this  District  to  a  select  committee,  with  the 
instructions  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr.  McKzHiTAif,]  to  inquire  into  their  pecuni- 
ary relations  to  the  officers  of  the  Government,  I  am, 
•aid  Mr.  M.,  in  favor  of  both  propositions.  It  is  well 
known  to  the  other  members  of  this  House  that  the 
Committee  on  the  affairs  of  this  District,  standing  in  the 
place  of  its  local  Legislature,  is  burdened,  and  sometimes 
almost  overwhelmed,  with  its  business.    The  renewal  of 


^hese  bank  charters  is  not  ordinary  business  before  that 
committee,  and  does  not  occur  of^ener  than  once  in^ 
twenty  years.  It  is  conceded  to  be  requisite  that  the 
affairs  of  these  banks  and  their  management  and  conduct 
of  late,  more  particularly,  because  they  have  stopped 
payment,  should  be  thoroughly  probed  and  examined. 
The  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  with  great 
deference  and  respect  I  say  it,  will  probably  find  more 
subjects  of  business  for  their  action  than  will  be  conve- 
nient to  them.  It  is,  sir,  for  the  interest  of  the  banks 
themselves,  if  they  expect  a  renewal  of  their  charters  at 
our  hands,  to  submit  their  affairs  to  a  thorough  examina- 
tion. There  can  be  no  objection  to  the  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  examine  the  dealings  of 
the  public  officers,  or  Representatives  on  this  fioor,  with 
these  banks;  because,  sir,  I  venture  to  believe  that  there 
is  no  honorable  gentleman  here  who  has  such  relations 
with  them  ss  will  subject  him  to  suspicion  or  censure. 
True,  sir,  I  should  prefer  to  leave  the  matter  of  the  pub- 
lication of  those  relations  to  the  discretion  of  the  commit- 
tee, because  I  would  not,  said  Mr.  M.,  bring  the  private 
transactions  of  any  gentleman  before  this  House  un- 
necessarily. But,  sir,  as  it  is  intimated  that  there  is  some- 
thing <*rotten  in  the  State  of  Denmark,"  let  it  be  found 
out,  promulged,  and  corrected. 

Mr.  WARD  WELL  had  hoped  that  this  question  would 
have  been  sooner  disposed  of,  and  that  an  opportunity 
would  have  been  afforded  to  present  petitions,  this  being 
the  last  day  that  the  House  would  sit  this  week.  The 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  bad  nothing 
to  do  with  the  original  proposition.  Certain  banks  hsd 
applied  for  a  renewal  of  their  charters,  and  an  inquiry 
into  the  propriety  of  acceding  to  these  applications  was 
entirely  proper.  The  gentleman  from  Indiana  had, 
however,  offered  an  amendment  foreign  to  the  subject, 
and  he  tnisted  it  would  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  would  not  con- 
sent, he  said,  to  commit  a  discretionary  power  to  the 
committee,  in  regard  to  the  proposed  inquiry  and  report. 
He  hoped  the  inquiry  and  report  would  be  made  fiill 
and  ample,  and  then  the  flouse  would  Judge  of  the  pro« 
priety  of  making  th«  facts  reported  public  or  not.  He 
did  not  know  what  this  subject  had  to  do  with  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States.  Did  that  institution  seek  a  renew- 
al of  its  charter?  On  the  contrary,  we  were  told  that  it 
was  quietly  winding  up  its  affairs,  and  its  charter  would 
expire  before  this  investigation  could  be  completed. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  said  he  was  reluctant  again  to  tres- 
pass On  the  attention  of  the  House,  but  felt  constrained 
to  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  and  to  the  peraona 
(if  any)  with  whom  he  had  advised  or  consulted,  that  he 
had  a  distinct  object  in  view,  which  was  explicitly 
set  forth  in  the  amendment  be  had  offered,  and  that  he 
would  not  be  driven  from  his  purpose  by  any  parliamen- 
tary management  or  manoeuvre  which  they  might  think 
proper  to  adopt.  Let  the  gentleman  persist  in  bis 
amendment,  and  let  the  House,  if  they  think  proper, 
adopt  it.  Let  the  examination  be  as  deep  and  as  broad 
and  as  extended  as  a  majority  of  the  House  should  think 
proper  to  direct.  He  had  no  objections;  but  inasmuch 
as  the  gentleman's  proposition  was  totally  irrelevant  to 
the  subject-matter  befbre  the  House,  he,  therefore, 
could  not  vote  for  it.  The  banks,  into  whose  concerns 
it  was  proposed  to  make  an  examination,  were  petition- 
ing for  an  extension  of  their  charters.  The  Bank  of  the 
United  States  had  presented  no  such  application,  and 
he  could  see  no  propriety  in  directing  an  inquiry  into 
its  affairs  or  its  loans.  But  if  the  House  think  proper  to 
adopt  the  amendment,  let  them  do  it.  He  presumed 
there  was  no  one  who  had  any  thing  to  fear  from  any 
disclosures  which  could  be  made.  Already  had  the 
names  of  many  individuals,  selected  from  the  list  obtained 
by  the  committee  on  a  former  occarion  appointed  to  in- 
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vestigate  its  concernn,  been  laid  before  tbe  public,  as 
corrupted  and  bought  up  by  that  bank.  The  fair  busi- 
ness transactions  of  those  individuals  had  been  character- 
ized as  the  corrupt  means.of  purchasing  their  influence. 
They  bad  nothing  to  fear  from  any  further  disclosures^ 
but  whether  or  not,  was  not  a  consideration  for  him. 
He  knew,  and  he  took  this  occasion  to  say,  that  he  had 
no  connexion  in  any  one  way,  either  as  stockholder  or 
borrower,  either  as  drawer  or  endorser,  with  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States  or  any  of  the  banks  in  the  District, 
and  therefore  had  nothing  to  dread  from  any  facts  which 
could  be  brought  out  by  the  most  enlarged  scrutiny 
which  the  House  might  think  proper  to  direct. 

To  liis  frien<^  from  Vermont,  [Mr.  Evebbtt,]  whom 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  from  his  position  in  the  House,  he 
coukl  not  hear,  and  to  tbe  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Ur.  Mahv,]  and  others  who  still  wished  him  to  modify 
his  amendment,  lie  would  say  that  his  principal  object 
in  offering  that  amendment  was  to  deprive  tiie  commit- 
tee of  the  power  of  exercising  any  discretion  in  the  case. 
He  had  no  idea  of  vesting  in  any  committee  of  the 
House  an  arbitrary  discretion  to  select  such  borrowers 
as  they  may  think  proper  to  present  to  the  House  as 
having  a  corrupt  and  improper  connexion  with  any  of 
those  institutions.  He  wiahed  the  committee  so  instruct- 
ed as  to  constrain  them  to  pursue  an  impartial  and  un- 
prejudiced course.  The  resolution  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  gives  tbem  the  power,  if  tiiey 
think  proper  to  exercise  it,  of  laying  before  the  House 
and  the  nation  the  names  of  A  and  B,  as  bavine  a  cor- 
rupt connexion  with  those  banks,  and  of  suppressing  the 
names  of  C  and  D,  whose  transactions  may  be  as  im- 
proper and  censurable.  He  deprecated  the  idea  of 
vesting  any  such  arbitrary  power  or  discretion  in  the 
committee,  and  therefore  wished  it  made  their  duty  to 
present  a  list  of  the  names  of  all  the  members  of  Con- 
gress and  officers  of  Government  who  bad  received 
accommodations,  in  order  that  a  fair  view  of  the  case 
might  be  exhibited.  He  therefore  declined  making  any 
modification  of  his  proposition. 

Mr.  McKIM  moved  the  previous  question. 

The  motion  was  secondeid  by  a  vote  of  87  to  83. 

The  question  then  being,  *' shall  the  main  question 
be  now  put?" 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolins,  said,'as  the  effect 
of  tbe  previous  question  would  be  to  cut  off  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  he  would  call 
for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  determined  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas 
100,  nays  96»  as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Anthony,  Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beards- 
ley,  Bovee,  Brown,  Bynum,  John  Calhoon,  Carr,  Carter, 
Casey,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Coffee,  Coles,  Con- 
nor, Craig,  Cushman,  Davis,  Dickerson,  Uoubleday, 
Efner,  Everett,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fowler,  William  K. 
Fuller,  Galbraith,  Glascock,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hiland 
Hall,  Hamer,  Hannegan,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Haynes, 
Henderson,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Hubley,  Hun- 
tington, Huntsman,  Ingham,  William  Jackson,  Jabez 
Jackson,  Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judson, 
Kennon,  Rilgore,  Klingensmith,  Lawler,  Gideon  Lee, 
Thomas  Lee,  Leonard,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Martin, 
William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  May,  McKim,  McLene, 
Miller,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Muhlenberg,  Page,  Parks, 
Patterson,  Franklin  Pierce,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Pbelps, 
John  Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Roane,  Seymour, 
Shields,  Smith,  Taylor,  Thomas,  John  Thomson,  Toucey, 
Towns,  Turner,  Turrill,  Underwood,  Vanderpoel, 
Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Webster,  Weeks--100. 

Nats — Messrs.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allen, 
Bailey,  Beaumont,  Bell,  Bockee,  Bond,  Borden,  Bouldin, 
Bojid,  Briggs,  Buchanan,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Cambrel- 


eng,  Campbell,  George  Chimbers,  John  Chambers.Childs, 
Claiborne,  Clark,  Cleveland,  Cor  win.  Crane,  Cashing, 
Deberry,  Denny,  Drotngoole,  Evans,  French,  Philo  C. 
duller,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland,  Grahan^  Grsnger, 
Grantland,  Graves,  Grennell,  Griffin,  Hanrmond,  Harlan, 
Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hazeltine,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Howell, 
Hunt,  Janes,  John  W.  Jones,  Kinnard,  Lane,  Laporte, 
Lawrence,  Lay,  Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Love,  Lucas,  Lyon, 
John  Y.  Mason,  Samion  Mason,  Maury,  McCarty, 
McKay,  McKennan,  McKeon,  Morris,  Owens,  Parker, 
James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Phillipji,  Pickens,  ?\nck- 
ney,  PotU,  Reed,  Rencher,  Rogers,  Russell,  William  B. 
Shepard,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Sloane,  Spangler, 
Sprague,  Standefer,  Steele,  Storer,  Taliaferro,  Waddy 
Thompson,  Vinton,  Washington,  Whittlesey^  Lewij 
Williams,  Sherrod  Williams,  Wise— 96. 

So  the  House  determined  that  the  main  question 
should  be  now  put. 

Mr.  TALIAFERRO  asked  a  division  of  tbe  question, 
so  as  to  obtain  a  separate  decision  upon  that  part  of  the 
resolution  which  refers  to  the  select  committee  petitions 
which  may  hereafter  be  presented  in  relation  to  the 
banks  of  the  District. 

The  CHAIR  stated  tliat  the  division  pointed  out  was 
in  order. 

Mj*.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  inquired  if  it  was  in  order  to 
adopt  a  resolution  referring  petitions  to  be  hereafter 
presented  to  a  committee.  * 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  it  was  in  order,  but  that  tlie 
House  could,  at  any  time,  reverse  the  order. 

Mr.  I'UOMAS,  of  Maryland,  asked  the  unanimous 
consent  of  the  House  to  modify  his  resolution,  bo  as  to 
omit  that  part  objected  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts. 

The  CHAIR  inquired  if  there  was  any  objection. 

Mr.  WISE  said,  I  object,  unless  we  can  all  have  a 
chance  to  modify. 

The  question  was  taken  first  on  the  commitment  of 
the  subject  to  a  select  committee,  and  decided  in  the 
affirmative,  without  a  count. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  instructions, 
omitting  the  following  clause:  "  to  whom  shall  be  refer- 
red all  other  memorials  which  may  be  presented  to  the 
present  Congress,"  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  willi- 
out  a  division. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  instructions, 
omitting  that  portion  of  them  which  relates  to  future 
petitions,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  without  a  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  AUGUSTINE  H.  SHEPPERD  asked  whether 
the  second  branch  of  the  resolution,  relating  to  the  refer- 
ence of  future  petitions,  did  not  rescind  a  rule  of  the 
House;  whether,  if  it  was  adopted,  it  would  not  require 
a  vote  of  two  thirds  to  refer  to  any  other  committee  any 
petition  on  the  subject.  ' 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  it  was  not  required  of  the 
Chair  to  decide  that  question  until  the  case  should  pre- 
sent itself. 

Tbe  question  was  then  taken  on  that  part  of  the  in- 
structions which  refers  to  the  committee  petitions  to  be 
presented  hereafter,  and  decided  in  the  negative,  with- 
out a  division. 

The  House  then  adjourned  over  to  Monday. 

MOHDAT,  JaHUABT  4. 

Mr.   Mankiho,  of   South  Carolina,  appeared,  wss 
qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  presented  a  memorial  from  sundry 
inhabitants  of  the  Stale  of  Massachusetts,  praying  the 
abolition  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  remarked  that,  in  conformity  with  tbe 
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coarse  heretoFore  adopted,  Ive  should  move  that  the 
petition,  without  reading,  be  laid  on  the  table.  Mr.  A. 
was  here  interrupted  by 

Mr.  PATTON,  who  asked  whether  tlie  petition  had 
been  received. 

TJie  CHAIR  replied  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  moved  that  the  petition  be  not  re- 
ceived. 

The  CHMR  stated  that,  upon  looking;  into  the  authori. 
ties,  he  had  formed  the  opinion  that  the  first  question  to 
be  decided  upon  the  motion  of  a  member  was,  whether 
the  petition  be  received  or  not. 

Mr.  QLASCOCK  felt  it  his  duty,  he  said,  notwith- 
Rtandin^  the  great  discussion  which  had  taken  place  on 
the  subject,  again  to  bring  before  the  House,  for  its  de- 
cision, the  question  of  the  reception  of  these  petitions. 
He  contended  that,  according  to  Mr.  Jefferson's  authori« 
ty,  which  he  cited,  the  motion  was  a  proper  one,  and 
did  not  conflict  with  the  riglit  of  petition;  and,  more- 
over, that  it  was  expedient  for  the  House  to  sustain  the 
motion,  if  they  wished  to  avoid  the  consideration  of  the 
question. 

The  CHAIR  here  stated  that  the  discussion  must  be 
confined  strictly  to  the  question  of  the  reception  of  the 
petition. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  resumed  his  remarks  in  support  of 
the  motion  not  to  receive  the  petition. 

l^Ir.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  rose  to  a  jjoint  of  order.  The 
45th  rule,  he  said,  required  that  no  petition  should  be 
debated  or  decided  on  the  day  of  its  presentation.  If 
the  rule  was  not  observed,  the  question  might  be  de- 
bated the  whole  day,  and  members  deprived  of  an  op- 
portunity of  presenting  their  petitions.  He  appealed 
to  that  rule  or  order,  and  demanded,  he  said,  that  the 
question,  if  it  was  debated,  should  be  postponed  to  a  day 
certain. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  45th  rule  could  not  ap- 
ply to  a  petition  until  it  had  been  received;  and,  there- 
fore, that  it  was  in  order  to  debate  the  motion  not  to  re- 
ceive. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  appealed  from  this  decision,  and 
thereon  asked  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  ordered. 

The  CHAIR  stated  the  ground  of  his  decision,  and  the 
the  question  being,  **  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
stand?" 

A  long  discussion  arose,  in  which  Messrs.  MERCER, 
SUTHERLAND,  CRAIG,  REED,  BRIGGS,  BELL, 
GLASCOCK,  BEARDSLEY.  WILLIAMS  of  North 
Carolina,  PATTON,  MANN,  UNDER  WOOD,  THOMAS 
of  Maryland,  HAMER,  EVERETT  of  Vermont,  and 
J.  Q.  ADAMS,  took  part. 

Mr.  VAN DERPOEL  said  that  he  did  not  profess  to 
be  very  deeply  learned  in  rules  and  orders;  but  the  at- 
tention he  had  paid  to  what  honorable  genilemen  had 
already  said  upon  this  question  of  appeal,  and  the  little 
reflection  be  had  bestowed  upon  it  this  morning,  had 
brought  his  mind  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Speaker  was 
wrong;  and  he  would  very  briefly  state  his  reasons  for 
the  conclusion  which  his  mind  had  attained. 

Mr.  V.  said  it  had  been  remarked  by  the  Speaker, 
and  by  his  honorable  colleague,  [Mr.  Bsardslbt,]  that 
the  rules  had  not  provided  for  such  a  case  as  was  pre- 
sented by  the  motion  "  not  to  receive  the  petition," 
made  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr. 
Glascock.]  It  was,  then,  he  supposed,  a  cants  omitsus, 
according  to  the  views  of  certain  gentlemen.  Suppose 
it  were  so  what  was  the  question^  And  did  it  not  come 
at  least  within  the  spirit  of  one  of  the  rules  of  the  House' 
The  question  was,  whether  the  motion  of  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Georgia  could  be  debated  to-day?  He 
humbly  apprehended  that  this  question  was  reached  by 
the  sph-it  of  the  forty-flf^h  rule  of  this  House,  which 
provides  that  petitions,  memorials,  and  other  pspen^ 
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addressed  to  the  House,  « shall  not  be  debated  or  de- 
cided on  the  day  of  their  being  first  read."*  These  rules 
were  the  laws  of  this  House;  those  who  enacted  these 
rules  were  the  law.makers,  who  enacted  this  little  code 
for  the  government  of  our  deliberations  here.  All  gen- 
tlemen who  had  spoken  seemed  to  concur  in  the  opin- 
ion, that  the  object  of  the  provision  *'  that  petitions  or 
memorials  shall  not- be  debated  or  decided  on  the  day  of 
their  being  first  read,*'  was  to  prevent  debate  upon  a 
single  petition,  which  might  consume  the  day  provided 
by  the  rules  for  presenting  petitions,  and  thus  prevent 
all  other  petitioners  from  bringing  their  petitions  before 
the  House.  We  all  agreed  ss  to  the  spirit  of  the  rule. 
If  we  sustained  the  Speaker,  and  permitted  the  debate 
upon  the  motion  to  reject  the  petition  to  occupy  the  day, 
would  we  not  entirely  frustrate  the  object  of  the  rule,  as 
to  which  all  concurred.'  That  object  was  to  secure  to 
all  gentlemen,  at  least  for  one  day,  an  equal  right  to 
present  their  petitions  to  the  House;  and  here  we  would 
defeat  that  object,  by  permitting  one  gentleman,  on  the 
first  hour  of  the  first  day,  to  enter  upon  a  debate  in  re- 
lation to  this  petition,  that  would,  if  not  arrested,  most 
certainly  consume  the  day.  If  we  sustained  the  Chair, 
(said  Mr.  V.,)  that  portion  of  the  nile  which  intended 
to  guard  against  debate  on  the  first  day  of  the  presenta- 
tion of  a  petition  would  be  entirely  nugatory.  Yes,  it 
would  be  worse  than  a  nullity;  for  it  was  competent 
for  any  gentleman,  the  moment  a  petition  was  intro- 
duced, to  rise  in  his  place  and  move  that  that  petition 
should  not  be  received.  If  it  be  true  that  such  a  motion 
must  be  forthwith  disposed  of,  and  may  be  debated  the 
same  day  the  petition  to  which  it  applies  is  presented, 
then  a  single  member  might,  at  all  times,  prevent  all 
other  members  from  introducing  their  petitions;  because 
it  wss  very  obvious  that  the  author  of  such  a  motion,  iit 
order  to  sustain  it,  would  nsturallv  go,  and  would  surely 
be  permitted  to  go,  into  the  whole  subject-matter  of  the 
petition.  He  would,  perhaps,  undertake  to  show  thst 
it  called  upon  the  House  to  grant  an  unconstitutional  re- 
quest; and  we  have  already  had  experience  enough  to 
convince  us  that  speeches  about  constitutional  doctrines 
were  never  distinguished  for  brevity.  Gentlemen  whe 
entertain  adverse  views  would  then  undertake  to  show 
that  the  object  of  the  petitioners  wss  right,  reasonable, 
and  constitutional;  and  we  would  thus,  before  the  peti- 
tion reached  the  Speaker's  table — nay,  before  it  passed 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  gentleman  who  presented  it-^ 
launch  forth  into  a  discussion,  in  exlemop  upon  the 
relative  merits  and  demerits  of  the  subject-matter  of 
the  petition;  and  this,  not  only  to  the  exclusion  of  all 
other  petitioners,  but  at  a  stage  of  the  matter  so  esriy, 
that  it  was  very  unreasonable  to  ask  gentlemen  to  vote 
as  to  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  object  of  the  peti- 
tion. It  was  well  known  to  the  House  that  he  (Mr.  V.) 
was  opposed  to  the  object  of  this  petition,  but  he  hit 
himseu  called  upon  to  say  that  he  could  not  sustain  the 
Speaker  consistently  with  what  he  thought  was  the  spirit 
of  the  forty-fifth  nile,  and  consistently  with  the  fair  ex- 
ercise of  that  equal  right  of  petition  which  he  supposed 
belonged  to  all  the  citizens  of  this  confederacy. 

Mr.  BYNUM  said  he  entered  on  the  discussion  of  this 
subject  with  a  mingled  sense  of  pain  and  pleasure.  He 
had  ever  been  opposed  to  the  agitation  of  this  subject, 
here  or  elsewhere,  and  he  denounced  now  and  pro^ 
tested  against  the  discussion  of  abolition  within  the  walls 
of  this  House.  But  he  had  said  that  he  rose  with  a  sense 
of  mingled  pain  and  pleasure — he  was  pleased  to  see 
gentlemen  show  their  hands  on  this  subject.  He  there- 
by was  enabled  to  tell  those  who  favored  this  unholy 
agitation  which  threatened  so  imminently  the  dissolution 
of  this  blessed  Union.  He  had  said  that  he  disdained  to 
debate  this  question  In  this  place;  this  was  not  the  prop- 
er pbkee  to  settle  it;  and  be  to<A  the  occasion  to  assure 
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gentlemen  who  thought  differently,  that  that  question 
could  never  be  settled  within  the  walla  of  Congress  hall. 
It  invoked  rights  that  ihis  House  had  nothing  to  do  with, 
nor  would  bis  constituents  permit  him  in  this  place  to 
call  them  in  question.  He  repeated  it,  that  he  was  not 
aent  here  to  pass  on  and  settle  the  rights  of  his  people,  or 
constituents,  to  their  property.  Whenever  that  w«s  in- 
vaded, it  would  not  be  settled  here,  but  on  the  battle 
field. 

The  SPEAKER  reminded  Mr.  B.  that  he  could  not 
debate  the  merits  of  the  question  on  an  appeal. 

Mr.  BYNUM  said  he  was  aware  of  that.  He  was 
going  on  in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams,]  who  seemed  not  to  know 
the  spirit  and  feelings  of  the  southern  people  on  that 
subject.  That  honorable  gentleman  had  said,  as  well 
as  others  who  preceded  him  on  the  same  side  of  the 
question,  that  it  should  and  ought  to  be  met.  He  was 
the  last  man,  he  hoped,  in  or  out  of  the  House,  that 
would  blink  this  or  any  other  question;  but  he  had  said 
he  disdained  to  meet  the  question  here,  and  discuss  it 
here,  because  it  was  not,  nor  could  it  be,  settled  by 
Congress;  and  gentlemen  who  thought  so  deceived 
themselves  most  egregiously,  and  he  was  determined 
that  they  should  know  it  on  the  fii'st  and  every  occasion 
that  presented  itself. 

The  SPEAKER  again  informed  Mr.  B.  that  he  must 
confine  himself  to  the  motion  before  the  House,  and 
was  not  to  discuss  the  main  question. 

Then,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  the  illustrious  framers  of  this 
body  were  reputed  to  be  men  of  intelligence;  and,  if 
80,  they  would  hardly  have  organized  a  body,  such  as 
this  House  is,  without  giving  it  power  to  protect  itself. 
In  fact,  a  contrary  supposition  would  be  a  reflection  on 
their  illustrious  memories;  and  how  could  that  be  effect- 
ed without  the  power  of[  rejecting  an  offensive  petition 
or  memorial,  the  very  entertaining  of  which  struck 
both  at  their  dignity  and  very  existence^  The  cases 
alluded  to  by  his  honorable  friend  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Ha- 
xiB,]  he  thought  perfectly  analogous— the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
If  the  House  bad  not  the  right  to  reject,  on  the  first 
blush,  an  offensive  communication  on  its  presentation, 
it  was  subject,  at  all  times,  to  the  insults  and  impudent 
abuse  of  every  miserable,  contemptible  combination  of 
wretches  that  might  choose  to  reflect  on  and  bring  it 
into  disrepute.  Mr.  B.  said  he  had  thought  that, 
af\er  the  precedent  just  read  by  the  honorable  Speaker, 
there  would  not  have  been  any  further  doubt  entertain- 
ed by  any  gentleman  on  the  propriety  of  the  decision  of 
the  Chair,  or  of  the  course  that  the  petition  should  take. 
But  the  venerable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had  ob- 
jected to  the  similitude  or  analogy  of  the  two  cases;  to 
prove  which,  he  undertook  to  discuss  the  characters  of 
the  memorialists— one  he  said  was  a  foreigner.  He 
(Mr.  B.)  would  not  say  that  the  characters  of  the  me- 
morialists, whose  petition  the  gentleman  had  present- 
ed, were  worse  than  foreigners.  From  the  respect 
which  be  entertained  for  the  honorable  gentleman,  and 
for  others  of  the  House,  he  did  not  wish  to  discuss  the 
characters  of  those  wicked,  infamous  petitioners,  nor 
would  be  at  that  time,  though  there  might  be  a  time 
and  an  occasion  when  he  would  speak  freely  of  those 
wretches  that  were  throwing  firebrands  in  this  House, 
that  might  light  up  a  flame,  not  to  be  quenched  with 
water,  but  with  blood;  and  the  only  way,  in  his  judg- 
ment, to  avoid  it  was  to  stifle  every  attempt  at  excite- 
ment on  the  occasion,  by  putting  an  early  stop  to  the 
consideration  of  all  such  memorials  by  an  immediate  re- 
jection. 

He  was  sorry  that  he  differed  most  widely  from  the 
opinions  of  two  honorable  gentlemen,  for  whom  he  en- 
tertained the  greatest  respect— the  boDorable  gcDtleman 


from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Pattoh,]  and  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Bkll.]  They  had  said  that 
they  thought  it  unimportant  how  this  question  was  de- 
cided. He  (Mr.  B.)  thought  otherwise.  He  thought 
it  a  subject  of  the  first  magnitude,  and  an  object  of  the 
greatest  importance,  to  settle  a  precedent  whether  this 
House  had  the  right  to  reject  an  offensive  petition 
whenever  it  was  presented.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  never  consent  to  bind  up  its  own  hands,  so  as  to 
be  incapable  of  defending  itself,  by  refusing  to  coniid- 
er  any  insulting  or  otherwise  dangerous  commanica- 
tion,  that  might  be  incompatible  with  either  its  dignity 
or  safety. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had  said  some- 
thing  about  the  want  of  precedents  on  this  subject,  and 
that  the  Speaker  had  (juoted  a  precedent  of  eighteen 
years'  standing  to  justify  his  decision.  He  (Mr.  D.) 
would  call  the  gentleman's  attention  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Senate  for  a  precedent  or  precedents,  during  that 
ever-memorable  session,  called  the  panic  session,  and 
ask  him  how  many  memorials  were  Rejected,  and  re- 
fused  to  be  considered  by  that  body,  and  on  the  same 
day,  too,  that  they  were  presented?  I  ask  if  the  gentle- 
man's  colleagues  in  the  Senate— yea,  both  of  them-^id 
not  vote  to  refuse  to  consider  objectionable  and  offen- 
sive memorials  and  petitions?  Mr.  B.  recollected  vt- 
rious  occasions  when  it  had  been  done  by  that  body, 
during  the  session  alluded  to;  and  why  should  this  House 
be  leas  sensitive,  or  tenacious  of  its  dignity  or  safety, 
than  the  Senate?  For  his  part  he  could  sec  none;  and, 
for  himself,  he  would  be  the  last  to  acknowledge  it. 
He  hoped  the  House,  therefore,  would  sustain  the  Chair 
in  the  decision  it  had  made,  and  refuse  at  once  a  con- 
sideration  of  the  obnoxious  petition.  Here  the  matter 
could  not,  and  would  not,  be  settled. 

Mr.  VINTON  rose,  he  said,  not  to  take  a  part  m  the 
discussion,  but  to  endeavor  to  put  an  end  to  it.  Tlie 
whole  question  debated  was,  whether  the  motion  not  to 
receive  should  be  debated  to-day  or  to-morrow;  and  this 
day  being  already  spent  in  the  discussion,  if  the  House 
adjourned,  they  should  settle  the  (question,  and  to-mor- 
row  the  motion  would  be  in  order  fur  debate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  VINTON, 

The  House  then  adjourned,  at  four  o'clock. 

The  following  gentlemen  were  appointed  the  select 
committee  on  the  banks  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
under  the  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Thomas,  of  Uxry- 
land: 

Mr.  Thomas, 'of  Maryland;  Mr.  Pisrcs,  of  New  Hamp- 
shire;  Mr.  Rbid,  of  Massachusetts;  Mr.  Mat,  of  Illinoisi 
Mr.  BxAUMoiTT,  of  Pennsylvania;  Mr.  Humtsmav,  of 
Tennessee;  Mr.  Pivckhst,  of  South  Carolinaj  Mr. 
Gablaitd,  of  Virginia^  Mr.  CiAiBoaif  s,  of  Kf  iasissippi. 


TuzsDAT,  Jakitabt  5. 
NEW  YORK  SUFFERERS  BT  FIRE. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  from  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce, reported  the  following  amendment  to  the  bill 
for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  fire  in  New  York,  as  a 
substitute  for  the  second  section  of  the  bill  reported: 

Sac.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted^  That  the  collector 
of  the  port  of  New  York  is  hereby  authorized  and  di- 
rected  to  extend  the  payment,  in  the  manner  prescribed 
in  the  first  section  of  this  act,  of  all  the  bonds  given  for 
duties  at  the  port  of  New  York  prior  to  the  late  fire, 
and  not  provided  for  in  the  first  section  as  aforesaid,  for 
six,  nine,  and  twelve  months,  from  and  after  the  day  of 
payment  specified  in  the  bonds.  Provided,  however, 
that  nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall  extend  to  bonds 
which  had  fallen  due  before  the  17th  day  of  December 
laat. 
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Mr.  C*  said  the  siibfttitute  would,  he  hoped,  meet  the 
approbation  of  the  House,  as  it  did  that  of  the  commit- 
teejof  the  sufferers;  and  he  gave  notice  that  he  should 
ask  the  House  to  go  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  to-morrow,  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  up  the  bill. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  CASEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Land*, 
reported  a  bill  to  graduate  the  price  of  public  lands, 
make  provision  for  actual  settlers,  and  cede  the  refuse 
lands  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie.  Read  twice,  and 
committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Corolina,  said  the  bill  and 
report  just  made  by  the  g^entleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Cjlsit,!  related  to  a  very  important  subject;  and  it  was 
desirable  that  information  should  be  distributed  as  to  the 
nature  and  object  of  the  measure  proposed.  He  there- 
fore moved  the  printing  of  3,000  extra  copies  of  the  bill 
and  report;  which  motion,  by  consent,  was  considered 
and  agreed  to. 

MICHIGAN  MEMORIAL. 

Mr.  BEARDS  LEY  asked  leave  to  present  a  memorial 
from  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
State  of  Michigan. 

An  objection  beingf  made, 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  moved  the  suspension  of  the  rule. 

Mr.  BOND  said  he  should  move  that  the  memorial  be 
not  received . 

Mr.  KINNARD  called  for  the  yeas  >nd  nays)  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  inquired  what  was  the  character  of  the 
memorial. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said  it  related  to  the  general  bound- 
ary question. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  suspend 
the  rule,  and  it  was  determined  in  the  negative:  Yeas 
110,  nays  101. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  CRAIG  asked  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House  to  the  postponement  of  the  question  of  order  be- 
fore the  House  at  the  last  silting,  for  the  purpose  of 
calling  the  States  for  petitions;  which  was  objected  to. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  moved  the  postponement  of  the 
queation  of  order  before  the  House  till  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  J.  Q,,  ADAMS  asked  what  was  the  question  be- 
fore the  House  when  it  adjourned. 

The  journal  was  read,  and  Mr.  A.  expressed  his  as- 
sent to  the  postponement. 

The  motion  to  postpone  was  agreed  to. 
MICHIGAN  MEMORIAL. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  presented  the  memorial  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of 
Michigan,  and  moved  its  reference  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  called  for  the  reading  of  the  me- 
mortal. 

The  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  it. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HANNEGAN,  the  reading  was  sus- 
pended; and 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  moved  the  rejection  of  the  memo- 
rial. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  motion  and  the  subject 
to  which  it  related  must  lie  over  till  to-morrow. 
PRINTING  DOCUMENTS. 

Mr.  WISE  rose  and  said,  that  on  the  8th  day  of  De- 
cember, it  was,  on  his  motion,  ordered  that  15,000  co- 
pies of  the  {'resident's  message  and  accompanying  doc- 
uments, and  5,000  copies  oFthe  message  without  the  doc- 
umentSy  be  printed  for  the  use  of  this  House*    By  tlie 


law  of  1819,  it  was  provided  that,  in  case  of  inconvenient 
delay  in  the  printing  of  documents  by  the  printer  to  the 
House,  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  Clerk  to  employ  an- 
other printer,  and  charge  the  excess  of  coat  to  the  print- 
er guilty  of  such  delay.  He  lisd  risen  to  ask  the  Clerk 
if  he  could  inform  the  House  what  was  the  cause  of  the 
delay  and  gross  negligence  which  had  occurred  in  the 
execution  of  the  onler  of  the  Housed  The  message  and 
documents  were  annually  ready  in  ten  days;  and  now  a 
month  had  passed,  and  but  a  few  copies  had  been  laid 
on  our  tables. 

The  CHAIR  said  he  could  not  entertain  the  discussion 
without  the  assent  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GILLET  offered  to  give  the  explanations  re- 
quested. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  moved  an  adjournment;  which  wai 
agreed  to;  and 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

WsDvssDAT,  Javvaut  6. 
CAPTAIN  NATHAN  HALE. 

Mr.  WARD  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
asked  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of 
the  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  town  of  Coventry, 
State  of  Connecticut,  praying  the  erection  of  a  monu- 
ment to  the  memory  of  Captain  Nathan  Hale,  of  the 
revolutionary  army.  Mr.  W.  stated  that  the  committee 
were  of  the  opinion  that  they  possessed  no  jurisdiction 
of  the  matter  referred. 

Mr.  JUDSON  moved  that  the  petition  of  the  citixena 
of  the  town  of  Coventry  be  committed  to  a  select  com« 
mittee;  and,  in  support  of  that  motion,  proceeded  to  re- 
mark that  this  petition  came  from  nearly  five  hundred 
of  his  fellow-citizens,  who  were  honest  in  purpose  and 
respectable  in  character.  It  had  been  heretofore  refer- 
ed  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  and  that  com- 
mittee had  come  to  the  result  that  the  subject  of  the 
memorial  did  not  necessarily  fall  within  their  jurisdic* 
tion.  The  motion  was  now  made  to  refer  the  memorial 
to  a  select  committee,  upon  the  idea  that  there  was  no 
standing  committee  organized  by  the  House  to  whom 
the  tame  could  be  appropriately  referred.  It  was,  in- 
deed, matter  of  surprise  that,  to  a  request  so  reasonable* 
there  should  be  one  objection  heard;  when  the  (question 
should  be  understood,  he  was  sure  all  such  objections 
would  be  withdrawn. 

Captain  Nathan  Hale,  of  the  State  of  Connecticut^  a 
brave  young  man,  stimulated  by  his  ardent  patriotism, 
entered  the  army,  and  was  intrusted  with  a  captain's 
commission;  and,  during  that  glorious  struggle.  General 
Washington  requested  the  services  of  some  officer  to 
ascertain  the  condition  of  the  invading  army,  when  a 
knowledge  of  the  movements  of  that  army  were  essential 
to  the  existence  of  the  American  army.  No  officer  could 
be  found  to  perform  this  delicate  and  hazardous  service, 
until  Captain  Hale  became  a  volunteer,  and,  in  that 
aervice,  be  died  a  martyr  in  the  cause. 

No  notice  had  ever  been  taken  of  that  event  by  the 
Government.  It  was  due  to  the  honor  of  the  nation  that 
it  should  now  be  done;  and  this  was  the  object  of  the 
reference  moved.  This  was  not  without  precedent. 
Congress  had  ordered  a  monument  to  be  erected  over 
the  remains  of  the  lamented  General  Brown,  at  the  ex- 
pense  of  the  United  States.  Every  American  approved 
the  course;  and  it  miglit  now  be  asked,  was  not  this  a 
case  of  equal  moment?  Should  the  reference  be  made, 
it  would  be  competent  for  the  committee  to  report  on 
the  specific  prayer,  or  they  might  report  that  suitable 
measures  be  taken  to  remove  to  the  sepulchre  of  his 
fathers  the  remains  of  Captain  Hale,  or  to  extend  to  bla 
heirs  at  Uw  the  benefits  of  the  resolution  of  1780. 

The  House  should  not  be  now  detained  further  on  tb^ 
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mere  question  of  refereneei  but  when  the  commttlee 
should  have  reported,  it  should  then  be  hii  bustnett  to 
show  this  House  that  these  petitions  must  not  be  sent 
away  unheard. 

Af^er  a  few  remarks  of  an  explanatory  chart cter,  and 
in  reference  to  the  meritorious  services  of  Captain  Hale, 
by  Messrs.  JUDSON,  WARD,  PEARCS  of  Rhode  Isl- 
and, ADAM8,  and  TOUCRY,  the  memorial  was  refer- 
red to  A  select  comnfittee  of  five,  and,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
BRIGGS,  ordered  to  be  printed. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  CHAIR  proceeded,  under  the  rule,  to  call  for 
reaolutioni  by  States,  commencing  with  the  State  of 
Maine. 

Mr.  JARVIS,  of  Maine,  aubmitted  the  following  res- 
olution: 

Heiohedt  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  sub- 
iect  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  Congress.  And  be 
it  further  resolved,  that,  in  case  any  petition  praying  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  be  here- 
after presented,  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  House 
that  the  same  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  table,  without 
being  referred  or  printed. 

Mr.  JAR  VIS  said  the  resolution  which  he  had  just 
•ubmttted  was  precisely  similar  to  the  one  which  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Owxvs]  had  endeavored 
to  bring  before  the  House  without  succcsfi,  and  he  now 
offered  it  at  his  request;  but  he  was  not  doing  so  out  of 
mere  courtesy  to  that  gentleman,  but  from  a  desire  that 
this  subject  might  be  settled  in  such  a  manner  as  might 
be  satisfactory  to  the  southern  people. 

Mr.  ADAMS  requested  that  this  resolution  might  be 

{postponed  until  the  States  were  called  through  for  re»o« 
utions. 

Mr.  JARViS  resumed.  He  said  if  he  thought  there 
was  any  probability  of  keeping  off  a  discussion  of  the 
subject,  he  would  not  object  to  having  it  postponed; 
but,  as  it  was,  he  thought  we  might  as  well  take  it  up 
now  as  at  any  other  time.  He  did  not  mean  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  subject,  but  merely  to  state, 
in  a  few  words,  that,  from  all  he  had  seen  for  the  Inst 
month,  he  entertained  no  doubt  that  not  only  a  large 
majority  of  the  House,  but  also  a  large  majority  of  the 
Kepreaentalives  of  the  non-slavt holding  State's,  were 
decidedly  averse  to  any  action  on  the  subject  of  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Culumbtn  by 
Congress.  His  constituents  deprecated  the  agitation 
of  the  question.  They  consider  that  it  belongs  ex- 
clusively to  the  southern  States,  and  that  any  interft-r- 
ence  by  us  would  be  unwise  and  unwarrantable.  He 
thought  he  was  fully  justified  in  making  this  assertion, 
by  what  took  place  in  Maine  during  the  last  summer. 
In  the  meetings  which  were  then  held  party  spirit  was 
lost  sight  of,  and  men  who  had  never  acted  together  be- 
fore were  found  uniting,  like  a  band  of  brothers,  to 
avert  a  catastrophe  which  impended  over  us.  Then, 
without  distinction  of  party,  the  most  prominent  in  sta- 
tion, in  private  worth,  in  wealth  and  intelligence,  attend- 
ed these  meetings;  and  resolutions  were'  adopted  at 
them  which  spoke  but  one  language,  and  that  was  a  rep- 
robation of  the  abolitionists.  By  permission  of  the  House 
he  would  read  a  resolution  which  was  unanimously 
adopted  at  the  meeting  which  was  held  at  Augusta,  the 
seat  of  Government  of  the  State  of  Maine  t 

**Iiesoioed,  That  any  interference  by  the  non-slave- 
bulding  States  on  the  subject  of  slavery  is  incompatible 
with  the  preservation  of  the  Union;  we  view  with  regret 
Mnd  alarm  all  attempts  to  excite  such  interference  or  to 
disturb  the  peace  of  the  country  by  the  fruitless  agita- 
tion of  that  exciting  subject;  and  we  hold  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  every  patriot  to  •  frown  upon  the  first  dawning 


of  every  attempt  to  alienate  any  portion  of  our  country 
from  the  rest,  or  to  enfeeble  the  sacred  ties  which  now 
bind  together  its  varioua  parta.'  " 

Mr.  J.  said  that  comment  on  this  resolution  was  use- 
less. It  was  not  his  intention  to  enter  further  into  this 
discussion^  nor  would  he  have  said  thus  much,  had  it 
not  been  for  misrepresentations  (no  doubt  unintentional) 
which  had  been  made  upon  this  floor,  with  regard  to 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  the  eastern  States,  which, 
at  the  time,  there  was  no  opportunity  to  repel. 
When  Mr.  J.  concluded  his  remarks. 
Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  moved  to  lay  the  resolutions  on 
the  Ubie. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  MILLER  asked  for  the  reading  of  the  resolu- 
tions; which  being  done,  the  question  was  taken  on  lay- 
ing the  resolutions  on  the  table,  by  yeas  and  nays,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Adams,  Chdton  Allan,  Henun  Allen, 
Anthony,  Ashley,  Bui  ley,  Beaumont,  Bond,  Borden, 
BriggR,  Carr,  George  Chambers,  John  Chambers, Child*, 
Clark,  Corwin,  Crane,  Cushing,  Davis,  Denny,  Evant:, 
Philo  C.  Fuller,  Grennell,  Haley,  Hiland  Hall,  Ham- 
mond, Hard,  Hardin,  Henderson,  Hoar,  Howell,  Inger- 
soU,  William  JAckson,  Janes,  Joseph  Johnson,  Kennor, 
Kinnard«  Klingensmith,  Laporte,  Lawrence,  Lincoln, 
Logan,  Love,  Job  Mann,  8.  Mason,  McComas,  McKen- 
nan,  Milligan,  Morris, Parker,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Peyton, 
Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  Russell,  Shields,  Sprague,  Storer, 
Sutherland,  Underwood,  Vinton,  White,  Whitlleaey, 
Lewis  Williams,  Wise— 66. 

Nats— Messrs.  Ash,  Barton,  Beale,    Bean,    Beards- 
Icy,  Bell,  Bockee,    Boon,  Brown,  Buchanan,    BuiM:h, 
Bynum,  William  B.  Callioun,  CJambreleng,  Campbell, 
Carter,  Casey,  Chaney,  Clniproan,N.  H.  Cl»iborne,  J.  F- 
H.  Claiborne,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Craig, 
Cramer,  Cushman,    Deberry,    Doubleday,  Dromgoole, 
Efner,    Everett,    Fairfield,    Farlin,  Fry,    William  K. 
Fuller,    Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice  GarUnd,  Gillet, 
Glascock,     Graham,     Granger,    Graiitland,    Grayson, 
Griffin,  Joseph  Hall,    Hamer,    Hannegan,   Samuel  S. 
Harrison,    Albert    G.    Harrison,    Haynes,    Haxeltinr, 
Hiester,   Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Hubley,  Hunting- 
ton, Hunstman,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  R.  M. 
Johnson,  Cfivc  Johnson,     Henry   Johnson,    Jolin    W. 
Jones,    Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kilgore,   Line,    Lan- 
sing,  Lawler,    Gideon    Lee,  Joshua   Lee,    Luke  Lea, 
Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Abijah  Mann,   Manning,  Martin, 
William  Mason,    Bloses  Mason,   Maur}',    May,  McKay, 
McKeon,  McL^nr,  Miller,  Montgonwrry,  Moore,   Mor- 
gan, Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks,  Patterson,  Pat- 
ton,   Jame-i    A.  Pearce,   Phelps  Pickens,    Pinckney, 
Rencher,    John    Reynolds,   Joseph    Reynolds,  Ripley, 
Ro:ine,  Robertson,  Rogers,  Seymour,  William  B.  Shep- 
ard,    Augustine  H.    Shepperd,   Shinn,  Slade,    Smith, 
Spangler,Slanderer,  Steele,  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Thomas 
John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turner,  Turrill,  Van- 
derpoel.  Ward,  Wardwell,  Washington,  Weeka— 133. 
Mr.  CAMBRELENG  called  for  the  orders  of  the  day; 
but  withdrew  his  motion  at  the  request  of  Mr.  WISE, 
who  pledged  himself  to  renew  it. 
Mr.  WISE  then  moved  the  following  amendment: 
Amend  by  striking  out  af^er  ••  Hnoloed^**  and  insert, 
"  That  there  is  no  power  of  legislation  granted  by  the 
constitution  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  abol- 
ish slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  that  any  at- 
tempt by  Congress  to  legislate  upon  the  subject  of  slave- 
ry will  be  not  only  unauthorized,  but  dangerous  to  the 
Union  of  the  States.*' 

Mr.  WISE  said,  before  he  renewed  the  motion  of  tKc 
gentleman  from  New  York,  he  would  take  that  oppor- 
tunity to  say  that  he  hoped  his  amendment  to  the  r^ 
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lution  of  the  {gentleman  from  Maine  would  bring  the  di- 
rect question  before  the  Houie.  The  war  was  now  com- 
menced between  evasive  and  direct  propositions  upon 
this  subject,  for  he  regarded  the  propositions  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maine  as  entirely  evasive.  He  regarded 
them  as  unsatisfactory  to  the  South,  and  nothing  could 
satisfy  them  but  a  bold,  direct,  and  manly  vote  upon  this 
question.  Let  it  be  settled.  That  was  sll  they  asked. 
He  wished  now  to  see  who  would  vole  for  the  one  prop- 
osition, and  who  for  the  other.  He  wished  to  see  now 
who  would  move  the  previous  question  to  cut  off  this 
amendment.  He  wished  the  whole  South  to  mark  it,  if 
the  previous  question  to  this  amendment  should  be  put 
upon  them.  Let  them  toe  it,  snd  let  the  South  be  un- 
deceived, or  let  the  South  be  guarsntied  in  her  rights. 
Mr.  W.  moved  to  print  the  original  resolution  and  the 
amendment,  and  then  renewed  the  motion  for  the  orders 
of  the  day. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  rose  to  request  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  to  withdraw  his  motion,  as  he  simply  wished  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  resolution  also. 

Mr.  WISE  said  it  lay  with  the  gentleman  from  New 
York.  * 

Mr.  CAMBRBLKNG  assented. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  moved  the  following,  as  an  additional 
resolution: 

Beaolttdf  That  any  attempt  to  agitate  the  question  of 
slavery  in  this  House  is  calculated  to  disturb  the  com- 
promises of  the  constitution,  to  endanger  the  Union,  and, 
if  persisted  in,  to  destroy,  by  a  servile  war,  the  peace 
and  prosperity  of  the  country. 

I'he  CUAIK  said  the  gentleman  must  move  it  as  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  then  made  thst  motion. 

Mr.  WISE  accepted  It  as  a  modification  of  his  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  wished,  he  said,  his  amendment  to 
be  offered  as  a  substitute  for  that  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  so  that  the  whole  question,  in  some  form  or 
other,  would  be  presented  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

The  CHAIR  said  that  could  only  be  done  by  moving 
to  strike  out  from  the  amendment  all  afler  a  certain 
word.  It  would  be  competent  for  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  to  move  to  strike  out  all  after  the  word  <*  that," 
and  insert  his  amendment. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  said  he  would  make  that  motion. 
His  object  was,  as  expressed  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia,.to  come  to  some  understanding,  and,  by  some  di- 
rect and  decisive  vote,  ascertain  how  far  their  nortliern 
brethren  were  disposed  to  go  with  those  of  the  South  on 
this  question;  and  he  was  gratified  to  find  tliAt,  for  the 
first  time,  it  began  to  assume  some  tanf^ible  shape. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  wished  it  distinctly  understood  that,  so 
far  as  the  resolutions  of  the  geptleman  from  Maine  went, 
they  met  his  approbation;  but  that  they  did  not  go  far 
enough  was  perfectly  clear  to  himself,  and  evident  upon 
the  very  face  of  them.  Whatever  might  be  the  consti- 
tutional difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  right  of  Congress 
to  interfere  with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbis,  it 
was  expected  by  the  South,  if  such  a  right  be  recog- 
nised, (which  he  would  not  for  a  moment  believe, ^  that 
something  definite  should  be  done,  and  that  we  should 
be  placed  in  possession  of  their  views  on  this  important 
subject;  and  he  believed  they  would  be  such  as  to  quiet 
all  fears,  and  sooth  the  feelings  of  a  now  agitated 
people.  If,  however,  he  was  mistaken,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  his  resolution,  further  attempts  to  agitate  this 
question  here  would  be  calculated  to  disturb  the  com- 
promises of  the  constitution,  and  endanger  this  Union. 
The  simple  act  of  laying  petitions  of  the  character  of 
those  presented  here,  and  expected  to  be  presented,  on 
the  table,  was  not  calculated  to  allay  the  fee  Dogs  of  the 


South,  and  if  such  a  result  was  anticipated,  gentlemen 
were  indeed  mistaken.  But  he  did  believe  that  if,  on  the 
present  occasion,  there  could  be  a  clear  expression  of 
opinion  against  the  right  of  Congress  to  interfere  with 
slavery  in  this  District,  coupled  with  the  sentiments  of 
the  public  meetings  held  throughout  the  different  States 
of  the  North,  that  it  wotild  tranquillize  the  *^  troubled 
waters,'*  and  have  the  tendency  to  quiet  and  satiafy  tbe 
South.  But  if  it  be  not  done,  these  fond  anticipations 
would  never  be  realized.  Now,  said  Mr.  G.,  was  tha 
proffered  time  for  his  northern  brethren  to  come  fbrthi 
the  crisis  had  arrived  when  they  should  speak  out,  and 
if  they  spoke  and  acted  as  be  expected,  then  all  would 
be  well. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  had  no  objections  that  a  direct  resolu- 
tion, or  series  of  resolutions,  should  be  offered,  declaring 
that  it  was  a  violation  of  the  constitution  for  Congress  to 
interfere  with  slavery  here;  that  he  bad  satisfied  himself 
it  was  unconstitutional,  and  should  vote  for  any  such 
resolution.  But,  whilst  he  was  disposed  to  do  this  him- 
self, he  was  not  prepared  to  censure  those,  or  impugn 
the  motives  of  such  as  might  differ  with  him.  And  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  in  candor  to  state  that,  so  far  as  the  ab- 
stract question  of  the  constitutional  right  was  concerned 
as  to  this  District,  there  were  various  and  conflicting 
opinions,  among  the  best  jurists  as  well  as  constitutional 
lawyers  of  the  country,  and  he  regretted  that  some  of 
these  were  to  be  found  even  in  the  South.  And  even 
here,  in  this  House,  said  Mr.  G.,  he  knew  several  who 
would  vote  against  any  resolution  declaring  it  unconsti- 
tutional in  Congress  to  interfere  with  slavery  in  the  Dis- 
trict, but  who  would  go  heart  and  hand  with  the  south- 
ern members  against  any  such  interference,  and  against 
the  reading  and  even  printing  of  the  petitions  of  the  abo- 
litionists, or  furthering  their  views,  either  directly  or  in- 
directly. And,  from  what  had  taken  place,  he  looked 
with  great  confidence  for  a  warm  and  cordial  support  of 
the  resolution  which  he  had  the  honor  to  offer.  He 
thought  it  the  least  the  South  ought  to  expect,  and  what 
they  had  a  right  to  require,  from  their  brethren  of  tbe 
North. 

Mr.  HOLSEY  then  rose,  and,  afler  proceeding  a  few 
moments  gsve  way  to 

Mr.  CAMBRRLENG,  who  moved  the  orders  of  tbe 
day;  which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SEMINOLE  HOSTILITIES. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state 
of  the  Union,  Mr.  Co^rvoa  in  the  chair. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  committee 
proceeded  to  consider  the  following  bill: 

ji  bill  making  an  appropriation  for  repressing  hoilUUica 
comtneneea  by  the  Seminole  Indiofit, 

Be  U  enacted,  &c..  That  the  sum  of  $80,000  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby,  appropriated,  out  of  anv  nHmey  in 
the  Treasury  not  otlierwise  appropriated,  for  the  ex- 
penses attending  the  repression  of  hostilities  commenced 
by  the  Seminole  Indians  in  Florida. 

A  communication  fW>m  the  Secretary  of  War  on  the 
subject  was  read«  when 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  briefly  adverted  to  the  depre- 
dations c  ?mmitted  by  the  fieminoles,  their  having  laid 
waste  and  desolated  the  country  for  eighty  miles,  &c. 

Mr.  VINTON  inquired  whether  the  gentleman  from 
Nfew  York  was  in  possession  of  any  information  avto  the 
cause  of  this  war,  or  who  commenced  it? 

Bfr.  CAMBRELENG  said  he  bad  in  his  possession  a 
package  of  documents  containing  the  desired  informa- 
tion. Tlie  disturbance  had  grown  out  of  a  treaty  with 
the  Seminolea,  the  execution  of  which  had  been  post- 
poned from  time  to  time  by  them;  and  when  a  portion 
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of  theie  IndiftiM  had  determined  to  remove,  two  of  their  I 
own  chiefs  hsd  been  murdered  by  themselves,  &c.    The 
gentleman  from  Ohio  could  examine  the  correspondence 
in  his  possession,  and  b«  would  be  able  to  satisfy  himself 
on  the  aubiect. 

Mr.  VINTON  inquired  when  the  treaty  alluded  to 
vu  made?  He  did  not  wish  to  delay  the  pas-aipe  of 
the  biltt  but  if  it  was  the  treaty  of  1833,  or  1834,  it 
was  his  intention  to  more  to  amend  it  by  making  it  obli« 
gatory  on  tbe  United  States  to  carry  that  treaty  into 
effect. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  adverted  to  ihe  necessity  of 
speedy  action  upon  this  subject.  The  war  was  pro- 
gressing.  Fifteen  hundred  Indians  were  in  the  field, 
and  they  were  opposed  by  only  about  two  hundred 
troops.  Unlesa  speedily  repressed,  they  would  probably 
make  inroads  upon  the  State  of  Georgia.  If  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio  desired  to  raise  a  question  or  a  debute 
upon  the  treaty,  he  could  select  another  opportunity, 
without  embarrassing  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  ADAMS  called  for  the  reading  of  the  bill}  which 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  A.  rose  and  saidt  Mr.  Speaker,  I  propose  to 
amend  this  bill,  by  introducing  after  the  words  « to  be 
expended,"  the  words  **  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  conformably  to  law."  My  objection 
to  the  bill  aa  it  now  stands  is,  that  it  is  an  appropriation 
rather  too  indefinitei  and  I  make  this  motion  now,  more 
with  a  view  to  anticipate  what  I  presume  will  be  an 
amendment  proposed  in  another  place,  than  for  any 
other  consideration.  And  I  make  it  now  the  more  readil^r, 
tMeaose  at  the  close  of  tbe  laat  session  of  Congress  m 
the  case  of  a  similar  appropriation,  not  only  the  appro- 
priation itself  failed,  but  the  whole  bill  to  which  it  was 
annexed  (and  an  extremely  important  one  it  was)  failed 
entirely,  as  I  understood,  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
definite nature  of  the  appropriation. 

Here,  sir,  is  an  appropriation  for  eighty  thousand 
dollars  only— that  was  an  appropriation  for  three  millions; 
bat  the  principle  is  the  same.  Here  is  an  appropriation 
for  the  suppression  of  a  war  with  the  Seminole  Indians. 
Well,  sir,  under  whose  direction  is  the  money  to  be 
expended^  Is  it  to  raise  an  army?  The  constitution  of 
the  United  States  ssys  that  Congress  shall  have  exclusive 
power  to  raise  an  army.  In  what  manner  is  it  to  be 
expended?  Is  it  intended  by  this  appropriation  of 
eighty  thousand  dollars  to  give  to  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States  power  to  raise  men— to  raise  a  force?  Is 
it  intended  to  confer  upon  him  the  power  of  exercising 
that  wliich  the  constitution  has  exclusively  reserved  to 
Congress?  If  this  is  the  intention,  I  shall  be  most  reluc- 
tantly compelled  to  vote  against  it.  If  it  is  not  the  in- 
tention, I  ask  that  something  or  other  should  be  intro- 
duced into  the  bill  which  shall  explicitly  state  under 
whose  direction,  and  in  what  manner,  this  money  is  to 
b«  disposed  of|  so  far,  at  least,  as  that  it  shall  be  ex- 
pended according  to  law. 

When  the  appropriation  of  last  year,  to  which  I  have 
referred,  was  introduced  to  this  House  by  the  same  gen* 
tleman,  I  believe,  who  proposes  this,  I  voted  for  it. 
Indefinite  as  the  terms  in  which  it  was  expressed  were; 
but  1  did  so  under  a  principle  which  I  have  always  un- 
dtralood  to  prevail,  and  which  I  never  considered  as 
doubtful,  until  it  was  made  a  question  on  that  occasion; 
and  that  was,  that,  make  your  appropriations  ever  so  in- 
definite, grant  to  tbe  Executive  a  hundred  millions  of 
money  to  be  expended,  you  give  him  no  power  to  ex- 
pend one  dollar  without  the  authority  of  law,  separate 
from,  and  independent  of,  your  appropriation.  Well, 
sir,  when  that  bill  went  to  the  other  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature, tliis  appropriation  for  three  millions  of  dollars 
was  nut  only  negatived  and  rejected,  but,  when  it  came 
back  to  this  House,  and  the  House  liad  maisted  on  the 


appropriation,  tbe  Senate  immediately  adhered  to  their 
rejection;  and,  aa  I  understood,  (for  I  do  not  know  offi- 
cially the  grounds  and  principles  upon  which  the  Senate 
rejected  the  appropriation,)  but  it  was  understood  to  be 
upon  the  ground  that  this  was  an  indefinite  throwing  of 
three  millions  of  dollsrs  into  the  lap  of  the  Executive, 
entirely  at  his  discretion,  and  without  being  circum- 
scribed even  by  any  specified  limits.  The  immediate 
consequence  of  this  was,  that  the  bill  came  down  to  this 
House;  a  committee  of  conference  was  demanded  and 
was  held,  and  a  compromise  was  made,  by  which  the  ap- 
propriation was  reduced,  I  think,  to  eight  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  and  something  of  a  limitation  of  the 
terms  in  which  it  was  expressed  was  introduced:  the 
terms  were  not  quite  so  indefinite  as  in  the  original  bill. 
This  serves  to  show  that  the  real  objection  which  was 
Uken  in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature  was  to  the 
indefinite  terms  in  which  the  appropriation  was  made; 
and  that  there  is  some  plausibility  at  least  in  the  suggea- 
tion,  I  infer  from  the  fact  of  the  committee  having  agreed 
to  mske  it  more  definite  in  its  terms,  as  well  as  to  reduce 
the  amount.  Sir,  it  so  happened  that  lliia  compromise 
was  too  Iste;  and,  in  consequence,  not  only  the  appro* 
priiition,  but  the  whole  bill,  failed,  to  the  very  great  in- 
jury, in  my  humble  opinion,  of  the  interests  of  the 
country.  I  believe  the  appropriation  itself  would  have 
been  a  most  profitable  and  useful  one  at  that  time.  I 
believe  that  the  bill  was  one  of  the  most  important  that 
was  introduced  during  the  session,  and  that  the  country 
is  now  suffering  in  consequence  of  its  failure. 

I  ask  the  gentleman,  therefore,  to  asaent  to  the  intro- 
duction of  something  like  these  terms:  **  to  be  expended 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  conforma- 
bly to  Uw." 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  briefly  replied  to  some  of  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetta.  He  had 
no  objection  to  the  amendment  which  had  been  pro- 


Mr.  EVERETT  made  a  few  remarks,  which  were 
wholly  inaudible. 

The  amendment  was  then  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  laid 
aside. 

NEW  YORK  SUFFERERS  BY  FIRE. 

The  committee  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  making 
appropriations  for  the  relief  of  tbe  sufferers  by  the  fire 
in  the  city  of  New  York. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  made  several  verbal  amend- 
ments; which  were  agreed  to. 

BIr.  C.  then  offered  a  substitute  for  the  second  aec- 
tion,  (being  the  same  which  was  contained  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  yesterday ;)  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  explained  briefly  the  provinona 
of  the  bill;  sUted  the  various  acts,  from  1790  to  1801. 
for  remission  of  duty  in  cases  of  fire;  and,  from  1803  to 
1824^  for  extension  of  credits  in  similar  cases.  He  re- 
minded the  committee  that  the  question  was  not  now  of 
remission  of  duty  on  goods  destroyed  by  the  fire,  but 
one  which  concerned  Government  quite  as  much  aa  its 
debtors.  On  the  question  of  remission,  when  it  came 
before  them,  he  should  submit  his  views;  and  he  hoped 
a  majority  of  the  House  would  concur  with  him.  To 
the  bill  now  submitted  he  anticipated  little  opposition. 
The  firat  section  was  in  conformity  to  the  usage  of  Gov- 
ernment  in  cases  far  less  important;  the  second  would 
apply  to  debtors  of  Government  equally  unfortunate, 
but  not  provided  for  in  the  first  section. 

Mr.  C.  then  went  into  an  argument  to  show  thst, 
while  under  the  old  laws  and  long  credits,  the  merchants 
had  enjoyed  the  use  of  the  public  money;  under  the  late 
revision,  by  substituting  caah  duties  on  woollens*  and 
three  and  six  months  on  all  other  g^oods,  the  merchant 
was  compelled  to  advance  the  duties  to  GoTemnoeut; 
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tnd  that  those  debtors  for  whose  relief  the  bill  was  de. 
sigcned  had  actually  advanced  to  the  Government,  in> 
18:35,  near  twelve  millions  of  dollars,  independent  of  the 
three  or  four  millions  now  due.  So  far  from  Govern- 
ment beinfif  a  lender  to  its  debtors,  the  city  of  New  York 
was  actually  a  lender  to  Government  of  millions  beyond 
the  amount  now  deposited  in  that  city,  which  bsd  been 
advanced,  and  was  now  loaned  to  the  East,  West,  North, 
and  South.  The  extension  of  the  bonds  was  merely  to 
restore  temporarily  that  which  they  had  advanced.  The 
extension  of  credit  on  bonds  for  duties  on  floods,  all  of 
which  had  been  imported  within  three  months,  and  some 
of  which  hsd  been  entered  within  a  week — some  even 
on  the  day  of  the  fire.  The  second  section  of  the  bill 
in  fact  merely  contemplated  extending^  the  payment  of 
the  bonds  to  a  period  which,  under  the  old  credit  laws, 
they  would  have  been  entitled  to.  It  simply  proposed 
to  allow  our  debtors  time,  as  one  of  the  committee  had 
expressed  himself,  to  "clear  away  the  ruins,  before  we 
demanded  the  payment  of  our  bonds."  The  Govern- 
ment would  save  money  by  the  extension  proposed, 
while  it  would  lose  by  insisting^  upon  the  payment  of  its 
bonds  during  the  first  quarter  of  the  present  year,  which 
he  thought  would  be  a  period  of  pressure  not  surpassed 
by  any  since  18S5.  The  Government  should  act  upon 
the  principle  of  every  other  creditor— it  must,  like  banks 
and  capitalists,  extend  credit  to  its  debtors,  or  take  the 
chance  of  losing  its  debts.  He  could  not  anticipate  op- 
position to  such  a  measure,  and  should  wait  for  objec- 
tions to  it  to  answer  them. 

Mr.  HARDIN  said  he  had  the  bill  before  him,  and  he 
could  not  find  a  gentleman  who  understood  the  amend- 
ments. He  found  in  the  bill,  as  originally  printed,  that 
the  first  section  extended  a  credit  of  three,  four,  or  five 
years,  making  the  credit  equal  to  four  years,  while  there 
was  no  provision  that  these  petitioners  should  pay  inter- 
est. This  was  giving  the  merchants  twenty-four  per 
cent,  while  there  was  no  relief  extended  to  insurance 
offices,  none  to  holders  of  real  estate,  none  to  those  who 
had  buildings  on  ground  rent,  but  all  to  the  merchants. 
He  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  subjects.  Credits 
ought  never  to  be  extended,  upon  the  mere  assent  of 
security.  If  there  was  to  be  an  extension  made,  it  ought 
only  to  be  made  when  the  principal  and  security  both 
came  forward  and  gave  new  bonds.  But  unless  there 
could  be  a  satisfactory  reason  assigned,  he  could  never 
vole  for  the  second  section  of  the  bill.  What  does  that 
section  propose?  It  proposes  to  give  away  all  the  sur- 
plus revenue.  West  of  the  Alleghany  mountains,  some 
eight  or  ten  millions  were  collected  for  lands.  Was  this 
all  to  be  given  away,  for  the  benefit  of  the  merchants  of 
New  York?  Mr.  H.  concluded  by  moving  that  the  com- 
mittee  rise  and  report  the  first  two  bills,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again  on  (he  bill  before  the  committee;  but  with- 
drew the  motion  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  who  said  the  gentleman  had 
fallen  into  an  error.  The  second  section  had  been 
amended  by  striking  out  the  part  the  gentleman  took 
exception  to. 

The  bill  was  then  passed  over. 

CONVENTION  WITH  SPAIN. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  the  commit- 
tee proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  providing  for  carrying 
Into  effect  the  convention  with  Spain. 

After  a  brief  explanation  by  Mr.  M.\SON,  and  a  few 
remarks  by  Mr.  ADAMS,  the  latter  suggested  the  pro- 
priety of  looking  further  into  the  subject,  and  for  that 
purpose  he  moved  that  the  committee  risei  which  was 
agreed  to. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  to  the  House 
the  bill  making  partial  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
GoTemmeat  tor  the  year  1836,  and  the  bill  maUog  an 


appropriation  for  repressing  hostilities  on  the  part  of  the 
Seminole  Indians. 

The  amendment  to  the  latter  bill  was  concurred  in, 
and  the  two  bills  were  ordered  to  be  engroMfd  and  read 
a  third  time  to-morrow. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

Thubsdat,  Jakuabt  7. 
THE  UNITED  STATES  AND  MEXICO.  , 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  rose,  he  said,  to  make  an  inctulry 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
on  the  subject  of  the  relations  between  this  Government 
and  that  of  Mexico.  He  adverted  to  some  statements 
on  the  subject,  which  appeared  in  the  National  lntelU« 
gencer  of  this  morning,  and  which,  at  his  request,  were 
read  by  the  Clerk.  Mr.  A.  said  the  question  which  he 
wished  to  ask  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Relations  was,  whether  the  committee  had  received 
any  communication  from  the  State  Department  on  the 
subject  of  the  relations,  political  or  commercial,  between 
the  United  States  and  Mexico.  If  they  had  not,  he  con- 
cluded that  thpy  might  receive  such  informatbn  to-day 
or  on  Monday,  for  a  motion  would  probably  be  mjule  to 
adjourn  over  tilt  Monday. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  (chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,)  said,  in  reply,  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs  had  received  no  oommunioa« 
tion  from  the  State  D.^partment  on  the  subject  of  the 
relations  of  the  United  States  with  Mexico,  whether  com- 
mercial or  political  I  and  that  they  had  no  information  on 
that  subject  other  thin  that  contained  in  the  message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  delivered  at  the  com- 
mencement of  this  session. 

Having  seen  a  statement  in  a  newspaper  of  yesterday's 
date,  founded  on  a  commercial  letter,  that  the  arbitrary 
measure  alluded  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
had  been  adopted  by  the  Mexican  Government,  he  (Mr. 
M.)  had  called  at  the  State  Department,  and  was  in- 
formed that  no  intelligence  had  been  received  on  that 
subject.  He  (Mr.  M.)  had  no  doubt  that,  if  the  ru- 
mor proved  to  be  true,  information  would  be  promptly 
communicated  to  Congress. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  would  give  notice  that,  unless,  to- 
day or  on  Monday,  information  on  the  subject  should  be 
received  by  the  House,  he  would  submit  a  proposition 
in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  HARDIN  moved  that  the  rule  be  suspended,  in  or* 
der  to  receive  petitions,  beginning  where  the  House  left 
off  on  a  fbrmer  day.  He  saw  no  reason,  be  said,  why 
the  green  valleys  of  the  Ohio  should  not  be  heard  from 
as  well  as  the  green  mountains  of  Vermont.  The  motion 
was  agreed  to. 

MICHIGAN  MINING  COMPANY. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  reconsider  the  vole  by  which 
the  following  resolution  offered,  on  leave,  by  Mr.  Joiras, 
of  Michigan,  was  agreed  to. 

**Re9ohedt  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  granting  and 
extending  the  right  of  pre-emption  to  the  miners  or  dig* 
gers  of  the  Mining  Company,  situated  in  the  Territory 
of  Michigan.'* 

Mr.  VINTON  spoke  in  support  of  the  motion,  and 
stated  that  the  Government  had  been  defrauded  under 
the  pre-emption  acts  out  of  a  million  of  dollars.  He  wish* 
ed  these  people  distinctly  to  understand  that  the  pro« 
ceeding  will  not  be  countenanced  by  the  Government, 
and  he  therefore  opposed  the  resolution  even  in  the  form 
of  an  inquiry. 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Michigan,  briefly  replied  (0  the  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio. 

Mr,  RIPLEY  said  the  experience  which  the  Gov* 
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eminent  hftd  had  of  the  operation  of  the  pre-emption 
acts  ouffht  to  aat'iBfy  tlie  House  that  the  system  OHf^ht 
not  to  be  carried  any  further.  In  one  cate,  to  which  he 
referred,  in  I>ouisiana,  ten  millions  of  dnllars'  worth  of 
public  landtt  were  covered  by  pre-emption  rig^hta — not 
of  actual  settlers,  but  by  Fraudulent  settlements  made  by 
capitalists  from  New  York  and  New  Orleans.  He  had 
himself  drawn  up  a  resolution  proposing  an  inquiry  on 
this  subject,  with  a  view  to  detect  and  punish  such 
frauds. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  said  the  facts 
disclosed  went  certainly  to  prove  that  Congress  ought  to 
be  exceedingly  guarded  in  relation  to  acts  of  this  kind. 
£ven  if  no  fraud  nor  abuse  had  been  practised  in  relation 
to  them,  still  he  thought  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mtchig&n  ought  not  to  pass,  because  it  introduced 
a  new  kind  of  pre-emption  not  heretofore  recognised 
by  the  Government.  It  had  been  heretofore  granted 
only  to  actnal  settlers  who  cultivated  their  lands,  but 
this  proposition  went  to  give  the  right  to  individuals  who 
lived  by  digging  lead.  The  principle,  he  thought,  was 
wrong,  and  he  was  opposed  to  the  inquiry,  because  it 
encouraged  an  expectation  in  the  parties  concerned, 
which  would  never  be  realized.     • 

Mr.  ASHLEY  said  there  would  be  no  objection  to  a 
resolution  of  inquiry.  It  was  perfectly  proper  to  make 
an  inquiry  in  regarcl  to  the  rights  of  those  who  were 
located  near  lead  mines.  It  was  conceded  that  frauds 
had  been  practised  under  the  pre-emption  system,  but 
this  was  no  argument  against  the  extension  of  the  ftys- 
tern,  under  proper  guards.  Pre-emption  was  one  of  the 
privileges  which  the  Government  ought  to  extend  to 
settler*  of  public  lands;  and,  in  regard  to  the  lead  mines, 
it  could  be  shown  that  the  proceeds  arising  to  the  Gov- 
ernment from  renting  them  did  not  psy  the  expenses 
of  collection,  and  the  settlers  near  them  were  as  much 
entitled  as  any  other  class  of  settlers  to  the  privilege. 
He  was  happy  to  believe  that  the  State  which  he  in  part 
represented,  though  a  large  portion  of  the  land  there 
belonged  to  the  Government,  furnished  an  exception  to 
charges  of  fraud  practised  under  the  pre-emption  acts. 
He  had  never  heard  of  an  instance  of  the  kind  as  having 
occurred  there. 

The  class  of  settlers  to  whom  the  pre-emption  acts 
applied  were  the  very  poorest  persons  who  emigrated 
from  the  old  States,  if  they  were  not  allowed  this 
privilege,  they  roust  become  slaves,  and  labor  fop  others 
until  they  could  acquire  a  stiflficient  sum  to  purchase  at 
the  land  sales.  There  was  many  a  f:«mily  which  had 
gone  to  the  West  poor,  and  h»d  titere  been  made  com- 
fortable and  respectable  by  means  of  this  privilege. 
Those  who  settled  the  western  coimtry,  who  were  the 
pioneers  of  civilization  there,  wlio  cut  the  roads,  estab- 
lished schools,  and  erected  mills,  for  those  who  followed 
them,  were  the  people  of  this  class,  the  settlers — some 
gentlemen  might  call  them  the  intruders—on  the  public 
lands.  He  was  well  convinced  that  the  Government 
had  lost  nothing  by  the  pre-emption  laws,  except  by 
some  fraudulent  acts,  and  it  was  no  reason  why  the  sys- 
tem should  be  abolislied  because  some  abuses  had  been 
practised  under  it.  The  committee  could  guard  the  law 
m  such  a  wsy  that  no  abuses  could  be  practised  hereaf- 
ter. To  reject  the  application  of  these  mdividuals,  after 
the  system  had  been  so  generally  extended  heretofore. 
Would  be,  he  conceived,  unjust.  The  Stste  of  Ohio  had 
received  the  full  benefit  of  the  system,  and  from  that 
quarter  there  ought  to  be  no  objection  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  LANE  spoke  in  favor  of  continuing  the  pre-emp. 
tion  system,  which,  he  said,  was  as  old  as  the  land  laws 
themselves,  and  was  one  of  the  most  valuable  principles 
adopted  in  relation  to  the  public  lands. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  said  he  held  in  his  hand 
a  rewltttion  on  the  subject  of  the  frauds  under  the  pre- 


emption acts,  which  had  been  referred  to,  and  moved 
ihe  suspension  of  the  role  in  order  to  offer  it. 

Mr.  REYN0Lt)3  moved  a  general  suspension  of  the 
rules  in  order  to  offer  resolutions  of  inquiry;  which 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  then  aubmitted  the  fol- 
lowing  resolution: 

Bewlved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lancls  be 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  ttodifyin^ 
the  different  acts  of  Congress  granting  preemption 
rights  to  settlera  on  the  public  lands,  so  as  to  protect  the 
rights  of  the  settlers,  and  prerent  fraud  against  the  Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr.  DAVIS  made  some  remarks  on  the  subject,  and 
moved  the  following  amendment  to  the  resolution: 

And  also  into  the  expediency  of  extending  to  the 
actual  settler  on  all  lands  that  have  been  in  Aiarket  for 
five  yean,  which  pre-emption  privilege  shall  extend  for 
four  years  from  and  af>er  the  19th  of  June  next. 

Mr.  MAY  opposed  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HANNEG AN  moved  that  the  further  contidera- 
tion  of  the  resolution  and  amendment  be  postponed  till 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  HARRISON,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  stated  that  the  subject  of  th^  pre-emption 
laws  was  now  before  that  committee. 

Af^er  some  remarks  frofti  Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North 
Carolina, 

Mr.  HAMER  moved  that  the  resolution  be  laid  on  the 
table;  which  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  moved  the  pre- 
vious question;  which  was  seconded  by  the  House,  81 
toS4. 

The  main  qtiestion  was  then  ordered,  and  the  resolu- 
tion was  agreed  to. 

SEMINOLE  HOSTILITIES. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Florids,  moved  to  suspend  the  nilrt 
in  order  to  proceed  to  the  orders  of  the  day.  It  wss  hii 
purpose,  he  explained,  tu  call  up  the  bill  making  ap- 
propriations for  repressing  the  hostilities  of  the  Seminole 
Indians  in  Florida.  He  said  very  distressing  news  had 
been  received  this  morning  in  regard  to  the  progress  of 
the  Indians.  They  were  now  on  their  way  to  the  seat 
of  G(^ernment  of  Florida.  The  President  was  anxious 
to  take  immediate  steps  for  checking  them;  and,  in  or- 
der to  do  so,  it  would  be  necessary  to  call  upon  the 
Governor  of  Georgia  for  a  militia  force. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  appropriating 
eighty  thousand  dollari  for  the  repression  of  the  hos- 
tilities of  the  Seminole  Indians  was  read  a  third  time, 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Senate  for  concurrence. 

Mr.  COXNOR  moved  that  the  rules  of  the  House  be 
suspended  in  order  to  submit  a  motion  that  when  ttie 
House  adjourn,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

The  mdtion  was  agreed  to:  Yeas  99,  nSys  38. 

Mr.  CONNOR  moved  that  when  the  House  adjourn, 
it  sdjourn  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  moved  to  amend  the  motion  by 
striking  out  Mondsy  and  inserting  Saturday,  and  there- 
upon asked  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  refused. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  motion,  and  determined 
in  the  negative. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  ori- 
ginal motion,  and  they  were  refused. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Cos- 
KOB  to  adjourn  to  Monday,  it  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

Monday,  Jaiii7a«t  11. 
UNITED  STATES  AND  MEXICO. 
Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  had  given  notice,  he  slid,  that,  on 
this  day,  he  woold  make  s  proposition  in  reference  to 
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■ome  reported  proceedings  of  the  GoTernment  of  Mexi- 
co. He  had  since  called  at  the  State  Department,  and 
had  ascertained  not  only  that  the  Government  had  re- 
ceived  no  official  information  on  the  subject  of  the  arti- 
cles  published  in  the  newspapers,  but  that  those  articles 
were,  probably,  without  any  foundation  in  fact.  He  had 
therefore  no  proposition  to  make  at  present.  He,  how- 
ever, had  seen  two  articles,  which  exhibited  our  relations 
in  such  a  state  as  to  make  it  necessary  both  for  Congress 
and  the  Executive  to  keep  a  watchful  eye  to  that  quar- 
ter.  The  one  was,  that  eleven  citixens  of  the  United 
States  had  been  taken  by  the  Mexican  forces,  and  shot 
by  order  of  a  court  martial.  The  other  was  a  remon- 
strance from  the  Secretary  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  Mexico 
to  this  Government,  in  relation  to  the  interference  of 
American  citizens  in  the  affairs  of  Texas.  He  could  not 
say  whether  the  remonstrance  was  a  genuine  paper,  but, 
if  It  was,  he  presumed  a  communication  would  be  sent 
to  the  House  on  the  subject  at  a  proper  time. 

Mr.  GIDEON  LEE  inquired  whether  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  was  ready  to  call  up  the  bills  making 
appropriations  for  the  army  and  navy  and  fortifications. 
He  thought  it  highly  important  that  those  bills  should  be 
brought  speedily  before  the  House.  The  bill  for  the  re- 
Iief  of  the  sufferers  by  the  late  fire  in  New  York  would 
not,  he  hoped,  be  separated  from  those  bills,  and  that 
all  of  them  would  be  acted  on  without  delay.  He  had 
risen  to  ask  the  committee  when  they  would  be  ready  to 
call  up  these  several  bills. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  stated,  in  reply,  that  he  was  in- 
structed by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  call  up 
for  consideration  the  army  and  navy  bills  at  one  o'clock 
to-morrow.  They  would  be  called  up  to-day,  but  an- 
other communication  in  reference  to  them  was  expected 
this  day  from  one  of  the  Departments.  In  respect  to 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the  fire  in  New 
York,  It  was  his  inlenlion  to  call  it  up  to-day,  after  the 
presentation  of  petitions. 

Mr.  LEE  said  he  was  perfectly  satisfied.  His  only  ob- 
ject was  to  call  ihe  attention  of  the  House  to  matters  of 
infinitely  more  importance,  as  he  considered,  than  any 
other  before  U. 

MICHIGAN. 
The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion  of  Mr. 
HiirintOAK  to  reject  the  memorial  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  in 
relation  tu  the  boundary  disputed  between  Michigan  and 
Ohm. 

Mr.  THOMSON,  of  Ohio,  said  that  the  memorial  was 
or  a  harmless  character,  and,  in  courtesy  to  the  individu- 
als who  sent  it,  ought  to  be  received.  He  asked  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  declined  the  withdrawal  of  the  mo- 
tion; and  insisted  that,  if  one  official  act  of  Michigan,  as  a 
State,  could  be  recognised,  every  act  might  be.  To 
sanction  the  pretensioiia  of  Michigan  would  be  to  sanction 
a  revolutionary  movement  of  a  strong  and  decided  char- 
acter. He  went  on  at  some  length  to  advocate  his  mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  6EARDSLEY  said,  when  he  presented  this  me- 
mortal,  he  did  not  suppose,  he  could  not  have  supposed, 
that  it  would  have  elicited  the  debate  which  had  occurred 
on  its  presentation.  The  memorial  purported  to  be  a 
memorial  from  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives, 
or  Legislature,  of  what  was  named  in  it  as  the  State  of 
Michigan.  Now,  an  inquiry  had  been  made,  where  was 
the  State  of  Michigan^  Mr.  B.  should  not  say  that  Mich- 
Jgan  was  rightfully  a  State;  much  less  should  he  say  that 
Michigan  was  one  of  the  States  of  this  Union;  nor  should 
he  undertake  to  say,  for  to  do  so  would  be  prejudging 
the  question,  that  Michigan  wa?  in  any  sense  a  Stale. 
But  they  all  knew  from  public  report,  and  from  docu- 
Voi.  Xn,— 135 


ments  presented  to  that  House,  what  bad  been  doing  in 
the  Territory  of  Michigan.  They  knew  that  the  inhabU 
tants  of  that  Territory  had  convened  in  the  form  of  a  con- 
vention, for  the  purpose  of  organizing  a  State  consfitutioni 
that  they  had  agp^eed  upon  a  State  constitution,  and  had 
referred  that  constitution  to  the  people  of  the  Territory 
of  Michigan  for  their  adoption,  and  the  people  had  adopt* 
ed  it.  That  constitution  had  been  sent  to  that  House, 
and  referred'  to  one  of  its  committees  to  act  upon,  and 
advise  the  House  of  their  opinion  upon  it.  Now,  all  thia 
was  known  to  have  occurred.  The  Territory  of  Michi- 
gan had  thus  assumed  the  form  of  a  State,  had  proceeded 
to  elect  Senators  to  Congress,  and  had  chosen  a  member 
to  represent  what  was  designated  as  the  State  of  Michi* 
gan  TO  that  House.  All  this  they  knew,  and  still  ho 
should  not  say,  for  he  ought  not  to  say,  that  Michigan^ 
in  alt  or  any  part  of  its  course,  had  acted  according  to 
the  constitution,  or  in  conformity  with  her  rii^hts.  Sho 
had  not,  however,  professed  to  act  in  hostility  to  thii 
Union,  but  had  been  seeking,  and  was  then  seeking, 
either  by  right  or  wrong,  to  become  a  member  of  this 
confederacy.  Thus  seeking  to  become  one  of  the  States 
of  this  Union,  it  seemed  to  him  that  liberality  and  fair 
dealing,  and  a  spirit  of  harmony  and  good  will,  should 
have  induced  them  to  receive  a  communication  from 
what  purported  to  be  the  Legislature  of  that  State.  His 
object  was  to  send  this  memorial  to  the  same  committee 
to  which  the  matter  had  already  been  referred,  and  not 
to  invite  discuss'on.  He  had  presented  it  at  the  request 
of  the  gentleman  who  had  been  chosen  to  represent 
Michigan  on  that  floor. 

Mr.  B.  would  not  say  one  word  whether  Michigan  was 
right  or  not,  but  he  might  be  permitted  to  say  this  much: 
that  those  persons  who  had  convened  as  the  Legislature 
of  Michigan,  and  sought  to  bring  that  Slate  into  the 
Union,  were  not  acting  in  hostility,  but  in  subordination 
to  the  Union,  and  that  their  memorial  should  be  treated 
in  a  respectful  manner,  even  if  the  House  should  not 
agree  with  their  views.  The  motion  then  was  not  to  re- 
ceive that  paper. 

The  CHAIR  informed  the  gentleman  that  the  motion 
was  that  the  petition  be  rejected. 

Mr.  BEARDSLEY  said,  well,  sir,  the  motions  are 
identical.  While  he  was  up  he  wished  to  say  a  word  or 
two  upon  the  general  proposition  of  rejecting  petitions 
of  this  nature.  Was  it  pretended  that  there  was  any 
thing  offensive  in  this  petition,  any  thing  reflecting  on 
the  dignity  and  character  of  that  House,  or  any  member 
of  it?  It  stood  free  from  that  difficulty,  and  the  objection 
now  taken  to  it  was,  that  there  was  no  such  person 
known  to  that  House  as  the  Legislature  of  Michigan. 
Now,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  if  these  memorialists  had  misnamed 
themselves,  but  had  chosen  to  address  that  House  in  e 
respectful  manner,  it  did  seem  to  him  an  objection  against 
receiving  their  petition  that  was  hardly  a  good  one. 

But  on  the  general  right  of  petition.  How  did  that 
right  stand  in  England,  a  country  from  which  we  derived 
some  of  our  notions  of  liberty?  In  England,  as  they  all 
very  well  knew,  the  legislative  power  was  supposed 
to  reside  inherently  in  the  Crown;  by  the  Crown  all 
laws  were  enacted,  by  and  with  the  consent  and  advice 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament.  Petitions,  therefore, 
upon  legislative  subjects,  were  addressed  to  the  Crown, 
and  not  to  the  Parliament.  They  all  knew  that,  before 
the  revolution  of  1688,  it  was  no  uncommon  exercise  of 
the  kingly  prerogative  for  the  Crown  to  repel  petition- 
ers, and  even  to  imprison  tiiem  for  assuming  the  right  to 
lay  their  grievances  at  the  foot  of  the  throne;  btit  in  the 
bill  of  rights  of  1688,  the  subjects  of  Great  Britain  had 
taken  care  to  guard  this  right  to  petition,  and  to  guard 
it  much  more  effectually  than  it  was  guarded  herfr,  if 
that  House  were  to  drive  out  petitions  as  ihey  had  been 
asked  to  do.     As  the  British  bill  of  rights  was  peculiar- 
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\y  applioaMe  at  the  present  time,  since  so  much  new 
light  WAS  coming  in  upon  us,  he  would  beg  leave  to  re- 
fer the  House  to  a  single  clause  of  it.  Mr.  B.  then  read 
the  clause  setting  forth  that  it  was  the  right  of  the  sub- 
ject to  petition  the  King,  &c.  Well,  then,  (ssid  Mr.  B.,) 
it  was  tlieir  right  to  petition,  and  the  King  was  bound  to 
hear  them,  and  receive  petitions,  whether  he  chose  to 
grsnt  the  prayer  of  them  or  not.  This  was  the  right  of 
En|f1ishmen .  Now,  what  were  the  rights  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States^  If  honorable  gentlemen  would  take  the 
trouble  to  look  into  their  own  State  constitutions,  they 
would  find,  withmit,  he  believed,  any  exception,  that  this 
right  of  petition  was  most  sacredly  and  carefully  guarded 
HI  each  and  all  of  these  constitutions.  The  idea  of  driving 
petitioners  out  of  doors  had  never  before  been  heard  of. 
It  was  a  new  invention  of  the  present  day,  which  no  one 
ever  dreamed  of  before,  except  under  the  arbitrary 
Crowns  of  England,  before  the  revolution  of  1688;  cer- 
tainly never  heard  of  in  this  country  before  the  present 
session.  It  was  true  that  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States  contained  no  bill  of  rights  when  first  adopted, 
but  an  amendment  of  it  contained  a  similar  provision  to 
the  one  he  had  read  from  the  English  bill  of  rights.  It 
would  be  recollected  that  when  that  constitution  was 
submitted  to  the  Virginia  convention  for  adoption,  one 
of  the  objections  on  the  part  of  Virginia  was,  that  it  con- 
tained no  bill  of  rights;  and  that  convention  recommend- 
ed to  the  people  of  the  several  States  the  adoption  of  cer- 
tain clauses  specifying  what  were  the  rights  of  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  and  one  of  those  very  clauses  was  this 
amendment:  "That  the  people  had  the  right  peaceably 
to  assemble  together  to  consult  for  the  common  good,  and 
instruct  their  representatives;  and  that  every  freeman  had 
the  right  to  petition  the  Legislature  for  a  redress  of  griev- 
ances." Virginia  recommended  the  incorporation  of 
this  clause  into  the  constitution  uf  the  United  SUtes,  and 
it  was  substantially  the  same  with  the  English  bill  of 
rights.  Petitions,  on  all  matters,  whether  grievances  or 
not,  if  the  people  held  them  to  be  so,  they  had  the  right 
to  present,  and  had  the  right  to  assemble  together,  and 
to  instruct  their  representatives.  But,  in  these  latter 
days,  when  the  right  of  instruction,  if  not  in  theory  dis- 
regarded, was,  in  practice,  treated  with  contempt,  it 
might  not  be  a  matter  of  any  surprise  that  gentlemen 
•hottld  be  disposed  to  treat  with  as  little  ceremony  the 
right  to  petition.  ^ 

Mr.  B.  said  clauses  of  this  kindVere  in  all  the  State 
constitutions,  and  essentially  the  same  in  the  constitution 
of  the  United  States;  the  principle  was  in  conformity 
with  the  notions  of  liberty  acted  up  to  in  England,  and 
with  what  was  the  declared  will  of  the  people  of  Virgi- 
nia. He  thought  the  House  should  receive  all  petitions 
from  citizens  of  the  country,  which  were  respectful  in 
tlieir  terms,  and  not  reflecting  upon  the  body,  or  some 
of  its  members.  This  was  his  unqualified  opinion.  It 
was  not  because  the  prayer  of  a  petition  might  be  deem- 
ed unconstitutional,  that  the  petition  should  be  rejected, 
or  the  petitioners  treated  with  contempt.  Many  held  it 
unconstitutional  for  Congress  to  make  appropriations  for 
objects  of  internal  improvement,  yet  others  believed  the 
General  Government  possessed  the  power.  But  who 
ever  heard  of  rejecting  a  petition  which  pointed  to  some 
local  improvement.^  Wfio  ever  heard  of  rejecting  such 
petition,  from  any  quarter  of  that  House,  and  driving 
them  out  of  doors,  because  the  petitioners  asked  for  an 
•appropriation  fur  an  object  some  gentlemen  believed  to 
be  unconstilutionaW  A  large  proportion  of  the  members 
of  that  House  believed  a  Batik  of  the  United  States  to 
be  unconstitutional;  but  had  they  not  received,  year 
after  year,*  petition  after  petition  for  a  Bank  of  the 
United  States;  and  had  these  gentlemen,  who  believed 
the  object  unconstitutional,  ever  dreamed  of  rejecting 
those  petitions?  Another  mischievous  question  had  been 


brought  there,  and  he  had  done  in  that  case,  as  he  had 
in  this,  what  lie  conceived  to  l>e  right.  He  repeated, 
that  the  House  was,  in  his  opinion,  bound  to  receive 
every  petition  from  citizens  of  the  United  Slates,  when 
they  were  couched  in  respectful  and  proper  terms. 

With  regard  to  the  memorial  then  under  con»deration, 
Mr.  B.  said  if  they  conceived  that  Michigan  was  an  in- 
choate State,  and  that  the  citizens  of  that  Territory  had 
chosen  to  denominate  themselves  the  Legislature  of 
Michigan,  surely  there  was  nothing  offensive  in  that. 
He  did  trust  tliat,  unless  the  new  doctrine  to  which  he 
had  referred  should  prevail,  the  House  would  receive 
this  paper,  order  its  reference  and  printing,  so  that,  if 
any  thing  contained  in  it  could  throw  any  light  upon  the 
subject,  the  committee  and  the  House  might  have  the 
benefit  of  it.  Whether  it  contained  any  or  not,  he  did 
not  knowi  be  had  read  but  a  small  part  of  it;  but  as  it 
was  a  paper  emanating  from  citizens  of  Michigan,  he 
could  see  no  reason  for  refusing  to  refer  it. 

Mr.  BOND  said  he  felt  constrained  to  address  the 
House  for  a  few  moments,  and  give  the  reasons  which 
would  induce  him  to  vote  for  the  rejection  of  the  peti- 
tion. I  differ,  sir,  and  1  regret  it,  from  my  worthy  col- 
league, [Mr.  TnoMsoH,]  in  the  request  which  he  made 
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  motion  now  under  considera- 
tion; thus  leaving  tlie  petition,  as  a  supposed  harmless 
affair,  to  be  reft-rred  $ub  sikntio;  and  if  my  colleague 
had  read  the  petition,  I  doubt  if  be  would  liave  made 
the  request. 

But,  in  the  few  remarks  which  I  now  have  the  honor  to 
submit,  I  utterly  disclaim  all  idea  of  disrespect  towards 
the  petitioners,  or  the  people  of  Michigan.  1  cherish 
no  unkind  feelings  towards  them,  collectively  or  indi- 
vidually; so  also,  sir,  I  must  premise,  that  no  gentleman 
o.n  this  floor  entertains  a  higher  sense  of  regard  for  tlie 
right  of  petition  than  I  do— it  is  a  constitutional  and 
solemn  right,  and  no  one  will  go  farther  to  maintain  it 
than  f  will,  as  it  is  guarantied  by  that  sacred  compact. 
But  we  must  be  guarded,  Mr.  Speaker,  lest,  in  our  zeal 
for  this  g[reat  privilege,  we  trench  on  the  constitution 
itself.  Sir,  this  right  of  petition  is  sacred;  but  to  whom 
does  it  belong?  Has  any  and  every  person.  State  or 
sovereignty,  at  home  or  abroad,  whether  owing  us  alle- 
giance or  not,  this  right?  I  humbly  think  not,  sir.  The 
citizens  of  any  of  our  States  or  Territories  may  petition; 
and  if  their  petitions  are  decorous  and  respectful 
towards  the  House,  when  offered,  it  is  our  bounden  duty 
to  receive  them.  The  same  may  be  said  of  ail  the  in- 
stitutions or  corporations,  created  and  recognised  by  our 
laws.  As  they  are  bound  to  obey,  so  they  are  entitled 
to  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  our  constitution  and 
laws;  and,  among  these,  that  of  petition  is  perhaps  the 
most  sacred.  I  would  strive  to  be  the  last  to  abridge 
this  right. 

But,  sir,  who  are  the  petitioners  named  in  this  memo- 
rial, and  from  whom  does  it  purport  to  come?  Are 
they  known  to  this  House,  or  to  the  constitution  and 
laws  of  the  country?  I  answer,  no.  This  petition  ex- 
pressly purports  to  be  from  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  ofthe  State  of  Michigan.  When,  where, 
and  by  whom  was  this  State,  and  this  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives,  created  and  authorized?  If,  indeed, 
Michigan  be  a  State,  an«l  have  these  appendsges  of  sot- 
ereignty,  she  is  at  this  time  unknown  as  such  to  our 
constitution  and  laws,  and  must  be  a  foreign  State.  As 
such,  the  right  of  petitioning  Congress  does  not  belong 
to  her. 

But  if  it  is  claimed,  as  it  seems  to  be,  th.tt  she  is  one 
of  the  United  States,  I  c»li  fur  the  authority  under 
which  she  became  such.  In  former  instances  of  States 
being  admitted  into  our  Union,  some  ceremony,  some 
legislation,  some  important  primitive  measures,  were 
found  not  only  expedient,  but  absolutely  necessary  and 
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prerequiBite,  on  the  part  of  the  eMer  sisters.  I  will 
iMine  «  bw  for  taking  a  census,  to  test  the  true  number 
of  the  popuUtiont  another,  regulatinj^  the  elective  fran> 
ehise;  the  bounds  of  the  Territory  to  be  embraced  with- 
in the  new  Stale;  and,  in  fine,  all  needful  proTistons  to 
the  reguhir  accomplishment  of  such  a  great  and  Impor. 
tant  change. 

All  or  many  of  these  measures  have  heretofore  been 
found  indispensable  for  the  admission  of  new  States,  and 
I  can  see  no  reason,  founded  on  expediency  or  law,  fbr 
creating  a  new  rule  in  the  present  instance.  Have  anv 
of  these  measures  preceded  the  formation  of  the  consti- 
tution of  Michigan,  under  which  a  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  now  claim  to  act?  Not  one,  that  1 
am  aware  of.  And  yet,  sir,  it  is  but  a  short  time  since 
they  were  deemed  necessary  by  the  proper  authorities 
of  that  Territory  and  her  own  people,  as  may  be  seen 
on  a  reference  to^  some  of  the  former  journals  of  this 
House.  But  because  Congress  would  not,  or,  from 
the  pressure  of  business,  could  not,  comply  with  the 
wish  then  expressed,  it  would  seem  that  Michigan  be- 
comes impatient,  and  assumes  that  she  has  all  these 
rights,  without  the  intervention  of  any  other  power! 
Gentlemen  are  of  course  at  liberty  to  adapt  their  opin- 
ions to  any  emergency,  but  I,  for  one,  am  not  prepared 
to  admit  this  new  position.  In  taking  this  stand,  I  hope 
1  need  not  say  that  the  pending  conflict  of  boundary,  in 
which  Ohio  is  interested,  has  no  connexion  with  my  feel- 
ings or  opinions  on  the  subject.  I  act  from  higher  and 
more  important  motives — from  considerations  which,  in 
™y  juflginent,  seriously  involve  the  constitution  and,  laws 
of  the  land. 

1  would  not,  if  1  could,  unneces«irily  retard  the  ad- 
mission of  Michigan  into  the  Union {  but  I  am  unwilling, 
even  with  the  new  lustre  and  strength  which  she  would 
give  to  that  chain,  to  prostrate  any  of  our  great  and 
long-establifthed  landmarks  to  attain  that  end. 

In  opposing  the  present  reference  of  this  petition,  I 
do  not  necessarily  deprive  the  parties  of  the  right  of 
petition,  nor  of  any  of  the  benefits  which  it  asks.  The 
citizens  and  legally  constituted  authorities  of  Michigan 
have  that  right  in  its  most  comprehensive  sense,  and  I 
seek  not  to  restrain  or  limit  it  except  as  the  constitution 
and  our  usages  require.  Let  them  approach  as  citizens, 
or  in  some  other  known,  legal,  and  admitted  capacity 
or  right,  and  we  are  bound  to  hear  them.  But  we  can- 
not, and,  for  the  sake  of  order  and  a  due  administration 
of  our  Government,  ought  not  to  receive  their  petitions, 
when  sent  in  a  capacity  as  yet  unknown  to  our  laws, 
and  tending,  by  indirection,  to  accomplish  that  which, 
if  openly  avowed,  would  not  be  admitted.  That  Terri- 
tory has  a  Delegate  on  this  floor,  and  we  know  that  she 
has  other  citizens  and  agents  here  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  urging  all  her  pretensions.  Why  not,  then,  leave 
'it  for  these  gentlemen  to  adopt  this  memorial,  and  send 
it  to  us  in  their  own  names,  and  thereby  take  from  it 
the  objectionable  character?  This  would  secure  to  the 
'Territory  the  benefit  of  every  legitimate  purpose  of  such 
a  psper,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  may  seem,  at  first  view,  to 
be  a  small  matter,  but  I  think  that  more  portentous 
consequences  may  follow  it  than  some  gentlemen  seem 
to  be  aware  of.  What  arguments  or  influence  may 
hereafter  be  drawn  from  the  admission  and  reference  of 
this  memorial,  purporting,  as  it  does,  to  come  from  a 
sovereign  State  unknown  to  our  laws,  it  is  not  for  me 
■to  conjecture.  But  1  know,  sir,  precedents  are  danger- 
ous as  well  as  wholesome  things.  We  should  be  cir- 
cumspect when  entering  on  a  case  somewhat,  if  not 
vholly,  new  in  its  character,  innd  which  may  produce  or 
'  afford  a  precedent  frsught  with  dangerous  consequen- 
ces. Harmless  and  innocent  as  this  matter  is  thought 
by  some  to  be,  we  well  know  how  prone  we  all  are  to 
avail  ourselves  of  precedents  which  aid  us  in  favorite 


measuresi  and  this  House  may,  and  probably  will,  have 
this  case  placed  on  their  journal  for  future  reference, 
when  there  will  be  more  occasion,  but  greater  difficultr, 
to  escape  from  it.  Why  should  we  run  any  riak? 
Nothing  will  be  lost  to  the  petitioners  if  tbeinemorial  ba 
rejected  on  the  ground  stated  by  me.  All  ita  benefiti 
are  placed  within  their  reach,  and  it  it  not  imposing  any 
unreasonable  duty  to  require  parties  to  come  by  petition 
in  some  capacity  or  right  known  to  our  laws.  I  never 
deem  it  expedient  to  attain  a  good  end  by  wrong  means. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York,-[Mr.  Biabhslxt,] 
by  way  of  illustrating  the  propriety  of  our  receiving  this 
memorial,  informs  us  that  all  the  subjects  of  the  BnglisH 
Crown  have  Uie  u^ht  of  petition,  and  has  also  referred  to 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  States 
ganerally,  to  prove  the  great  extent  of  this  ri^ht  in  this 
country.  Now,  sir,  I  do  not  deny  this  right  m  any  of 
the  instances  the  gentleman  has  referred  to.  The  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  and  of  all  our  Territories, 
have  the  undoubted  right  of  petition,  and  we  are  bound 
to  give  them  a  respectful  and  impartial  consideration. 
The  people  of  En^and  claim  and  have  the  rij^t  of  pe- 
titioning their  King.  This  right  of  petitionmg  amonr 
us,  too,  is  still  more  sacred;  but  to  whom  is  it  secured  f 
Does  it  belong  to  a  foreign  State  or  people?  No;  but 
to  all  of  our  own  people,  without  distinction,  whether 
Citizens  of  States  or  Territories,  and  to  all  the  States 
and  Territories  of  the  Union,  when  preferred  in  some 
name  or  right  recognised  and  bound  by  our  laws. 

The  gentleman  from  Yew  York  has  also,  for  th^same 
purpose,  referred  to  the  several  petitions  presented  to 
Gongrsss  by  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  for  a  renew- 
al  of  its  charter,  and  says  these  petitions  were  received 
and  referred,  although  many  members  of  the  House  en- 
tertained the  opinion  that  this  institution  was  unconsti- 
tutional.  I  do  not  think  this  an  apt  illustration.  The 
Bank  of  the  United  SUtes  claimed  its  existence  under 
an  act  of  Congress,  duly  passed  and  approved  as  the 
constitution  directs,  and  afterwards  solemnly  adjudica- 
ted on  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 
Twice  had  such  as  institution  been  created  by  law,  and 
more  than  twice  had  our  Supreme  Court  deliberately 
and  solemnly  adjudged  such  law  to  be  constitutional. 
It  is  certainly  for  the  peace  and  interest  of  our  country 
that  these  great  questions  should,  aHer  such  a  lapse  of 
time  and  passing  such  ordeals,  be  considered  as  settled. 
But,  after  such  repeated  action  by  Congress  and  the 
Supreme  Court,  the  gentleman  surely  will  not  contend 
for  the  new  doctrine  that,  because  he  does  not  so  un- 
derstand the  constitution,  the  petitions  of  the  bank 
might  be  treated  as  from  a  source  unknown  to  our 
laws.     Sir,  when  the  gentleman  from  New  York  shall 

S resent  to  us  a  petition  from  the  State  of  Michigan,  and 
e  able  to  direct  our  attention  to  an  act  of  Congress  au- 
thorizing such  a  State,  or  even  when  he  shall,  without 
such  an  act,  show  us  a  solemn  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  holding  such  State  to  have  been  formed  m  ae 
cordance  with  the  constitution  and  the  general  laws  Of 
the  Union,  I  shall  be  ready  to  receive  such  petition. 
But,  unless  the  most  important  and  needful  .of  these 
primitive  measures  are  complied  with,  I  cannot  consent 
to  recognise  the  right  of  Michigan  to  petition  in  the 
name  of  a  sovereign  State.  Until  Congress  pass  a  law 
authorizing  such  a  SUte,  I  trust  that  the  House  will  take 
care  lest  they  vote  to  establish  so  alarming  a  precedent 
as  the  one  now  proposed. 

Mr.  KENNON  said  it  would  be  found,  by  reference 
to  the  memorial,  that  the  memorialists  did  not  assume  to 
be  a  State,  but  declared  their  object  to  be  to  become  a 
State.  He  asked  for  the  reading  of  the  p^yer  of  the 
petition,  and  it  was  read.  The  memorial,  Mr.  K.  con- 
tinued, did  not  represent  Michigan  as  a  State.  Why, 
then,  should  it  be  rejected?    Upon  bare  technicalities 
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it  WAS  proposed  to  reject  it.  For  his  own  part,  so  far 
U  Ohio,  and  Indiana,  and  Illinois,  were  concerned,  he 
thought  too  much  sensitiveness  had  been  manireeted  on 
this  subject.  He  had  never  felt  n)uch  excitement  in 
regard  to  it.  He  expected  that  Ohio  would  have  her 
rightsi  and,  when  the  question  came  up  for  considera- 
tion, he  should  express  his  opinion  in  regard  to  her 
claims.  But  he  did  not  see  that  any  thing  could  be 
gained  by  the  rejection  of  this  memorial. 
.  Mr.  LANE  said  it  was  true  that  no  such  State  as 
Michigan  did  exist.  It  was  also  true  that  the  citizens 
of  Michigan  have  a  right  to  petition  Congress,  and  that 
Congress  ought  to  receive  their  petitions.  It  was,  how- 
ever, his  intention,  if  an  opportunity  offered,  to  submit 
a  motion  to  obviate  the  difficuUyt  which  motion  was, 
that  the  petition  be  received  and  referred  as  from  the 
people  of  the  Territory  oF  Michigan. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  desired  to  explain  the  reasons  which 
would  govern  his  vote.  He  wished  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  they  had  no  reference  whatever  to  the 
boundary  controversy.  Upon  that  question  he  was  en- 
tirely uncommitted,  and  open  to  conviction.  A  good 
deal  had  been  said  respecting  the  right  of  the  people 
to  petition.  No  one  had  a  more  profound  respect  than 
himself  for  the  citizens  of  Michigan,  or  held  in  greater 
veneration  than  he  did  the  right  of  the  people  to  me- 
morialize the  Government.  No  one,  therefore,  eould 
be  more  willing  to  receive  the  memorial,  if  it  could  be 
done  consistently  with  the  constitution.  But  how  could 
iucha  memorial  as  that  be  received  by  the  Housed 
What  did  it  purport  on  its  face  to  be?  Why,  it  was  en- 
titled a  memorial  from  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  State  of  Michigan.  Was  there  any 
•uch  Legislature  known  to  the  House?  Has  any  such 
State  been  admitted  into  the  Union?  Clearly  and  un- 
questionably not.  How,  then,  could  a  legislative  docu- 
ment be  received  from  a  political  body  utterly  unknown 
to  the  constitution  and  laws,  and  not  only  unknown, 
but  that  actually  has  no  existence«-a  political  nonentity? 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  application  was  preposter- 
ous. Either  Michigan  is  a  Territory,  or  she  is  a  State. 
She  cannot  be  both.  If  she  is  a  State,  how  is  it  that 
the  is  represented  on  this  floor  by  a  territorial  Delegate? 
If  she  is  a  Territory,  how  can  she  address  this  House  in 
the  tone  and  attitbde  of  an  independent  State?  But, 
.though  these  two  characters  were  utterly  incompatible, 
Mr.  p.  said  he  would  not  hesitate  to  receive  the  memo- 
rial, were  it  not  that  it  might  be  attended  with  serious 
consequences.  Michigan  claimed  admission  to  the 
Union,  and  she  also  claimed  a  disputed  territory.  If 
this  memorial  should  be  received,  would  it  not  virtually 
prejudge  those  questions?  Would  it  not  be  tantamount 
to  a  recognition  of  her  claim  to  sovereignty?  Would  it 
not  authoruEe  her  to  throw  off  her  Territorial  Govern- 
ment, to  set  at  naught  the  laws  of  the  Union  and  the 
authority  of  Congress,  and  to  go  on  acting  in  her  al- 
Ujced  capacity  ai  a  sovereign  Stat^?  Whatever  othera 
•  mij^ht  think,  he  could  not  vote  to  receive  the  memorial, 
leemg  the  tendency  it  had,  not  only  to  justify  Michigan 
in  forming  a  constitution  without  the  assent  of  Congresfi, 
but  to  authorize  her  to  act  as  a  State,  and  to  abrogate 
all  federal  supremacy  within  her  limits.  Mr.  P.  re- 
peated that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  boundary  dis- 
pute in  making  these  remarks.  His  vote  was  governed 
entirely  by  the  fact  that  Michigan  is  a  Territory,  and 
not  a  State;  and  that  the  House  could  not  properly  re- 
ceive a  communication  from  her,  in  the  capacity  of  a 
Bute,  until  she  shall  be  regularly  admitted  into  the  con- 
federacy by  an  act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  THOMSON,  of  Ohio,  said  that,  from  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
TMr.  HASTHioAir,]  as  well  as  the  remarks  of  his  col- 
league, [\lr.  BoKD,]  who  had  just  resumed  his  seat,  he 


thought  it  necessary  for  him  to  make  a  abort  explana- 
tion to  the  House,  as  well  as  to  his  constituents,  lest  he 
might  be  misunderstood  by  either  as  to  the  motives 
which  governed  him  in  making  the  request  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  he  had  made.  In  order,  therrfore, 
that  he  should  not  be  considered  as  yielding  any  of  th« 
rights  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  or  Illinois,  to  all  tl^e  territory 
which  they  claim,  he  would  preface  the  few  remarks  he 
intended  to  make  on  the  motion  to  reject  the  petition* 
by  stating,  both  to  the  House  and  to  the  people  of  those 
States,  that,  as  to  their  right  to  all  the  territory  which 
they  claim,  he  had  not  the  shadow  of  a  doubt,  and  those 
rights  he  would  never  yield,  but  would  ever  maintain 
while  there  was  the  slightest  hope  of  obtaining  tbem« 
but  hoped  that,  when  the^  contended  for  their  rights, 
they  would  be  regulated  in  their  struggle  by  the  con- 
stitution and  laws. 

Mr.  T.  said  that  when  the  motion  was  first  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  to  reject  the  petition,  he 
thought  at  the  moment  it  was  right  and  proper,  and 
tliat  he  should  vote  for  it,  because  it  purported  to  be 
from  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
State  of  Michigan}  but  when  he  thought  more  maturely 
on  the  subject,  and  considered  of  the  right  of  petition 
secured  by  the  constitution  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, and  that  a  vote  to  reject  the  petition  now  presented 
to  this  House  might  be  an  infringe.-nent  of  that  sacred 
instrument,. he  had  some  misgivings  and  some  doubts  as 
to  the  propriety  of  giving  such  a  vote,  and  finally  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  absolutely  be  lunacy  to 
give  it{  and  this  was  the  main  reason  why  he  had  request- 
ed the  gentleman  from  Indiana  to  withdraw  his  motion 
to  reject,  that  he  (Mr.  T.)  and  the  House  might  be  re- 
lieved from  the  necessity  of  voting  to  reject  a  petitioni 
for  he  never  had,  and,  so  long  as  he  might  be  honored 
with  a  seat  on  that  floor,  he  never  would,  vote  to  reject  a 
petition,  no  matter  from  whence  it  came,  or  from  whom 
it  came — whether  it  was  from  the  humblest  individual 
that  treads  your  soil,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  from  the  highest  in 
authority  in  the  land*  but,  having  received  the  petition, 
and  attended  to  its  prayer,  1  would  afterwards  consider 
of  the  expediency,  propriety,  and  constitutionality,  of 
granting  that  prayer. 

Mr.  T.  said  he  had  heard  much  said  in  this  House 
about  its  dignity,  and  our  dignity  as  its  members,  and 
that  petitions  ought  to  be  in  respectful  language;  but  he 
would  ask,  if  we  have  any  dignity,  where  did  we  acquire 
it?  from  whom  did  we  derive  it?  Was  it  not  from  the 
people  who  sent  us  here  as  their  servants?  And  shall 
we  now  turn  round  to  them  and  say,  we  are  no  longer 
your  servants^we  have  become  your  lords,  and  you  must 
come  to  us  with  your  hats  under  your  arms  when  you 
approach  our  dignity.  Sir,  this  is  not  my  doctrine,  this 
is  not  my  creed. 

We  have  been  taunted  bv  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr.  Adaxj,]  and  others  who  Advocated  the 
claims  of  the  Territory,  with  our  great  numbers  and 
power  on  this  floor,  compared  with  poor  little  Michigan; 
then  why,  in  this  preliminary  step  of  the  presentatioo 
of  a  petition,  attack  her> 

No,  sir,  let  her  be  heard;  yes,  let  her  have  a  fair,  a  full 
hearing,  not  only  through  a  petition  from  her  citizens, 
by  a  petition  from  her  Legislative  Council,  and  even  by 
a  petition  from  what  she  regards  as  a  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives,  that  she  and  her  advocates,  on  this 
floor  or  elsewhere,  may  have  no  reason  to  complain; 
for  I  have  no  fear  as  to  the  result  of  a  thorough  investi- 
gation of  this  matter,  so  far  as  Ohio  is  concerned;  for  I 
am  perfectly  satisfied  the  more  the  subject  of  boundary 
between  Ohio  and  Michigan  shall  be  scrutinized  and  ex- 
amined, the  more  apparent  will  be  the  right  of  that  State 
to  the  territory  she  claims. 

Mr.  KINNARD  said  that  he  would  be  happy  to  heve 
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it  in  hit  power  lo  pursue  that  coiirie,  with  regard  to  the  I 
question  before  the  House,  which  might  be  generous  to 
the  people  of  Michigan,  and  at  the  same  time  just  to  the 
State  which  he  in  part  represented.  From  all  the  de- 
liberation which  he  had  given  to  the  subject,  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  sustain  the  motion  of  his  colleague,  and  re- 
gretted  that  it  was  a  case  in  which  his  feelings  of  respect 
for  the  people  of  Michigan,  and  his  sense  of  justice  to 
bis  own  State,  were  in  collision. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Bbabvslbt]  has 
been  careful  to  impress  the  House  with  the  opinion  that 
all  the  merits  of  the  claims  of  Michigan,  and  of  the  con- 
troversy which  she  seeks  with  her  neighbors,  are  al- 
rfady  known  to  the  House.  What,  then,  is  intended 
by  the  introduction  of  this  paper?  It  cannot  be  for  the 
purpose  of  shedding  new  light  on  the  subject  in  general, 
for  the  gentleman  says  we  know  all  about  it.  Believing, 
as  he  did,  that  Michigan  intends,  by  the  introduction  of 
this  paper,  to  gain  a  point  in  her  case,  and,  after  its  re- 
ception, and  the  conseauent  reference  to  the  committee, 
that  she  will  contend  tnat  a  virtual  recognition  is  given, 
not  only  that  she  is  constitutionally  and  legally  a  State  of 
the  Union,  but  that  she  ia  a  State  with  the  limits  and 
boundaries  to  which  she  is  clearly  not  entitled — liounda- 
ries  which  Congress  cannot  sanction.  We  are  t  hus  requi- 
red to  acknowledge  that  Michigan  is  a  free,  sovereign, 
and  independent  State.  The  completest  evidence  on 
record  of  such  an  admission  on  our  part  would  be  to  re- 
ceive her  legislative  enactments  as  such  State,  and  to 
accredit  them  accordinjf  to  her  wishes.  If  this  were  not 
the  point  intended,  if  it  were  not  thus  designed  to  pre- 
judge favorably  the  question  as  to  the  admission  of  the 
State  into  the  Union,  with  her  present  extraordinary  de- 
mands, the  most  unexceptionable  means  of  making  her- 
self heard  would  have  been  adopted.  In  all  probability, 
the  Territory,  not  the  State,  as  in  other  instances,  would 
have  petitioned  through  the  proper  medium,  her  Dele- 
gate on  this  Boor.  If  this  paper  had  been  thus  present- 
ed, he  would  consider  the  object  of  its  introduction  far 
less  questionable,  and  the  eifect  less  injurious. 

Mr.  K.  professed  himself  as  much  attached  to  the  in- 
terests of  Michigan,  and  to  her  legitimate  demands, 
when  properly  presented,  as  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  but  was  surprised  that  the  honorable  gentleman 
had  not  manifested  quite  as  much  regpird  for  the  interests 
of  Indiana  as  for  those  of  the  Territory. 

Mr.  K.  considered  the  introduction  of  the  paper  at 
this  time,  and  in  its  present  shape,  as  peculiarly  unfor- 
tunate and  inexpedient.  He  hoped  the  House  would  re- 
flect upon  the  deep  anxiety  and  excitement  which  would 
be  produced  in  a  portion  of  the  West,  if  the  doctrine  is 
to  be  openly  and  deliberately  avowed  in  this  House  that 
Michigan  is  a  State^a  State  entitled  to  embrace  within 
her  limits  a  large  portion  of  Indiana.  For  one,  he  was 
prepared  to  say  that  the  State  of  Indiana  would,  under 
all  circumstances,  adliere  to  her  own  constitution — to 
the  soil  within  her  just  and  constitutional  limits.  This 
duty  and  right  on  her  part,  and  the  want  of  con;»titu- 
tional  power  on  the  part  of  Congress,  or  any  State,  to  co- 
erce her  from  her  position,  were  so  clearly  self-evident, 
that  he  would  not  enter  into  the  discussion  of  those  points. 
Mr.  K.  said  he  felt  as  ardent  an  attachment  to  the 
right  of  petition  as  any  other  member.  He  wouM  not 
surrender,  in  behalf  of  his  own  constituents,  its  fair  and 
constitutional  exercise {  and  he  would  not  vote  to  deny 
the  same  sacred  privilege  to  any  portion  of  the  Ameri- 
can people.  But,  in  behalf  of  his  constituents,  he  claim- 
ed the  authority  to  distinguish  between  the  petitions  of 
.  the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Michigan,  and  the  illegal, 
unconstitutional  demands  of  the  self-styled  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  Michigan,  particularly,  as  in 
the  present  case,  when  those  demands  are  not  only  in 
contempt  of  the  authority  of  the  Union,  in  derogation 


of  the  independence  and  vested  rights  of  the  State  of 
Indiana,  but  altogether  mischievous  and  inexpedient. 

Mr.  K.  said  the  rule  of  comity  or  courtesy,  which  was 
principally  relied  on  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Mr.  BBAKD8I.BT,]  did  not  seem  to  apply  to  the  question. 
If  that  argument  justifies  the  introduction  of  this  paper, 
and  consequently  its  reference  to  the  committee,  and  the 
action  of  the  House  upon  it,  there  was  no  extent  to 
which  the  House  might  not  go.  If,  through  comity,  ac« 
cording  to  the  argument  of  the  honorable  gentleman,  we 
must  admit  these  illegal  and  unconstitutional  demands 
from  a  self-existent,  legislative  power,  unknown  to  the 
House,  claiming  what  Congress  has  never  conceded,  in 
the  next  place  we  shall  be  called  upon  to  admit  the 
member  who  is  waiting  at  your  doort  that  accomplished, 
the  admission  of  the  State  would  follow.  He  denied 
the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to  admit  a  State 
into  the  Union,  proposing  to  dismember  a  State  already 
formed;  and  he  thought  it  very  extraordinary  that  the 
House  was  disposed  to  entertain  such  a  question. 

Mr.  K.  desired  the  House  to  observe  that  the  paper 
to  which  the  question  refers  alleges  a  fact  which  has  no 
existence.  It  purports  to  come  from  a  State  embracing 
certain  limits.     Those  limits  embrace  a  portion  of  the 

fieople  of  Indiana;  and  the  inference  is  intended  to  ful- 
ow,  that  those  people  were  represented  in  the  General 
Assembly  of  Michigan,  and  had  an  agency  in  sending 
this  obnoxious  paper,  which  he  took  occasion  to  deny. 

Mr.  SPANGLER  regretted  that  his  indisposition  pre- 
vented him  from  doing  that  full  justice  to  the  subject  he 
should  otherwise  have  felt  it  his  duty  to  have  done.  He 
had  listened  attentively  to  the  remarks  of  the  honorable 
member  from  New  York,  [Mr.  BiAaosLBT,]  and  would 
neither  yield  to  him,  nor  to  any  other  gentleman,  in  his 
support  of  the  abstract  doctrine  of  the  sacred  right  of 
petition.  He  had  no  idea  that  the  people  were  to  come 
to  this  House  with  their  hats  under  their  arms;  for,  in 
this  country,  sovereignty  resides  entirely  in  the  people, 
and  public  agents  are  but  the  servants  of  the  people.  Mr. 
S.  said  there  were  three  classes  of  petitioners,  all  of 
whom  are  unquestionably  entitled  to  memorialize  thia 
House;  and  he  would  have  no  objection  to  receive  thia 
paper,  if  it  came  within  the  description  of  either  class. 
The  first  class  consisted  of  private  American  citizens, 
praying  for  individual  relief,  whose  applications  we  are 
in  the  daily  habit  of  receiving.  The  second  consisted 
of  private  or  public  corporations,  such  as  banks,  insu- 
rance and  railroad  companies,  and  incorporated  towns 
or  cities.  The  third  consisted  of  the  States  of  this 
Union,  in  their  separate  and  independent  capacity  of 
States.  This  memorial  did  not  come  before  us  either 
from  individuals  or  corporations,  nor  even  from  Michi- 
gan as  a  Territory  of  the  Government;  but  it  came  from 
her  in  the  assumed  and  unauthorized  character  of  % 
State.  He  could  not  recognise  her,  and  he  did  not 
know  her,  in  that  capacity.  He  had  often  read  the 
names  of  all  the  States  but  had  never  seen  hers  inclu- 
ded in  the  catalogue.  When  or  where  did  she  become 
a  State?  Allusion  had.  been  made  to  the  case  of  Ten- 
nessee. He  saw  no  analogy  between  the  cases.  Ten- 
nessee never  acted  as  a  State,  or  approached  this  House 
I  in  that  character,  until  she  had  \^een  formally  admitted 
into  the  Union.  But  Michigan,  without  any  federal  au- 
thority, has  formed  a  State  constitution,  and  organized 
a  State  Government,  and  now  addresses  us  in  a  sove« 
reign  capacity.  He  could  not  recognise  her  right  to  do 
so.  Mr.  S.  made  some  further  remarks,  to  show  that 
there  was  no  analogy  between  the  case  of  Tennessee 
and  that  of  Michigan.  He  did  not  regard  the  vole  upon 
this  question  as  of  any  importance,  in  relation  to  the 
question  of  disputed  territory.  It  had  nothing  to  do 
with  that  question;  and  he  had  no  apprehension  that  any 
gentleman  could  feel  himself  committed  on  that  question 
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by  any  vote  he  might  gfire  upon  this.  That  matter  stood 
upon  its  own  merits,  and  would  be  decided  accordingly. 
'  Mr.  HOLSEY  had,  he  said,  bestowed  some  reflection 
6n  this  subject,  and,  entertaining  a  desire  to  preserve 
the  good  faith  of  the  Government  in  its  constitutional 
Compacts,  he  had  risen  to  oppose  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana.  The  rights  of  Bllchigan  were 
based  upon  the  ordinance  of  1787,  which  would  be 
found  to  contain  the  offensive  word  •«  State,"  which  was 
made  the  ground  of  the  motion  to  reject.  That  ordi- 
nance declares  that  there  '*  shall  be  formed  in  *lhe  said 
Territory  not  less  than  three  nor  more  than  five  States;'* 
and  the  boundaries  of  these  States  are  then  described. 
it  gives  Congress  the  authority  to  form  one  or  two  States 
in  thai  part  of  said  Territory  lying  north  of  an  east  and 
west  line  drawn  through  the  southerly  bend  of  Lake 
Michigan;  and  it  provides  that,  <*  whenever  any  of  the 
said  States  shall  have  sixty  thousand  free  inhabitants 
therein,  such  States  shall  be  admitted"  into  the  Union. 
This  was  the  language  of  the  ordinance,  which,  if  any 
faith  was  to  be  kept  by  the  Government,  was  decisive  in 
favor  of  the  rights  of  Michigan.  There  was  another 
aspect  in  which  this  subject  might  be  viewed.  By  the 
terms  of  the  compact,  the  States  were  to  be  admitted 
when  they  contained  sixty  thousand  free  inhabitants. 
Was  it  a  fact  that  Michigan  had  the  required  number  of 
inhabitants?  If  she  had,  she  was  entitled  to  be  admitted 
into  the  Union.  The  petitioners,  he  thought,  could 
come  into  this  House  with  strong  claims  of  right,  based 
on  a  solemn  compact,  which,  as  had  been  said  in  this 
House,  was  unalterable  by  any  law,  human  or  divine. 
The  petitioners  were  at  least  entitled  to  be  heard  with 
respect,  and  he  hoped  the  whole  matter  would  be  com- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  McCAUTY,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  an  oppor- 
tunity to  members  to  present  memorials,  petitions,  &c., 
moved  a  postponement  of  the  question  until  to-morrow 
week. 
The  motion  was  lost :  Ayes  67,  noes  72. 
Mr.  BEARDSLEY  begged  leave  to  say  a  word  or  two 
in  explanation.  In  reply  to  the  question  put  from  one 
of  the  gentlemen  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  KinirA.RD,]  how  it 
happened  that  this  petition  had  not  been  presented  by 
the  Delegate  from  Michigan,  instead  of  being  presented 
by  himself,  the  reason  was,  as  Mr.  R.  had  been  told 
since  the  question  was  put,  that  the  Delegate  was  not  in 
the  city  at  the  time,  and  hence  it  was  handed  to  Mr.  B. 
for  presentation.  This  was  the  only  reason,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  for  the  paper  being  hander^  to  him. 

Mr.  B.  wished  to  make  a  remark  upon  an  objection 
urged  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
PivcKirKT.]  That  gentleman  said  tliat  Michigan,  which 
was  only  a  Territory,  had,  in  this  paper,  assumed  to  be 
A  Slate.  Hence  he  drew  the  inference  that  it  would  be 
unconstitutional  to  receive  this  petition,  or  give  it  any 
sort  of  countenance,  and  hence  he  would  vote  it  out  of 
^doors.  Now,  sir,  said  Mr.  D.,  we  have  before  heard  of 
instances  of  attempts  to  nullify,  in  order  to  get  out  of 
the  Union;  but  this  seems  to  be  an  effort  to  nullify,  in 
order  to  get  into  the  Union!  Michigan,  as  I  under- 
stand  the  gentleman,  is  now  attempting  to  violate  the 
laws  of  the  United  States — in  other  words,  to  nullify 
them— in  order  to  become  a  member  of  the  Union.  Mr. 
B.  said  that  he  did  not  so  understand  the  memorial;  for 
it  urged  that  Congress  should  acquiesce,  and  receive 
Michigan  as. a  sister  State.  But  the  argument  of  the 
gentleman  himself  was,  that  this  movement  by  Michigan 
was  in  derogation  of  the  laws  of  the  Union.  This,  upon 
the  argument  of  the  gentlemiin,  was  the  first  instance  of 
an  effort  by  a  Territory  to  break  into^  the  Union,  al- 
though they  all  knew  that  efforts  had  been  heretofore 
made  to  break  out  of  it! 
Mr.  B.  made  some  further  remarks,  to  show  that  the  I 


case  of  Tennessee  was  analogous  to  the  present  one, 
except  in  reference  to  the  boundary  question;  and  said 
the  mere  receiving  and  referring  the  memorial  under 
consideration  in  no  way  committed  the  House,  or  any 
member  who  so  voted. 

Mr.  HARDIN  did  not  want  to  see  any  State  eome 
into  this  Union  by  a  violation  of  the  territorial  law. 
Now,  if  Congress  recognised  Michigan  as  a  State,  what 
then?  Why,  the  power  of  Congress  over  this  subject 
ceased;  it  became  a  dead. letter,  and  the  national  Lq^s- 
lature  would  be  prevented  from  settling  the  question  of 
boundary  existing  between  Michigan  and  Ohio.  If  the 
people  of  Michigan  memorialized  that  House— nay,  if 
the  Territorial  Government  of  Michigan  were  to  do  so- 
then  he  would  freely  concede  that  their  memorial  should 
be  received.  But,  on  the  contrary,  if  the  House  of 
Representatives  were  memorialised  by  Michigan,  calling 
itself  a  State  Government,  he  would  say  to  the  memo- 
rialists, "  I  know  you  not;  I  cannot  recognise  your  title, 
nor  can  I  recognise  your  claim."  Mr.  H.,  afler  some 
remarks  in  relation  to  the  boundary  question,  expressed 
his  hope  that  the  question  would  be  postponed  until  the 
committee  who  have  in  charge  all  the  documenta  relative 
to  the  claim  of  Michigan  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
report  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  STORER,  of  Ohio,  said  that  when  the  petition 
before  the  House  was  presented,  he  distinctly  under- 
stood that  it  came  from  the  Legislative  Council  of  the 
Territory  of  Michiffan;  and,  if  that  was  the  case,  be  had 
no  objection  to  its  reference.  But,  sir,  some  misgivings 
as  to  the  fact  induced  my  colleague  to  ask  that  the 
memorial  should  be  read,  when  it  was  discovered,  for 
the  first  time,  that  the  State  of  Michigan,  as  a  member 
of  the  confederacy,  and  in  her  sovereign  capacity,  ap- 
pealed to  this  House,  not  to  ask  admission  into  the 
Union,  but  to  argue  the  question  of  the  northern  bound- 
ary of  Ohio. 

Sir,  1  should  have  been  satisfied  with  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Lakb;]  and 
with  his  modification,  I  should  vote  that  the  petition  be 
received;  but  as  I  am  admonished  that  the  motion  to  re- 
ject will  not  be  withdrawn,  I  shall  vote  to  sustain  the 
original  motion.  I,  sir,  will  not  yield  to  any  gentleman 
on  this  floor  in  my  respect  fbr  the  rigbt  of  petition, 
when  the  claim  is  made  in  a  constitutional  manner,  and 
no  point  of  State  sovereignty  is  involved;  but  I  shall 
always  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  resist  every  attempt,  no 
matter  in  what  manner  or  under  what  circumstances  it 
may  be  made,  to  assert  a  right  which  does  not  exist, 
and  is  not  sanctioned  by  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution.  The  distinction  between  the  right  assumed 
by  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  that  secured  to  the  citi- 
zen, has  already  been  so  ably  and  clearly  stated  by  the 
gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me,  that  I  shall  not 
further  discuss  it.  I  shall  confine  my  remarks  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
Bf.ardsl£T,]  and  the  gentleman   from   Georgia,   [Mr. 

HOLSET.] 

I  was  surprised,  sir,  to  hear  the  chnirman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  had  been,  referred  the 
whole  subject  involved  in  tliis  memorial,  express  his 
opinion  so  decidedly  as  to  the  propriety  of  admitting 
Michigan  into  the  Union,  without  the  previous  action  of 
Congress. 

[Here  Mr.  Bbabdslxt  rose  to  explain,  and  stated  his 
remarks  were  intended  to  apply  to  the  abstract  right  of 
Michigan  to  claim  admission  as  a  State,  disconnected 
from  the  boundary  question.] 

Sir,  T  did  not  misunderstand  the  honorable  gentle- 
man. His  opinion  is  clear  that  the  State  of  Michigan 
ought  to  compose  a  part  of  this  Union;  and  he  has  refer- 
red to  the  proceedings  in  Congress  in  1796,  on  the  ap- 
plication of  Tennessee  to  be  admitted  as  a  State. 
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With  great  deference  to  the  superior  experience  and 
research  of  that  gentleman,  I  mutt,  sir,  intiat  that  the 
case  of  TenneflMe  is  not  analogous.  I  ha^e  attentively 
examined  the  journals  of  the  Senate,  and  find  that  the 
citim  of  Tennessee  was  resisted  with  great  pertinacity. 
One  of  the  ablest  reports,  from  one  of  the  most  able 
committees  of  that  body,  furnishes,  to  my  apprehension, 
an  irresistible  argument  against  the  assumption  of  Michi- 
gan. This  report  was  discussed  at  great  length,  and 
the  principle  it  involved,  though  modified,  was  not 
denied  on  the  final  vote.  And,  sir,  even  that  modifica- 
tion was  passed  by  a  majority  of  one  only,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  Mr.  King,  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed minister  to  England.  Kow,  sir,  I  ask  the 
honorable  chairman,  if  such  a  doubtful  precedent,  on  so 
momentous  a  subject  as  is  involved  is  this  day's  discus- 
sion, should  be  regarded  as  worthy  of  solemn  considera- 
aiion.  I  appeal  to  him  as  a  legal  man,  if  the  decision  of 
the  court  of  errors  of  bis  own  State,  which  has  truly 
been  said  to  be  sometimes  a  literal  court  of  error,  where 
the  point  has  been  determined  by  a  bare  majority,  are 
ever  relied  on  as  safe  and  satisfactory.  1  think,  sir,  I 
can  anticipate  his  answer.  But,  unfortunately  for  the 
value  of  the  precedent,  let  me  tell  the  gentleman,  it  has 
never  been  adhered  to  in  any  subsequent  legislation, 
where  Territories  have  applied  for  admission. 

Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Mississippi,  and  Alabama, 
whose  rights  depended  upon  the  same  principle  as  that 
which  is  contained  in  the  ordinance  of  1787,  oisregarded 
the  example  of  Tennessee,  and  applied  to  Congress  for 
its  previous  action,  in  the  passage  of  a  law  to  authorize 
a  convention,  preparatory  to  their  final  admission.  It 
may  be  said  that,  so  far  as  Ohio,  Illinois,  and  Mississippi, 
were  concerned,  they  were  admitted  before  the  Terri- 
tories out  of  which  they  were  taken  numbered  a  popu* 
lation  of  sixty  thousand;  and  so  far  there  is  some  plausi- 
bility in  the  idea  that  the  precedent  Is  analogous!  but, 
sir,  m  the  case  of  Indiana  the  same  question  was  directly 
involved  as  that  which  must  be  discussed  whenever  a 
bill  ia  reported  for  the  admission  of  Michigan.  I  have 
examined  the  files  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  this 
House,  and  have  found  the  original  memorial  of  the 
LegisUtive  Council  of  Indianat  and  I  find,  sir,  that  more 
than  sixty  thousand  people  were  residents  of  that  Terri- 
tory when  Congress  was  invoked  to  admit  her  as  a 
State.  I  find,  also,  that  no  pretence  is  set  up  of  an  ab- 
stract right  fur  admission  into  the  Union,  on  the  ground 
that  her  population  was  sufficient  tp  authorize  it.  In 
that  memorial  I  also  find,  sir,  that  the  petitioners  applied 
for  the  action  of  Congress,  conceiving,  as  they  very 
properly  expressed  themselves,  that  no  mode  was  desig- 
nated in  the  ordinance  of  1787,  by  which  their  prepara- 
tory course  should  be  governed.  Tiiis  petition  was 
referred  at  once;  a  bill  was  reported,  authorizing  a 
convention;  tlie  convention  met,  formed  a  constitution, 
and  at  the  next  session  of  Congress  the  State  was  ad- 
mitted. And  such,  sir,  was  the  course  of  Alabama.  So 
much,  then,  for  the  precedent  of  Tennessee;  which,  if 
it  was  available,  had  been  many  years  in  force  when  the 
States  1  have  just  referred  to  were  admitted;  and  yet  we 
find  it  was  not  then  relied  upon  or  referred  to.  Sir, 
Indiana  was  then,  as  she  always  has  been,  the  modest 
yet  firm  and  decided  advocate  of  her  own  rights  and  the 
respect  that  is  due  to  the  confederacy. 

Sir,  the  right  of  Michigan  to  become  a  State  has  been 
discussed  at  large  on  the  question  to  reject;  and  I  have 
been  compelled  to  follow  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  though  I  had  determined  not  to  trouble  the  House 
until  he  had  entered  into  the  debate,  and  opened  the 
whole  field. 

Before  I  sit  down,  sir,  I  will  reply  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia.  He,  sir,  has  referred  to  the  oitlinance  of 
1787,  and  emphatically  insists  that  the  right  of  Michigan 


to  be  admitted  into  the  Union  ia  a  matter  of  solemn  com- 
pact. He  points  to  the  provisions  of  the  section  requi-  • 
ring  Congress  to  organize  not  less  than  three  nor  more 
than  five  States  in  the  Northweitern  Territory. 

Sir,  I  beg  leave  to  except  to  his  construction  of  that 
instrument.  If  he  will  examine  its  provisions  carefully, 
he  will  find  ilMt  three  States  were  definitely  marked  out 
in  the  ordinance,  the  northern  boundary  of  which  was 
the  territorial  line  between  the  United  States  and  Cam* 
da.  These  States  are  organized;  and  it  depends  upon 
the  discretion  of  Cohg^ss  whether  more  States  shall  be 
organized  within  that  Territory.  The  right  is  reserved* 
in  the  act  erecting  the  Territory  of  Michigan,  to  annex 
all  the  country  north  of  the  boundary  line  of  Ohio,  Indi* 
ana,  and  Illinois,  to  those  States,  if  hereafter  it  should 
be  deemed  expedient;  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Gen- 
eral Government  has  been  exercised  in  reference  to  that 
power. 

The  duty  of  organizing  those  States  was  unqualified; 
it,  sir,  was  perfect;  and  it  has  been  performed.  There 
is  now  no  legal  obligation,  on  the  part  of  Congress,  to 
admit  a  new  State  in  the  Northwest;  though  I  am  satis- 
fied, sir,  it  is  our  duty,  and  the  public  interest  requires, 
that  Michigan  should  be  admitted  whenever  the  proper 
steps  have  been  taken.  It  is  in  vain,  then,  sir,  to  assume 
the  right,  as  granted  by  this  ordinance. 

Sir,  I  feel  that  the  debate  has  taken  a  wide  range,  and 
the  general  Question  has  been  prematurely  diecusaed.  I 
am  aatisfied  that  I  have  been  compelled  to  be  discur* 
sive:  it  is  a  necessary  consequence  of  the  great  latitude 
allowed  in  debate. 

It  may  be,  air,  tliat  I  have  discovered  too  much  feeling 
in  the  earnest  manner  in  which  I  have  presented  my 
remarks.  The  only  apology  I  offer  is  the  nature  of  the 
controversy  in  which  the  State  I  represent  is  engaged. 
Sir,  we  may  be  opposed  by  the  North  and  the  Bast,  and 
a  new  Slate  may  be  viewed  with  a  more  favorable  eye 
than  the  elder  members  of  the  confederacy;  but,  sir,  if 
we  are  lef^  even  in  a  hopeless  minority,  I  trust  we  shall 
not  be  deterred,  while  we  have  the  pow^r  and  the  occa- 
sion, from  expressing  our  sentiments,  and  speaking  out 
in  nu  measure<jl  phrase  on  the  great,  the  raon»entous  in* 
terests  that  are  involved  in  the  present  question. 

[Mr.  BiaaDSLiT  explained,  and  said  that  the  gen- 
tleman [Mr.  SToaxa]  must  have  misunderstood  him. 
He  had  expressly  stated  that,  upon  the  boundary  quea 
tions,  and  every  thing  connected  with  those  questions, 
he  gave  no  opinion;  indeed,  he  had  come  to  no  result 
upon  these  questions.  He  hoped  and  expected  that  the 
gentleman  would  in  this  respect  neither  misapprehend 
nor  misrepresent  him,  and  he  confidently  believed  he* 
should  not  in  this  respect  be  mistaken. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Har- 
Dia]  had  thought  proper  to  rebuke  him  for  having 
expressed  the  opinion  he  had  done;  yet  that  honorable 
member  had  gone  much  further,  and  announced  his  own 
opinion  upon  the  boundary  question  in  all  its  aspects  and 
bearings.  This  he  had  not  done;  he  had  only  said  that, 
independent  of  the  boundary  questions,  the  case  of 
Tennessee  was  a  precedent  for  the  present  application 
of  Michigan.  He,  however,  made  no  complaint  that  hie 
colleague  on  the  committee  had  made  up  a  full  opinion 
upon  all  matten;  that  was  a  matter  for  him  alone  to 
decide.] 

Mr.  Stobbr  resumed.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  gentleman  had  expressed  an  opinion  on  the  bound* 
ary  question.  But  he  (Mr.  S.)  did  say,  that  upon  the 
isolated  question,  whether  Michigan  ought  to  be  admit- 
ted—not taking  into  consideration  the  boundary  contro- 
versy ^there  was  no  doubt.  Mr.  S.  next  adverted  to 
the  reception  of  Tennessee  and  Mississippi  into  the 
Union,  and  remarked  that  he  could  not  admit  that  the 
course  taken  by  Tennessee  for  admission  into  the  Union 
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was  at  all  analogous  to  the  present  case.  He  concluded 
by  repeating  his  determination  to  yote  for  the  rejection 
of  the  memorial. 

Mr.  DAVIS  was  as  much  in  faror  of  the  right  of  peti* 
tion  as  any  one  could  be;  but,  under  the  eircumstannces 
connected  with  this  memorial,  he  should  vote  against  its 
reception,  it  was  proper  that  he  should  tell  his  con« 
stituents  that  Michigan  was  claiming  a  part  of  the  State 
of  Indiana.  The  memorialists  urged,  in  round  and  une- 
quivocal terms,  that  they  have  a  right  to  take  a  part  of 
it.  He  would  ask  if  there  was  a  gentleman  present  who 
was  willing  to  support  them  in  that  claim?  He  hoped 
not.  If  that  House  admitted  the  facts  stated  in  the  me- 
mortal,  or  admitted  that  a  new  Slate  had  a  right  to  take 
a  part  of  the  lands  within  the  boundary  of  an  old  State, 
they  would  be  setting  a  dangerous  precedent. 

Mr.  HAWES  moved  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  LANE  hoped  the  gentleman  would  withdraw  the 
motion  for  a  moment. 

'  Mr.  HAWES  suid  he  would  do  so  most  willingly,  but 
that  at  least  fiAy  speeches  were  in  a  state  of  preparation 
on  the  subject. 
'  The  previous  question  was  seconded :  76  to  59. 

The  House  then  determined  that  the  main  question 
should  be  now  put. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
main  question;  which  were  ordered,  and  were  as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allen,  Bond, 
Boon,  Bunch,  Bynum,  John  Calhoon,  Carr,  Carter,  Ca- 
aey,  John  Chambers,  Chaney,  Nathaniel  H.  Claibirne, 
Crane,  Davis,  Evans,  Rice  Garland,  Graves,  Griffin,  Ha- 
mer,  Hammond,  Hannegan,  Hardin,  Harlan,  Harper, 
Howell,  Huntsman,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  Kil- 
gore,  Kinnard,  Lane,  Lay,  Luke  Lea,  Lucas,  Samson 
Mason,  Maury,  May,  McCarty,  McLene,  Mercer,  Milli- 
gan,  Moore,  Patterson,  Pettigrew,  Pinckney,  Kencher, 
John  Reynolds,  Shields,  Sloane,  Spangler,  Standefer, 
Storer,  Waddv  Thompson,  Turner,  Vinton,  Washington, 
Webiter,White,  Whittlesey,  Sherrod  Williams  Wise— 63. 

Nats— Messrs.  Adams,  Ash,  Barton,  Beale,  Bean, 
BeardsleV,  Beaumont,  Bockee,  Borden,  Bovee,  Boyd, 
Brig^s,  Brown,  Buchanan,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Cam- 
breleng,  George  Chambers,  Chapman,  Chapin,  John  F. 
H.  Claiborne,  Clark,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor, 
Craig,  Cramer,  Cuthing,  Cushman,  Darlington,  Denny, 
Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Efner,  Everett,  Fairifield,  Farlin, 
French,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller,  Gal- 
braith,  James  Garland,  Gillet,  Glascock,  Graham,  Gran- 
ger, Grantland,  Grennell,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hiland 
Hall,  Hard,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Albert  G.  Harrison, 
Hawes,  Hawkina,  Haynea,  Hazeltiiie,  Henderson,  Hiester, 
Hoar,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Hunt,  Huntington, 
Ingham,  William  Jackson,  Jabez  Jackson,  Janes,  Joseph 
Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Ken* 
non,  Klingensmith,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Lawrence, 
Gideon  Lee,  Joshua  Lee,  Leonard,  Lincoln,  Lofpin,  Loy- 
all,  Lyon,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  John  Y.  Mason, 
William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  McKay,  McRennan,  Mc- 
Keon,  McKim,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Morris, 
Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parker,  Parks,  Franklin 
Pierce,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  James  A.  Pearce,  Phelps, 
Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane, 
Rogers,  Russell,  Seymour,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd, 
Siunn,  Smith,  Sprague,  Steele,  Sutherland,  I'aliaferro, 
Taylor,  John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turrill,  Under- 
wood, Vanderpoel,  Wagener,  Wardwell,  Weeks,  Lewis 
Williams— 137. 

So  the  motion  to  reject  the  petition  was  determined  in 
the  negative. 

Mr.' LANE  moved  to  amend  the  motion  to  refer  the 
petition  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  by  adding 
that  "It  be  considered  as  a  memorial  from  the  citizens 
of  tbt  Territory  of  Michigan.''  He  WM  desirous  that  the 


petition  should  go  to  the  committee  in  its  true  garb,  and 
not  in  one  which  it  had  no  right  to  assume. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  moved  to  amend  the  amendment, 
by  adding  the  following: ««  This  House,  in  receiving  the 
memorial  purporting  to  be  from  the  Senate  and  Rouse 
of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  regard  the 
same  in  no  other  light  than  as  the  voluntary  act  of  pri« 
vate  individuals,  who  hove,  wUhout  auihorityt  assumed 
a  eorporafe  eapadty  and  name," 

Mr.  SLADE  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words  of  the 
amendment  printed  in  italics. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  accepted  the  amendment,  as  a  modi« 
iication  of  his  motion. 

The  question  was  then  tsken  on  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  HAKHSOiir,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

Ykas— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allen,  Bean, 
Bell,  Bond,  Buchanan,  Bunch,  John  Calhoon,  William  B. 
Calhoun,  Carr,  Casey,  George  Chambers,  John  Cham- 
bers, Chaney,  Childs,  Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  Coles, 
Corwin,  Crane,  Davis,  Denny,  Everett,  Farlin,  Forester, 
Philo  C.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  Rice  Garland,  Gillet,  Gran- 
ger, Grayson,  Grennell,  Gnffin,  Hiland  Hall,  Hamer, 
Hammond,  Hannegan,  Hardin,  Harper,  Samuel  S,  Har- 
rison, Hszeltine,  Hiester,  Hopkins,  Howell,  Ingersoll, 
William  Jackson,  Janes,  Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson,  Henry 
Johnson,  Benjamin  Jones,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard, 
Lane,  Lawrence,  Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Lucas,  Abijah 
Mann,  Samson  Mason,  Maury,  May,  McCarty,  McRen- 
nan, McLene,  Mercer,  Milligan,  Morris,  Parker,  Patter- 
son, Patton,  James  A.  Pearce,  Pctt'-grew,  Peyton,  Pinck- 
ney, Reed,  Rencher,  John  Reynolds,  Seymour,  William 
R.  Shepard,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shields,  Slade, 
Sloane,  Spangler,  Standefer,  Storer,  Taliaferro,  John 
Thomson,  Underwood,  Vinton,  Washington,  Webster, 
White,  Whittlesey,  Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod  Williams, 
Wise— 98. 

Nats— Messrs.  Adams,  Ash,  Beale,  Beard»ley,  Beau- 
mont,  Bockee,  Borden,  Boyd,  Briggs,  Brown,  Chapman, 
Chapin,  John  F.  H.  Claiborne,  Clark,  Cleveland,  Con- 
nor, Craig,  Gushing,  Cushman,  Darlington,  Doubleday, 
Dromgoole,  Fairfield,  French,  Fry,  William  K.  Fuller, 
James  Garland,  Glascock,  Graham,  Grantland,  Haley, 
Joseph  Hall,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Hawkins, 
Haynes,  Henderson,  Holsey,  Howard,  Hubley,  Hunt, 
Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  John  W. 
Jones,  Juddon,  Klingensmith,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler, 
Joshua  Lee,  Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Lyon,  Job  Mann, 
Manning,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  McKay, 
McKeon,  McK'>m,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Muh- 
lenberg,  Owens,  Parks,  Frankhn  Pierce,  Dutee  J. 
Pearce,  Phelps,  Phillips,  Potts,  Joseph  Reynolds  Roane, 
Rogei-s,  Russell,  Smith,  Speight,  Sprague,  Steele,  Tay- 
lor, Towns,  Turner,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel,  Wagener, 
Wardwell— 89. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the  memorial 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

INCREASE  OP  THE  NAVY. 

Mr.  JARVIS  moved  the  suspension  of  the  rule,  in 
order  to  enable  the  Committee  on  Naval  AfTairi  to  report 
and  offer  for  consideration  the  following  resolution: 

Resohedt  That  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  be  in* 
structed  to  inquire  Into  the  expediency  of  increasing  the 
naval  force  in  commission. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CAMBHELENG  said  he  did  not  risetooppoie 
the  motion.  He  was  glad  that  it  had  been  offered.  But 
he  entertained  the  impression  that  an  increase  of  the 
heads  of  appropriation  in  the  bill  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  would  answer  the  purpose, 

Mr.  WISE  rose,  he  said,  to  oppose  this  resolution.  It 
was  bit  duty  to  state  that  the  Committee  on  Naval  Af- 
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fairs  had  already  determined  that  they  wnuM  not»  with- 
out a  call  from  the  Navy  Department,  increase  or  rec- 
ommend the  increase  of  the  naval  appropriations.  The 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  would  be  called  upon  by 
the  Navy  Department  for  an  increase  of  appropriations, 
ahould  they  be  required.  He  had  no  idea  that  the  com- 
mittees of  this  House  should  be  over  zealous  and  over 
active  in  recommendinf^  and  urging  the  increase  of  the 
appropriations.  If  there  was  any  necessity  for  an  in- 
crease, it  ought  to  be  made  known  by  the  executive 
Departments,  and  they  should  take  the  responsibility  of 
recommending  the  measure.  If  the  appropriations 
should  not  be  found  necessary,  it  would  be  said  by  the 
Departments,  we  did  not  recommend  them  to  you.  He 
believed  that  some  of  the  Departments  were  anxious  that 
this  House  should  take  the  responsibility  of  measures  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  JARVIS  remarked  that  seven  out  of  nine  of  the 
committee  united  in  the  recommendation  of  the  resolu- 
tion proposed.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  seemed 
to  think  that  this  House  ought  not  to  take  any  responsi- 
bility upon  itself,  but  merely  to  act  as  the  organ  of  the 
will  of  the  Executive.  He  dissented  from  this  doctrine. 
If  we  found  the  Executive  going  too  fast,  it  was  our  du- 
ty to  check  him{  and,  if  be  was  going  too  slow,  to  spur 
him  on. 

Mr.  WISE  put  it,  he  said,  to  the  honorable  chairman 
to  say  whether  he  had  called  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  to  ask  whether  the  additional  appropriations  con- 
templated in  the  resolution  were  reauired.  If  the  gen- 
tleman would  not  answer,  he  woulu  state  that  this  call 
had  been  made  upon  the  Department,  and  had  not  yet 
been  answered.  He  (Mr.  W.)  would  not  take  action 
on  this  subject  until  it  was  answered.  However  much 
be  might  seem  to  think  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
merely  tlie  organ  of  the  Executive,  he  was,  in  fact, 
utterly  opposed  to  such  a  doctrine. .  He  did  not  wish  to 
be  the  organ  of  the  Executive,  nor  the  tool  of  the  Execu- 
tive. When  the  Executive  was  afraid  to  call  for  money, 
he  did  not  wish  him  to  make  tools  of  us  to  make  the 
call  for  him.  He  wished  to  know  why  this  resolution 
was  introduced  here  in  anticipation  of  any  information 
on  the  subject.  The  gentleman  had  said  that,  when 
the  President  was  too  tardy,  it  was  necessary  to  spur 
him  up.  General  Jackson  never  needed  a  spur  in  his 
life,  but  some  of  the  Departments  needed  it,  with  the 
rowels  struck  in  very  deeply.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  danger  was  now  in  prospect  for  which  preparation 
should  be  made.  At  the  commencement  of  the  session, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  proposed  to  lit  out  two  new 
frigates  and  two  sloops  of  war;  a  most  ridiculous  prep- 
aration, indeed,  if  it  was  intended  to  get  into  a  war 
with  France.  If  there  was  danger,  the  call  upon  us  for 
appropriations  should  be  made  by  the  President  him- 
self— not  in  a  whisper,  but  in  a  bold  and  direct  way,  in 
a  message.  He  vranted  the  responsibility  of  the  meas- 
ures of  preparation  to  rest  where  it  belonged. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  said,  if  the  gentleman  would  look 
at  the  resolution,  he  would  see  that  it  was  not  liable  to 
the  objections  which  he  had  urged  against  it.  That 
there  should  be  some  action  in  reference  to  the  increase 
of  the  naval  force,  was  agreed  by  the  committee.  They 
had  proposed  this  resolution,  not  from  the  idea  that 
.  there  existed  any  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Depart- 
ments to  shrink  from  responsibility.  But  this  House 
was  not  to  be  told  that  it  could  act  only  as  the  creature 
of  the  Executive.  The  House,  as  well  as  the  Depart- 
ments, must  share  in  the  responsibilities  of  public  meas- 
ures, and  they  should  act  in  union.  Perhaps  the  views 
of  the  Department  would  be  made  known  to  the  House 
to*morrow.  If  we  looked  to  the  preparations  made  by 
.  a  foreign  nation,  and  which,  it  was  evident,  had  reference 
to  hostilities  with  us,  we  would  not  hesitate  to  adopt 
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some  means  of  defence,  without  waiting  to  hear  from  the 
Department  or  the  President.  He  was  not  afraid  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  making  the  proposed  inquiry, 
without  waiting  for  the  opinion  of  the  Executive.  No 
injury  could  result  from  it,  and  he  thought  it  highly 
proper  to  invest  the  committee  with  the  power  of  roa« 
king  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  HAMMOND,  of  South  CHrolina,  said  this  was  an 
extraordinary  resolution,  and  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr.  Glascock]  had  supported  it  with  most  extraor* 
dinary  arguments.  He  had  said  that,  on  the  evidencea 
around  us,  he  was  for  the  immediate  action  of  this  Houaev 
I  understand  him  to  be  for  putting  the  country  In  a  state 
of  hostile  preparation  upon  this  subject.  To  what  evi- 
dences does  the  gentleman  allude^  Were  they  the 
parsgraphs  of  foreign  newspapers  with  which  the  coun« 
try  had  been  lately  inundated }  Did  the  gentlenuin  call 
upon  this  House  to  legislate  upon  this  kind  of  informa- 
tion? If,  sir,  we  are  to  have  a  war,  let  the  proposition 
come  to  us  from  the  proper  quarter,  and  let  us  not  be 
smuggled  into  one  by  resolutions  such  as  this,  predicated 
on  the  idle  rumors  of  the  newspapers.  Had  a  resolution 
been  offered  calling  for  information  from  the  Executive, 
he  would  have  voted  for  it  cheerfutlyi  but  without  that 
information  he  could  not  consent  to  act. 

The  question  of  war  was  a  great  question .  It  involved 
vast  interests.  It  should  not  be  entertained  in  any  shape 
without  all  the  information'which  the  Executive  could 
give,  and  then  fully  discussed  and  deliberately  decided* 
For  his  part,  he  could  see  nothing  that  had  happened  to 
change  materially  the  relations  of  this  country  with 
France  since  the  opening  of  the  session.  The  French 
Government  hsve  refused  to  pay  the  indemnity  to  Mr. 
narton.  It  was  not  the  first  renisal.  No  man  in  this 
House,  or  in  this  country,  could  have  expected  its  pay* 
ment  on  his'  demand,  under  the  circumttancet.  The 
President  himself  could  not  have  looked  for  it  when  he 
instructed  him  to  make  the  demand.  Oentlennen  spoke 
of  the  tardy  movements  of  the  Government,  and  tiiaft  It 
required  spurring.  He  hoped  the  House  would  not 
suffer  itself  to  be  booted  and  spurred,  for  the  purpose  of 
kicking  this  country  into  a  war.  There  had  been  irrita* 
tion  enough  already.  Hie  resolution  was  calculated  to 
have  that  effect.  There  had  been  messages  and  corre- 
spondences, diplomatic  and  tmdiplomatic,  suiBcient  for 
that  purpose;  and  he  hoped  this  House  would  be  dis- 
posed to  allay  rather  than  increase  the  excitement.  He 
saw  no  cause  for  war.  He  believed  a  war  would  be  en« 
tirely  unnecessary  i  and,  were  it  not  for  the  serious  con* 
sequences  it  involved,  he  should  say  it  would  be  \1tterl3r 
ridiculous  in  both  parties.  He  looked  upon  this  resolu- 
tion ss  the  commencement  of  a  series  of  war  measurei. 
He  should  not  therefore  vote  for  it,  nor  would  he  at  thia 
time  support  any  measure  looking  towards  a  war. 

Mr.  HAWES  was  deeply  mortified,  he  said,  al  the 
speeches  which  he  had  heard.  He  believed  it  bad  beM 
by  such  speeches  aa  these  that  the  country  had  been 
prevented  from  receiving  redress,  before  this,  from 
France.  The  nation,  he  believed,  had  been  robbed  of 
its  rights  by  factious  speeches  and  essays.  Are  we  (said 
Mr.  H.)  to  stand  here  making  speeches,  which  will  be  • 
hailed  abroad  as  evidence  that  the  country  will  not  insist 
upon  its  rights,  while  the  French  are  making  hostile 
prepsrations  againU  us^  He  cared  not  through  what 
channel  the  proposition  might  comei  he  would  support 
any  measure  for  putting  the  country  in  a  state  of  defence. 
It  was  evident  that  Prance  was  making  hostile  prepara- 
tions; and  even  if  she  was  not,  what  objection  could 
there  be  to  the  proposed  inquiry  into  the  expediency  of 
increasing  our  naval  force?  In  what  a  sitUstion  would 
the  constituents  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  stand, 
in  case  of  a  war }  The  whole  seaboard  of  Virginia  woukl 
be  exposed  to  the  enemy,  unless  we  had  a  sufficient  naval 
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force  to  defend  it.  As  a  member  of  this  Congress,  and 
as  an  American  cilizen,  he  hoped  this  proposition  would 
it  adopted. 

Mr.  McKEON  would  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  a  few  moments.  It  was  well  known  that  he  was  not 
in  the  habit  of  intruding  himself;  and,  T)ut  for  the  cir- 
oumstances  in  which  he  found  himself  placed,  he  should 
have  remained  a  silent  observer  of  the  discussion.  The 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Hawss]  informed  us 
that  he  was  mortified  to  hear  the  language  of  the  gentle- 
men from  Virginia  and  South  Carolina,  [Messrs.  Wise 
and  Haxmoks,]  who  addressed  the  House  in  opposition 
to  the  resolution  upon  the  table.  He  was  not  only  mor- 
tified,  but  also  astonished,  at  their  arguments  at  such  a 
period^^-at  such  a  crisis  as  that  in  which  we  find  the 
country  now  placed.  Representing  as  he  did,  in  part, 
a  portion  of  the  Union  deeply  interested  in  the  question 
which  now  engrosses  the  public  mind,  he  (Mr.  McK.) 
could  not  but  endeavor  to  give  an  impulse  to  an  investi- 
gation which  had  for  its  object  the  defence  of  our  sea- 
«oast  and  the  protection  of  our  commerce.  Well  might 
he  be  astonished  to  hear  opposition  to  a  measure  of  this 
nature,  with  regard  to  the  increase  of  our  naval  force, 
when  the  rumor  is  abroad  that  we  have  a  sc^uadron  ap- 
'proaching  our  very  borders.  When  the  noise  is  actual- 
ly ringing  in  our  ears  of  the  armaments  in  hostile  array, 
while  every  thing  portends  difficulty,  and  points  out  the 
.propriety  and  necessity  of  preparation,  we  must  pause 
and  discuss  the  expediency  of  inquiry  into  the  propriety 
of  moving  forward  in  a  work  which  relates  to  the  public 
defence.  We  must  debate  the  question  by  whom  the 
first  step  ought  to  be  taken— on  whom  the  responsibility 
ought  to  rest.  For  one,  he  was  willing  to  assume  the 
responaibility.  Why,  sir,  said  Mr.  McK.,  I  was  sent  here 
to  take  responsibility  like  that  now  under  considera- 
tion. Every  member  of  this  House  was  hound  to  take 
the  similar  responsibility.  We  are  bound  to  our  con- 
atituents,  to  the  country,  by  every  tie  which  can  unite 
ua  to  the  honor  and  safety  of  the  country,  not  to  hesi- 
.tate.  The  present  situation  of  our  foreign  affairs  re- 
.quired  the  patriotism  and  action  of  every  member  of 
the  Government.  While  around  all  was  activity,  we 
.ought  not  to  be  passive.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
Executive,  as  the  head  of  the  Government,  had  been  alive 
to  the  importance  of  this  question.  To  the  Executive 
the  country,  throughout  the  long  and  difficult  negotia- 
tions to  which  gentlemen  had  alluded,  looked  with  anxie- 
ty, and  thus  far  the  movements  of  his  patriotic  adminis- 
tration had  received  the  grateful  applause  of  the  coun- 
try. The  Chief  Magistrate  had  thrown  into  the  whole 
question  the  powers  of  his  mighty  intellect;  had  called 
into  action  his  wonderful  foresight;  and  with  sleepless 
vigilance  bad  endeavored  to  obtain  the  rights  of  our  cit- 
izens, and  to  maintain  the  dignity  of  the  country.  With 
an  Executive  identified  as  he  is  with  the  history  of  the 
most  brilliant  periods  of  the  country,  he  had  no  fears 
but  that  in  his  hands  the  interest  and  character  of  our" 
country  would  be  entirely  secure.  While  other  branches 
of  the  Government  were  xealously  engaged,  must  we 
hesitate  to  execute  our  portion  of  the  task  imposed  upon 
ua  by  the  peculiar  st^te  of  things?  It  did  not  become 
tifl,  said  Mr.  McK.,  to  hesitate  about  directing  an  inquiry 
into  the  expediency  of  putting  the  country  into  a  state 
of  preparation  against  aggression.  It  cannot  result  in 
producing  trouble;  it  cannot  throw  us  into  difficulty. 
The  resolution  should  have  been  adopted  without  a 
question;  but,  sir,  it  appears  obstacles  must  be  thrown 
in  the  way,  impediments  interposed  before  us,  to  oper- 
.  ate  upon  our  minds,  and  deter  us  from  an  attempt  to 
overcome  them.  The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  llAXxoKu]  threw  out  the  suggestion  that  a  war 
into  which  this  country  was  about  to  be  plunged,  would 
be  a  ridiculous  war,  and  fatal  to  the  liberSes  of  the 


countrjr.  who  talks  of  war?  Who  has  sounded  the  toc- 
sin which  is  to  give  the  alarm  throughout  the  counir}*, 
to  disturb  the  quiet  of  the  land,  and  conjure  up  into 
timid  minds  the  dire  apparitions  of  desolation  and  de« 
struction,  the  concomitants  of  a  belligerant  state?  No 
one  but  the  gentleman  himsrlf.  If  war  must  come,  it 
was  a  question  to  be  settled  hereafter.  That  was  not 
the  question  then  under  consideration,  but  merely 
whether  it  was  expedient  to  inquire  if  the  country 
should  be  put  in  a  state  of  preparation.  The  inquiry 
may  be  necessary  in  other  points  totally  separate^l  frotn 
our  present  difficulties.  The  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  tells  us  we  are  to  be  driven  into— spurred  into 
— a  war  with  France,  which  he,  if  it  should  happen, 
would  term  a  ridiculous  war.  Sir,  I  deprecate  as  much 
as  he  does  a  slate  of  hostility.  I  regret  that  he  has  used 
the  term  ridiculous.  Much  as  I  regret  war,  I  prefer  it 
to  dishonorable  peace.  Ridiculous  he  may  consider  the 
war,  if  it  must  come;  but  there  may  be  a  peace  which 
cannot  be  otherwise  than  degrading.  With  robberies 
connmitted  years  ago  upon  our  unoffending  citizens,  and 
presenting  in  the  acts  a  gross  violation  of  the  code  of 
civilized  nations;  with  years  of  patient  negotiation;  with 
a  treaty  solemnly  ratified;  added  to  all  these  injuries, 
the  insult  of  demanding  from  the  American  people  ex- 
planations (and  those  with  a  fleet  before  our  harbors— 
with  the  rod  hanging  over  our  heads)  which  are  incom- 
patible with  their  self-respect  and  character  as  an  inde- 
pendent people.  If,  under  such  circumstancea;  com- 
pelled to  assume  a  hostile  attitude,  I,  said  Mr.  Mcl(., 
cannot  consider  that  attitude  ridiculous. 

He  regretted  that  this  discussion  had  taken  place.  To 
our  divided  councils  many  of  our  difficulties  may  be  at- 
tributed. They  give  confidence  to  those  who  deny  us 
justice.  It  is  time  these  divisions  should  be  healed.  He 
had  hoped  that,  on  an  occasion  like  the  present,  but  one 
feeling  pervaded  their  body,  as  was  certain  but  one  feel- 
ing animated  the  entire  people  of  the  country.  To  re- 
fuse the  inquiry  would  look  like  an  indispontion  ort  the 
part  of  the  House  to  sustain  the  country.  He  could  not 
believe  that  one  would  object  to  a  course  which  was  de- 
manded by  the  exigency  of  the  times,  or  that  we  shduTd 
present,  when  the  slightest  speck  wa4  visible  in  the 
horizon  portending  the  approaching  storm,  a  divided 
people.  On  the  question  which  had  given  rise  to  this 
debate,  let  us,  whether  it  continues  to  retain  its  preaent 
aspect,  or  assume  any  other  character,  rally  around  the 
altar  of  our  country,  and  be  true  to  our  motto;  let  ua 
be,  in  fact,  E  plurihua  unum.  Let  us  be  true  to  our- 
selves and  to  our  own  character,  and  present  to  the 
world  but  one  front.  Coming,  as  he  before  remarked, 
from  a  section  of  country,  the  lives  and  properly  of  the 
citizens  of  which  were  most  exposed,  he  (Mr.  McK.) 
felt  compelled  to  address  those  remarks  to  the  House  on 
this  occasion,  and  ask  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  REEU,  of  Massachusetts,  observed  tliat  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  [Mr.  jAHvra] 
had  stated  that  seven  out  of  nine  of  the  committee  had 
instructed  him  to  present  the  resolution  be  bad  just  of- 
fered. 

Being  one  of  the  committee,  I  beg  to  state  to  the 
House  the  part  I  have  taken.  The  chairman,  a  few 
hours  ago,  handed  me  in  my  seat  the  resolution  now 
under  consideration,  and  asked  me,  as  one  of  the  com- 
mittee, to  give  (ny  consent  that  he  should  offer  it  to  the 
House.  After  I  had  read  it,  I  replied  that  I  did  not 
know  that  I  had  any  objection.  On  further  reflection, 
apprehending  that  the  resolution  might  lead  to  an  ex- 
citing debate,  I  called  upon  the  chairman,  and  expressed 
my  fear  to  him,  and  retracted  roy  approbation  of  pre- 
senting it. 

1  feared  it  might  lead  to  a  debate  which  might  be  in- 
jurious to  the  country.    1  do  not  consider  the  resohi* 
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tion  itself  m  one  of  great  moment.  1  admit  the  im* 
portanee  of  the  subject.  But  the  resolution  does  not 
instruct  the  committee;  it  is  one  of  inquiry  only.  I  con- 
sider the  whole  subject  now  before  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs.  They  have  power  at  any  time,  whether 
the  resolution  be  adopted  or  not,  to  report  a  bill  to  in- 
.crease  or  tny  way  improire  the  ntvy,  and  of  course  the 
appropriation  of  money  to  carry  those  objects  into  ef- 
fect. The  subject  of  increasinfl^  and  improving  our 
naval  force  is  one  that  deserves  the  deliberate  consider- 
.ation  of  the  committee  and  of  this  House.  Our  cora- 
inerce  needs  protection,  and  this  is  stated  by  the  Exec- 
utive in  his  message;  and  new  difficulties  msy  arise  with 
Mexico,  which  may  require  a  part  of  our  navy  in  that 
quarter. 

I  regret  that,  upon  a  subject  of  inquiry  merely,  gen- 
tlemen should  indulge  themselves  in  debating  upon  the 
danger  and  probability  of  a  war  with  France.  I  regret 
that  the  debate  should  assume  a  tone  and  manner  calcu- 
lated to  produce  mischief.  It  is  calculated,  unneces- 
sarily and  unjustly,  to  alarm  the  country.  It  seems  to 
me  we  are  precipitate.  The  debate  Is  assuming  a  most 
unfavorable  character.  We  are  debating  upon  the  all- 
important  subject  of  peace  and  war  with  France.  I  hope 
and  trust  we  shall  have  more  light  and  knowledge  upon 
this  momentous  subject,  before  we  seriously  debate  it. 
The  debate  seems  to  me  ill-judged  and  unadvised,  and 
calculated  to  produce  the  evil  which  1  am  quite  sure  a 
great  majority  of  this  House  and  nation  deprecate,  and 
hope  to  avoid.  1  do  not  propose  to  engage  in  such;  it  is 
altogether  premature.  I  beg^  the  House  to  be  calm  and 
deliberate,  and  to  avoid  excitement,  which  nuy  be  in- 
jurious, but  cannot  be  useful  to  the  country. 

Mr.  MILLER  asked  for  the  yeu  and  nays  on  the 
question,  and  they  were  ordere<l. 

Mr.  EVEREIT,  of  Vermont,  said  he  should  vote 
for  the  resolution.  He  could  not  disregard  the  signs 
of  the  times;  he  thought  it  high  time  that  the  country 
should  prepare  for  defence.  From  assurances  in  the 
annual  message,  the  House  had  reason  to  expect  a 
,»pecial  message  on  the  arrival  of  the  final  answer  of 
France  to  our  demand  for  payment.  It  was  now  known 
that  the  Executive  had  been  in  possession  of  that  answer 
for  more  than  five  days;  yet  the  promised  special  message 
had  not  been  received.  It  was  also  known  that  a 
French  fleet  had  been  ordered  to  the  West  Indies. 
This,  however,  was  only  procured  through  the  papers. 
Yet,  in  the  absence  of  all  official  information,  the  course 
of  the  Executive  is  no  secret.  The  result  of  a  cabinet 
council  is  no  secret.  In  the  course  of  this  debate,  a 
gentleman  of  high  standing,  and  in  the  confidence  of 
the  administration,  had  stated  that  he  was  prepared  to 
anticipate  the  course  of  the  Executive.  He  begged  the 
House  to  mark  the  expression,  taken  in  connexion  with 
his  support  of  this  resolution,  and  not  what  th«t  course 
will  be.     If  the  Executive  had  neglected  its  duty  to  the 

-  House,  he  trusted  the  House  would  not  neglect  its  duty 
to  the  country.  Why  the  special  message  was  delayed, 
he  would  not  undertake  to  say;  he  referred  the  question 
to  those  more  immediately  in  the  confidence  of  the 
Executive.  He  was  prepared  to  go  for  every  proper 
measure  for  defence. 

-  Mr.  LANE  rose,  he  said,  with  no  intention  of  discus- 
sing this  subject,  but  merely  to  state,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House,  what  his  understanding  was  in  rela- 
tion to  the  course  of  the  Executive  on  this  occasion. 
He  believed  it  was  only  on  Saturday  or  Sunday  that  Mr. 
Barton  arrived  in  Washington.  [Several  voices:  <Mhat 
is  not  correct;  he  has  not  yet  arrived."]  Well,  said  Mr. 
L.,  there  was  such  a  report,  and  he  made  no  inquiries 
as. to  Its  foundation.  He  would  observe  that  he  wss 
well  assured  that  the  President  would  communicate  all 

..the  infonmititm  in  hat  powcsMoo»  at  as  ear^  a  peciod  as 


possible.  Of  this  Mr.  L.  had  no  doubt,  and  he  could 
see  no  cause  thus  to  arraign  the  Executive  for  want  of 
vigiUnce,  industry,  or  patriotism. 

Mr.  L.  well  recollected  what  had  taken  place  on  a 
former  occasion.  He  recollected  that  complaints,  long 
and  loud,  were  made,  that  the  proposed  measure  of  pre- 
paring the  country  for  defence  at  the  last  Congress  was 
intrusting  the  President  with  too  much  power.  Mr.  L. 
would  now  say  that  he  rested  under  the  firm  conviction, 
and  he  would  proclaim  it  here  and  elsewhere,  that  if  the 
last  Congress  had  sustained  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  by  making  appropriations  to  put  the  country  In 
a  reasonable  stateof  defence,  the  provisions  of  the  treaty 
witli  France  would  all  have  been  complied  with,  and 
the  money  paid,  and  this  dark  and  lowering  cloud,  now 
hanging  around  us,  would  never  have  been  seen.  It 
was  the  maxim  of  the  Father  of  his  Country,  *<  in  peace 
prepare  for  war."  What  was  the  situation  of  this 
country,  compared  with  France^  She  had  been  actively 
preparing  and  fitting  out  her  fleets  and  armaments, 
which  were  hourly  expected  upon  our  coasts.  What 
was  the  situation  of  the  American  people?  Scarce  a 
ship  in  a  condition  to  defend  them!  Not  a  solitary  regi- 
ment, perhaps,  full!  The  very  omitting  to  make  that 
appropriation  might  involve  this  country  in  war,  cost 
hundreds  of  millions  of  money,  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
lives,  all  of  which  might  have  been  averted.  Had  this 
appropriation  been  adopted,  we  should  have  had  no  war, 
no  apprehension  of  war,  with  a  powerful  and  ancient 
ally.  Mr.  L.  said  he  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution, 
though,  if  he  had  been  consulted,  he  would  have  pre- 
ferred waiting  for  a  communication  from  the  President, 
who,  he  had  no  doubt,  would,  at  as  early  a  period  as  pos- 
sible, communicate  all  tiie  information  of  which  he  was 
possessed;  and  then  the  House  may  be  called  upon  to 
act  in  a  verv  different  manner  and  form. 

Mr.  GRBNNBLL  said,  if  he  felt  all  the  alarm  that 
seemed  to  oppress  the  minds  of  some  gentlemen,  he 
might  vote  for  the  resolution  of  the  member  from  Maine. 
But  he  believed  these  alarms  unnecessary,  and  the  dec. 
laration  of  them  uncalled,  for  and  unwise.  If  the  public 
dangers  resulting  from  our  relations  with  a  foreign 
Power  were  so  imminent  as  gentlemen  imagine,  we 
should  hear  from  the  Executive,  and  in  twenty^four 
hours  we  may  have  information  from  him  that  will  make 
us  act  intelligently  on  the  subject.  It  was  certain  the 
President  had  received  communications  from  France; 
but  he  (Mr.  O.)  was  disposed  not  to  anticipate  their 
character,  and  should  regret  the  expression  of  senti« 
ments  of  horror  and  alarm  here,  which  mig^t  make  a 
false  and  injurious  impression  upon  the  country.  They 
were  not  to  suppose  that  the  Executive  had  neglected 
his  duty,  or  that  he  was  slumbering  over  it.  No;  Mr. 
O.  would  not  for  a  moment  entertain  such  a  suspicion. 
It  had  been  said  this  was  a  very  important  resolution; 
that  it  was  demanded  by  the  exigency  of  the  times;  and 
it  was  also  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr. 
Laitb,]  that  if,  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  an  appro* 
priation  had  been  made  for  the  navy  and  fortifica- 
tions, there  would  exist  no  necessity  for  calling  upon 
Congress  now. 

We  hear  it  said,  sir,  (said  Mr.  O.,)  in  a  wav  of  com- 
pUint,  that  Congress  did  not  sustain  the  Pi*esident  at  the 
last  session;  by  which,  I  suppose,  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  intends  that  the  Senate  did  not  vote  the  three 
millions  to  his  discretion,  in  the  fortification  bill.  And, 
moreover,  the  blame  of  losing  the  entire  bill  is  intended 
to  be  cast  upon  that  body.  Sir,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  what  was 
the  action  of  this  House  on  that  important  bill,  and  what 
of  the  Senate?  It  originated  and  passed  here,  and  was 
sent  to  the  Senate.  That  branch,  deeming  our  appro- 
priations too  low  for  the  repair  and  preservation-  of  the 
great  seaboard  defences  of  the  country,  niised  thoa.  By 
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amendment,  if  recollection  fterves  me,  by  about  400,000 
Joltani  and  thut  the  bill  was  lent  to  Uie  House  for  con- 
currence and  adoption,  acveral  days  before  the  close  of 
the  session.  On  the  last  evening^  of  the  session,  the 
House  agreed  to  the  increased  appropriation,  and  added, 
with  unwarrantable  haste,  the  sum  of  three  millions  of 
dollars  by  way  of  amendment,  to  be  expended,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  for  the 
military  and  naval  service,  fortifications^  and  increase  of 
the  navy.  And  those  who  voted  against  the  monstrous 
proposition,  and  the  Senate  too,  because  they  saw 
dai^r  in  placing  that  great  amount  of  treasure  at  the 
President's  discretion,  and  almost  without  specification 
or  restriction,  are  to  be  charged  with  leaving  the  fortifi- 
cations of  the  country,  and  the  navy  too,  in  an  -unpre- 
pared and  ruinous  state— with  not  sustaining  the  Presi- 
dent! Sir,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  did  the  President  ask  the  ap- 
propriation? No.  Did  any  of  the  Departments  ask  fpr 
this  amount,  or  any  thing  like  it,  or  any  committee  of 
the  House?  No,  sir,  none.  It  was  moved  by  »  gentle- 
man of  the  House,  on  his  own  responsibility,  and  adopt- 
ed. A  majority  was  found  here  to  take  three  millions, 
and  lay  them  at  the  feet  of  the  Executive.  The  Senate 
wisely  disagreed  to  the  precipitate  measure;  and  subse- 
quent proceedings  showed  that  the  Senate  was  ready 
and  anxious  to  save  the  bill,  and  instead  of  the  three 
millions,  in  such  general,  unlimited  form,  to  appropriate 
$500,000  for  the  refitting  and  equipments  of  ships  of 
war,  and  1^00,000  for  fortifications.  If  this  proposition 
bad  been  adopted  by  the  House,  the  bill  might  have 
been  saved,  and  the  result  would  have  been,  that  it 
might  have  passed  into  a  law  making  appropriations  for 
the  defences  of  the  country,  greater  by  about  §1,300,000 
than  bad  originally  been  proposed  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. Such  (said  Mr.  G.)is  my  general  recol- 
lection of  the  facts,  as  they  transpired  about  the  last  mid- 
night hour  of  the  la&t  session  of  Congress.  If  I  am  in- 
correct, there  are  many  gentlemen  present  who  can  set 
me  right,  and  some  who  had  no  very  obscure  agency  in 
the  matter. 

Now,  Mr.  G.  was  neither  disposed  to  be  too  hssty 
nor  too  slow«  he  4)elievcd,  and  had  long  believed,  the 
navy  ought  to  be  increased  and  the  fortifications  repair- 
ed. Indeed,  he  believed  both  to  be  in  a  worse  condi- 
tion than  at  the  beginning  of  the  last  war.  Yet  alarm- 
ing haste,  he  trusted,  was  not  required)  and  there  was 
something  in  the  idea  that  each  department  should  sus- 
tain its  own  appropriate  reaponsibllity.  And  when 
a  proposition  should  come  from  the  Executive,  or  from 
any  of  the  Departments,  relating  to  the  increase  of 
either  arm  of  the  public  defence,  giving  this  House  the 
requisite  information,  he  would  be  found  ready  to  con- 
sider the  exigency  under  which  it  was  brought  forward, 
and  act  with  promptness  and  liberality.  He  deprecated 
the  voting  and  speaking  as  if  war  was  surely  impending. 
And  he  must  hear,  from  those  who  know,  of  the  state  of 
our  relations  with  France,  and  in  regard  to  the  public 
danger,  before  lie  voted  for  this  or  any  other  resolution 
which  looks  to  a  great  increase  of  our  naval  or  military 
force,  in  the  trembling  apprehension  of  war  with  a  for- 
eign Power. 

Mr.  PEARCE,  of  Rhode  Island,  protested,  he  said, 
against  the  doctrine  that  we  could  not  act  without  hear- 
ing from  the  Executive  or  the  DepartmeiiU.  He  was 
Dot  disposed  to  wait  for  the  recommendations  of  the  one 
or  the  other  before  lie  acted,  on  any  question.  He  did 
not  wish  to  enter  into  an  argument  on  this  subject.  In 
ordinary  tiroes  not  a  voice  would  be  raised  against  this 
proposition.  It  was  but  a  simple  inquiry,  was  proper 
now,  and  would  be  proper  at  any  time.  He  moved  the 
previous  question. 

Mr.  HOWELL  moved  ao  fidjournment:  neg«tiTed» 
30  to  96.  ^  * 


The  motion  for  the  previous  question  waa  seconded 
by  the  House,  and  the  main  question  was  ordered  to  be 
put. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  adoption  of  the  res- 
olution. It  was  decided  in  the  afiirmative,  as  follows: 

YxAS-^Messrs.  JohnQ.  Adams,  Ash,  Bean,  Beardsley, 
Beaumont,  Bell,  Bockee,  Bond,  Horden,  Boyd,  Brigga, 
Brown,  Buchanan,  Bunch,  John  Calhooa,  William  B. 
Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Carter,  Casey,  George 
Chambers,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  N.  H.  Claiborne, 
J.  F.  H.  Claiborjie,  Clark,  CleveUiid,  Coles,  Connor, 
Craig,  Cramer,  Gushing,  Cushman,  Darlington,  Davis, 
Denny,  Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Everett,  Fairfield,  Far- 
lin.  Forester,  French,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  William  K. 
Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland,  Gillet, 
Glascock,  Graham,  Granger,  Grant  land,  Haley,  Jo- 
seph Hall,  Hamer,  Hannegan,  Harper,  Albert  G.  Har- 
rison, Hawes,  Hawkins,  Haynes,  Hiester,  Holsey, 
Hopkins,  Howard,  Hubley,  Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ing- 
ham, William  Jackson,  Jabez  Jackson,  Janes,  Jarris. 
Cave  Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Jud- 
son,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane, 
Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Lawrence,  J.  Lee,  L.  Lea, 
Leonard,  Lincoln,  Logan,  Loyall,  Luess,  Lyon,  Abijah 
Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason, 
Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  Maury,  McCaHy,  McKay, 
McKennan,  McKeon,  McKim,  Miller,  Milligan,  Mont- 
gomery,  Morgan,  Mor^i^  Muhlenberg,  Page,  Parker, 
Parks,  Patterson,  Patton,  F.  Pierce,  Dutee  J.  Pearce, 
J.  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Phillips, 
Pinckney,  Rencher,  John  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Rnane, 
Rogers,  Russell,  Seymour,  A.  H.  Shepperd,  Shield^ 
Shinn,  Slade,  Smith,  Spangler,  Sprague,  Standefer, 
Steele,  Storer,  Sutherland  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Thomas, 
John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Town«,  Turner,  TurriH, 
Underwood,  Vinton,  Wagener,  Wardwell,  Washington, 
Webster,  White,  Whittlesey,  Sherrod  Williams— 164. 

Nats— -Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allen,  John 
Chambers,  Cor  win.  Crane,  Grennell,  Hammond,  Har- 
din, Harlan,  Hazeltine,  Hoar,  Howell,  Ingersoll,  Mercer, 
Potts,  Robertson,  Waddy  Thompson,  Lewis  WiUiama, 
Wise— 19. 


TUBSDAT,  jAVUAftT  12. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  WARD  said,  as  there  was  a  bill  before  the  House 
for  the  relief  the  sufferers  by  fire  in  New  York,  whioli 
it  was  neeenary  should  be  acted  on,  he  would  move 
that  the  further  consideration  of  the  memorial  praying 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr. 
Adams,]  be  postponed  to  Mondav  next. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  hoped  the  gentleman  would  al- 
low the  vote  to  be  taken  on  the  point  of  order.  The 
question  was  upon  the  appeal  which  he  took  from  the 
decision  of  the  Speaker.  If  the  House  would  come  to 
a  decision  on  the  appeal,  he  would  be  willing  to  let  the 
consideration  of  the  memorial  lie  over,  and  he  would  be 
glad  if  the  discussion  of  these  memorials  would  also  lie 
over,  at  least  on  the  day  appropriated  for  the  receiving 
of  petitions.  Gentlemen  had  not  an  opportunity  of  get- 
ting in  their  petitions,  on  account  of  these  discussions. 
There  was  a  great  many  obstacles  thrown  in  the  way  of 
petitions— motions  were  made  to  reject  them— that  they 
be  not  received.  He  should  rather  see  a  multiplication 
of  modes  for  getting  in  petitions  than  for  getting  rid  of 
them.  Petitions  appeared  to  be  in  bad  odor«  and 
when  he  heard  a  gentleman  commence  a  speech  by 
saying  that  he  was  very  much  attached  to  the  Union, 
he  took  it  for  granted  be  was  going  to  end  by  a  motioti 
to  f  kdttde  petitioni«    P^itiont  had  bc«n  prttented  oa 
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other  tubjects  than  abolition,  which  took  up  much  time 
to  debate,  and  motions  were  made  to  reject  them.  He 
concluded  by  expreasing^  a  wish  that  the  House  might 
decide  on  the  appeal,  and  he  would  acquiesce  in  the 
motion  to  postpone  the  consideration  oT  the  memorial. 

Mr.  WARD  said  he  would  be  ffltA  to  withdraw  his 
motion,  if  he  thought  this  memorial  would  have  prefer- 
ence over  all  others;  but  he  thought  it  would  not,  and 
there  would  be  much  time  spent  in  the  discussion  of 
them,  and  he  was  very  anxious  that  the  House  should 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  sufferers  by  fire  in  New  York. 

Mr.  OLASCOCK  said  he  was  willing  the  question 
should  be  postponed i  and  his  reasons  were,  that  reso- 
lutions were  in  possession  of  the  House,  which,  if  pan- 
ed,  as  he  hoped  they  would  be,  would  put  this  question 
to  rest.  He  thought  the  House  lisd  the  right  to  say  that 
it  would  not  receive  these  petitions.  The  right  was 
recognised  by  Mr.  Jefferson;  and  certainly  he  would 
not  have  recognised  it  if  it  was  unconstitutional.  .  It 
would  be  for  the  House  to  say  whether  it  would  receive 
them. 

Mp.  PATTON  said  he  regretted  very  much  that  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Glascock]  had  express- 
ed a  readiness  to  acquiesce  in  the  motion  to  postpone. 
It  was  very  evident  that  the  effect  would  be  to  give  the 
matter  the  go-by.  The  gentleman  is  mistsken,  if  he 
thinks  he  is  to  get  a  speedy  and  direct  vote.  Our  time 
is  to  be  taken  up  by  discussing  this  matter  every  morn- 
ing on  which  an  opportunity  offers.  There  was  no  wsy 
orgetting  a  vote,  unless  we  make  It  the  special  order 
until  it  is  decided.  One  gentleman  will  ask  it  to  be 
postponed  for  one  purpose— another  for  another  pur- 
pose; and  by  this  means  the  question  would  be  evaded. 

Mr.  BOULDIN.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  much,  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  tliis  subject,  but  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two, 
particularly  as  to  the  manner  in  which  this  matter  has 
come  before  the  House,  and  how  I  have  been  compel- 
led to  vote  upon  it.  It  comes  up  upon  various  points 
of  order,  blended  in  some  degree  with  the  merits  of  the 

?[uestion:  whether  the  petition  should  be  rejected  be- 
ore  it  is  read,  and  you  know  what  is  in  it;  whether  the 
language  in  which  it  is  couched  is  such  as  ought  to  be 
received  by  the  House.  I  hsve  been  compelled  to  give 
votes  seemingly  contradictory  in  relation  to  the  merits, 
owing  to  this  blending  and  entwining  of  questions  of 
order  with  the  most  momentous  matter  that  can  come 
before  the  House  or  the  nation. 

Mr*  Speaker,  the  North  and  East  are  not  acquainted 
with  the  effects  of  what  they  are  doing.  They  do  not 
know  what  is  the  feeling  of  the  South.  Sir,  if  they 
did,  their  conduct  wotild  be  different.  Far  be  it  from 
me  to  do  or  say  any  thing,  or  give  any  vote,  that  will 
endanger  this  Union.  Sir,  I  love  the  Union  as  I  love 
my  life,  and  tliis  makes  me  anxious  that  this  matter 
should  be  understood. 

[The  Sfiaksk  said  the  point  was.  Shall  the  subject  be 
postponed  ?] 

I  know  that,  sir;  I  am  endeavoring  to  show  the  pro- 
priety of  coming  to  an  understanding  on  this  subject  now, 
in  preference  to  then.  Sir,  the  question  I  wish  to  come  to 
is  this:  do  you  mean  to  take  measures  to  endanger  our 
property  or  our  lives^-liberate  our  slaves,  directly  or 
Indirectly,  now  or  hereafter?  Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  the 
liberation  of  the  slaves  of  this  District  by  Congress  is 
unconstitutional,  and  will,  on  any  vote,  say  so.  But 
this  is  not  what  I  care  for.  He  that  is  willing,  profess- 
ing to  be  friendly,  to  use  means,  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  endanger  my  life  or  rob  me  of  my  property,  has  little 
regard  to  constitutional  scruples  or  difficulties. 

Sir,  I  am  not  disposed  to  weaken  the  tie  of  love  that 
esitlsy  or  did  eust,  between  all  the  members  of  this 
Vaiont  but,  lir,  t  wifb  at  toon  as  poNibl«  to  tfiform  the 


North  and  East  with  what  a  tender  hand  they  ought 
to  touch  this  subject.  There  are  individuals  in  this  Union 
who  1  know  love  their  country,  and  this  Union  is  dear 
to  them  as  the  heart's  blood  of  the  dearest,  tenderest, 
object  of  their  aflTections,  in  whose  bosom  a  thorn  has 
been  planted  by  another  project  from  the  same  quar- 
ter^I  mean  the  tribute  of  protecting  duties.  Sir,  this 
thorn  pained  and  wounded  at  the  time,  and  has  rankled 
and  festered,  and  the  wound  is  now  in  a  festering  stattf; 
and  this  is  not  the  time  to  open  it  and  plant  another 
more  fatal  still,  and  more  galhng. 

It  is  this,  sir,  which  causes  me  to  urge  that  we  corafe 
to  a  full  understanding  of  this  matter  between  North 
and  South,  East  and  West;  for,  sir,  I  know  that  north- 
ern and  eastern  gentlemen  do  not  know  that  there  are 
feelings  existing  in  the  South  upon  this  subject  thilt 
cannot  be  further  agitated  or  pressed  upon.  Sir,  let 
me  not  be  misunderstood;  I  do  not  charge  the  whole 
fault  of  the  agitation  on  this  subject  on  the  North,  nor 
would  I  wish  to  say  any  thing  unkind  or  intemperate, 
calculated  to  wound  the  feeling  of  any  member  of  this 
House  or  this  Union.  Far  from  it.  I  think  I  know 
that,  if  they  were  apprized  of  what  they  were  doing,  or 
likely  to  produce,  they  would  act  differently.  They 
love  the  Union.  And  did  I  intimate  that  the  South  did 
not  equally >  Sir,  they  love  the  Union  equally;  but  in« 
suited,  injured  love,  is  tlie  mother  of  the  purest  hate; 
and  I  wish  all  the  members  of  the  Union  to  be  apprized 
of  what  is  likely  to  be  the  effect  of  pressing  this  matter 
on  us.  Sir,  they  are  not  advised;  I  know  they  cannot 
be.  Sir,  I  know  our  own  conduct  ought  to  be  revised 
by  us  at  home  on  this  subject;  let  us  inquire  whether 
our  societies  and  fourth  of  July  speeches  on  emancipa- 
tion and  other  things  in  relation  to  negroes  and  negro 
slavery  have  not  invited  strangers  to  meddle,  and  have 
not  led  to  a  misunderstanding  on  this  subject. 

1  am  sure  that,  on  reflection,  our  northern  brethren 
will  admit  of  repentance  on  seeing  error,  f  am  equ-^ilfy 
satisfied  that  the  attention  of  the  South  having  been 
drawn  to  what  they  have  themselves  done,  they  will 
retrace  some  of  their  steps,  and  all  will  be  willing 
to  leave  this  subject,  too  mysterious,  deep,  and  danger* 
ous  for  msn's  management,  (or  that  of  woman  either,) 
to  the  operation  of  time,  and  the  providence  of  God,  in 
whose  hands  alone  this  subject  must  at  last  be  lefV.  Sir, 
it  is  impossible  that  gentlemen  should  be  sensible  of 
what  they  are  doing,  or  I  do  know,  by  looking  into  my 
own  bosom,  (a  place  I  find  the  safest  of  all  to  look  when 
I  know  tliat  passion  is  absent,)  to  find  what  others  will 
do  on  any  given  point— I  know,  sir,  by  what  I  find  In 
my  own  bosom,  that  if  gentlemen  knew  what  was,  or 
would  be,  the  effect  of  pushing  this  tiling  upon  us,  they 
would,  with  all  courtesy  and  humility  to  their  constito* 
ents,  return  their  numberless  petitions,  and  tell  them 
that  dangers,  of  which  they  were  not  advised,  awaited 
the  passing  of  this  matter,  and  that,  if  it  was  still  insist* 
ed  on,  they  would  at  last  offer  tliem.  I  know  this 
would  be  their  course  as  certainly  as  f  can  knbw  arty 
thing  depending  on  observation  and  familiar  acquaint- 
ance «ith  the  Common  practice  of  man,  and  their  ordi* 
nary  actions  and  motives  in  the  common  business  of  life. 
Sir,  thev  cannot  be  fully  sensible  of  what  effects  they 
are  likely  to  produce.  Look  to  tlie  sources  of  their  in- 
formation. They  rely  in  a  great  measure  on  the  repre« 
sentations  of  the  ladies,  who  appear  to  be  the  principal 
petitioners.  Sir,  let  me  cast  no  slur  over  any  portion 
of  the  fair  ses;  I  wish  them  every  good  wish,  if  they  be 
single,  which  I  believe  is  generally  their  condition;  if 
they  had  husbands  and  children,  they  would  find  some* 
thing  else  to  do;  1  wish  them  all  good  husbands,  and 
something  better  to  do,  and  that  they  may  spend  their 
days  and  their  nights  in  some  employment  more  13k« 
to  giye  them  pleaaurt^  and  do  the  vorM  a  benefit 
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drawing. their pelitionv,  so  well  ctlcuUted  to  produce 
•ffeots  so  little  likely  to  give  tbem  ntifif«clion  or  com- 
fort after  they  *re  produced. 

Sir,  wb^ber  tliey  be  married,  maids,  or  widows,  I 
wish  not  to  wound  them;  and  they  must  be  very  difier- 
.f  nt  from  any  of  their  sex  of  any  class  that  I  have  been 
acqviaintefl  with,  if  they  would  persevere  in  any  course 
that  went  to  hazard  every  thing  dear  to  their  sejc..  Sir, 
were  they  informed  in  what  a  situation  they  would  place 
the  maiden  pride  of  their  sex^f  they  were  informed 
that  they  would  hazard  the  life  and  safety  of  the  dear 
»nd  tender  offspring  clinging  to  the  bosoms  of  their  own 
sisterhood,  sympathizing  with  tliem  in  all  the  tender  ties 
that  bind  the  mother  to  her  tender  infant,  who  draws  its 
vital  being  from  her  breast.  I  am  sure  they  would  stay 
their  hands.  Sir,  could  they  be  informed  what  effect 
they  had  produced  upon  the  helpless,  defenceless  ob- 
jects of  their  blind  charity,  they,  being  Christians,  (as 
all  women  are,  or  should  be,)  would  leave  the  thing  to 
Qod. 

Sir,  it  is  immaterial  whether  you  mean  to  do  this  thing 
by  this  means  or  that— whether  immediately  or  indirect- 
ly, now  or  hereafter,  the  object  is  the  same,  and  the 
consequences  to  us  are  the  same;  and  it  is  obvious  that 
this  subject  is  pressed  upon  us  of  the  South,  in  some 
.  form  or  other,  by  societies  formed,  religious  associations, 
political  combinations,  male  and  female,  private  and 
public,  from  day  to  day,  and  from  week  to  week.  Sir, 
let  us  alone  to  ourselves  in  this  matter. 

[Here  the  Spkaksii  said  the  question  was  whether 
this  subject  should  be  postponed  until  Monday,  and  the 
gentleman  was  going  into  the  whole  merits.] 

I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  these  reflections  are  direct- 
ly in  point,  to  show  that  we  should  come  to  an  imme- 
diate understanding  on  this  matter.  However,  I  will  not 
urge  any  other  remarks  at  this  time;  but  when  the  main 
question  comes  up,  if  we  should  ever  be  able  to  ftt  to 
it,  I  will  claim  the  attention  of  the  House  while  I  give  to 
them  and  to  my  constituents  my  views  on  its  merits.  I 
will  simply  add  that,  if  the  materials  of  civil  war  and 
discord  are  matured  in  this  nation,  it  will  be  a  matter  of 
little  consequence  at  which  end  of  the  confederacy  the 
flame  commences.  The  consequences  to  the  whole 
Union  will  be  the  same.  Ayi  sir,  and  the  horrora  and 
the  alarms  of  southern  maids  and  matrons  can  only  be 
equalled  by  the  terrors  and  alarms,  the  horrors  and  ca- 
lamities, of  the  maids  and  matrons  of  the  North— Rachels 
weeping  for  tlieir  children  who  are  not. 

Mr.  CRAIG  said,  that  in  postponing  this  matter,  it  was 
not  giving  the  subject  the  go-by.  It  would  come  up  in 
a  better  shape  when  the  resolutions  were  under  consid- 
eration. When  the  resolutions  came  up,  let  us  march 
.as  one  man  to  the  point,  and  the  matter  will  be  decided, 
and  decided  satisfactorily,  he  hoped,  both  to  the  South 
and  to  the  North* 

Mr.  R.  M.  JOHNSON  said  he  did  not  rise  to  debate 

the  question.     He  thought  that  if  we  were  to  vote,  and 

not  to  speak  so  much,  we  would  be  enabled  to  get 

.  through  the  business  much  more  advantageously  than  at 

present.    So  far  as  the  States  were  concerned  we  all 

agreed,  and  he  would  not  say  it  was  expedient  to  touch 

this  matter  even  in  the  District  of  Columbis.    Mr.  J.  had 

.  risen  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  consent  of  the  House 

.  to  report  several  bills  from  the  Committee  on  Military 

Affairs. 

No  objection  being  made* 

Mr.  R.  M.  JOHNSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Mili« 
tary  Affairs,  reported  the  following  bills,  which  were 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  (he  Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union;  which,  together  with  the  reports  and  docu« 
mcnts  accompanying  tbe  same,  were  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

A  ji>ill  making  ao  appropriatipn  U>t  pol^ctiqig  mate- 


rials  preparatory  to  the  commencement  of  certain  forti- 
fications; 

A  bill  for  the  better  organization  of  the  corps  of  top- 
ographical engineers;  and 

A  bill  authorizing  the  chief  engineer  to  employ  clerks 
and  a  messenger. 

Mr.  J.  gave  notice  that  he  would  call  up  tbe  fint. 
named  bill  on  Thursday  next. 

Mr.  PEYTON  then  rose  and  said  he  had  not  Intended 
to  say  one  word  upon  the  subject  before  the  House  at 
that  time.  However,  if  he  understood  the  honorable 
member  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  R.  M.  Joanax]  srlght, 
and  Mr.  P.  wished,  if  he  misunderstood  the  gentleman, 
that  he  would  correct  him;  be  understood  the  gentle- 
man to  say,  substantislly,  tliat,  so  far  as  tbe  question  of 
slavery  was  concerned  in  the  States,  he  (Mr.  J.)  thought 
it  agreed  on  all  hands  that  that  House  bad  no  power  to 
interfere;  but  that,  so  fiiras  the  District  of  Columbia  was 
concerned,  it  was  a  mere  matter  of  expediency. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Kentucky,  explained.  What  he 
said  was,  that  he  had  much  rather  that  the  House  should 
at  once  vote  upon  the  question  than  discuss  it.  And  that 
if  the  House  would  come  to  a  vote,  he  thought  there 
was  no  member  in  the  House  who  would  vote  that  tbey 
had  the  power  to  interfere,  so  far  as  tbe  States  were 
concerned,  nor  a  singie  member  in  tbe  House  who 
would  say  it  was  expedient  to  touch  it  even  in  the  Dii- 
trict  of  Columbia. 

The  CHAIR  said  further  remarks  must  be  srrcsted. 
Tiie  question  before  the  House  waa  merely  one  of  time, 
whether  the  subject  should  be  postponed  till  Mondajr 
next.    . 

Mr.  PEYTON  said  he  had  nothing  to  aay  on  that  sub- 
ject, 

Mr.  CAMBRELEN6  expressed  a  hope  that  the  mo- 
tion would  prevail,  as  he  wished  to  move  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

The  motion  to  postpone  the  further  consideration  of 
tbe  memorial,  and  tbe  motion  to  reject  it,  were  then 
agreed  to. 

PARTIAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

An  engrossed  bill,  making  appropriations,  in  part,  for 
the  support  of  the  Government  for  the  year  1336,  was 
read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Tennessee,  said  he  wished  this 
bill  amended,  so  as  to  reduce  the  contingent  expenses 
of  the  House  to  the  standard  of  1832;  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  afford  its  unanimous  consent  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  enabling  him  to  make  the  motion. 

Mr.  CAMBRELEN6  expressed  the  same  wish. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  should  move 
that  the  bill  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  of  Wsys 
and  Means,  or  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  ttie 
state  of  the  Union,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into  tiie 
expediency  of  making  the  retrenchments  suggested  by 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee.  In  that  way  the  bllt 
could  be  amended,  and  they  could  have  the  benefit  of  s 
full  discussion  on  the  subject.  He  made  the  former 
motion. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  expressed  a  hope  that  the  gen- 
tleman would  withdraw  the  motion.  The  object  was  to 
reduce  the  appropriations  to  the  standard  of  four  years 
ago,  and  he  trusted  the  bill  would  not  be  delayed. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  would  assent  to 
the  request,  but  he.  wished  the  inquiry  to  go  further 
than  the  gentleman  proposed,  and  to  inquire  whether 
the  amount  of  1832  was  itself  not  too  large. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  said  it  made  little  difference  wli«- 
ther  this  bill  was  amended  or  not;  for  if  it  were^  there 
would  be  a  supplemental  bill  to  the  general  appropiia* 
tloa  bill.    Kr.  A.  oppose^  the  bill. 
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Mp.  HAHDIN  entered  info  a  statemenl  to  show  the 
expenses  fop  priming,  &c.,  for  1833,  *S4,  and  *35,  and 
read  a  table  which  he  had  himselF  made  out. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  moved  that  the  bill  be  recom- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union.  Mr.  C.  intimated  bis  intention  shortly  to  pro- 
pose a  bill  to  make  the  appropriation  year,  in  regard  to 
all  the  ofAeersof  the  Government,  commence  on  March 
31,  if  no  other  gentleman  .did  so. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  then  Withdrew 
fiis  motion  to  refer  to  the  Committee  of  Wayft  and 
Means. 

Mr.  UNDEHWOOD  renewed  th*  motion,  for  the 
reason,  he  said,  of  instructing  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  on  the  subject  of  mileage.  Mr.  U.  said  this 
matter  ought  to  be  settled.  Some  of  his  own  prede- 
cessors, coming  from  his  own  immediate  neighborhood, 
had  charged  1,100,  1,200,  1,300  miles,  and  others  600, 
700,  and  800;  and  it  was  time  this  matter  was  looked 
into. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  would  suggest  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  would  be  the 
proper  committee  to  refer  this  subject  to,  and  not  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  M^ans. 

•  Mr.  WHITTLESEY  said,  to  send  the  subject  to  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  would  greatly  embar- 
pass  it.  He  thought  it  should  go  either  to  the  committee 
indicated  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  or  to  a  se- 
lect committee. 

Mr,  W.  went  oh  to  show  that  the  contingent  expen- 
fcfes  for  printing  were  easily  accounted  for,  by  the  fact 
of  the  extra  number  of  copies  ordered  by  the  House, 
for  which  many  members  had  voted,  who  expressed 
themselves  in  favor  of  reform  and  economy.  The  for- 
mer practice  of  the  House  was  to  print  no  more  than 
5,000  copies  of  the  President's  message  and  accompa- 
tiying  documents;  now,  10, 15,  and  20,000  were  printed. 

Mr.  CRAIG  preferred  referring  the  bill  to  another 
committee  than  the  Committee  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
The  great  Inequality  in  the  mileage  of  the  members, 
though  it  might  seem  a  small  matter,  involved  an  im- 
portant principle. 

Mr.  WISE  said:  Sir,  it  was  far  from  me  to  say  a  word 
on  this  subject,  but  I  am  called  up,  against  my  will,  by 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Whittlesbt.]  His  re- 
marks are  so  true,  and  so  just,  and  so  just  a  rebuke  to 
me,  that  I  am  compelled  to  make  confession  of  the  error 
of  my  ways.  He  is  right,  and  I  was  wrong.  It  was  I, 
sir,  it  was  I  who  made,  inadvertently  made,  the  motion 
to  print  the  twenty  thousand  copies  of  the  President's 
message.  God  forgive  me!  and,  if  the  country  will  for- 
give me  for  this  one  time,  I  promise  never  to  be  caught 
fto  offending  again. 

But  I  have  been  paid  as  I  deserved  for  assisting  the 
Globe  to  this  lucrative  job.  The  «•  glove"  was  thrown 
down  to  me  thfe  other  day  in  that  print,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  permit  me  to  tal^e  it  up  now.  Like  as  a 
Kentuckian  or  Old  Virginian  brags  of  his  <*  double-barrel 
gun,  his  pointer  dog,  and  his  aweetheart,"  so  did  Blair 
ic  Rives  meet. my  charge  of  gross  negligence  and  delay 
in  the  public  printing.  1  charged  <*  gross  negligence 
and  delay  in  the  execution  of  the  order  of  this  House;" 
and  they  brag  that  they  have  '*  the  best-arranged  office, 
the  best-provided  office,  the  most  unremittingly  labori- 
ous office,  in  the  city."  That  plea,  sir,  did  not  tender 
an  issue,  and  did  not  respond  to  the  charge.  The  Globe 
office  may  have  «  executed  more  work  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  session  of  Congress  than  was 
ever  performed  in  the  same  length  of  time;*'  but,  sir,  it 
has  not  done  that  work  for  us;  it  did  not  execute  our 
order  in  due  time;  and  I  repeat  the  charge  of  gross 
delay  In  the  printing  of  the  President's  message.  The 
Presideni's  message  was  stale,  had  been  printed  in  every 


village  newspaper,  and  reftd  by  every  body;  had  gtin^ 
to  our  remotest  boundaries,  aiid  nearly  com^  back  Agiiil, 
before  a  half  dozen  copies  of  it  had  been  put  on  ouf 
tables;  a  month  had  nearly  elapsed  before  my  6all  on 
the  Clerk  piled  up  any  considerable  number  on  ouf ' 
tables.  Why  wlis  this  delAy?  No  sufficient  reason  ba^ 
been  or  can  be  Assigned  for  it.  No  want  of  materiall 
can  be  pleaded;  for  this  welt-provided  office  had  pletlty 
of  materials  to  furnish  thousands  of  copies  to  members 
who  purchased  them.  Would  not  the  saiVie  mSteriali 
have  done  to  execute  the  order  of  the  House?  Or  wer6 
the  ordered  copies  kept  back  until  the  whole  nunhlMr  of 
those  for  sale  was  exhausted? 

Sir,  I  shall  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  gentlemsn  htm 
Kentucky,  to  recommit  this  bill,  with  inStructionsi  not 
so  much  with  a  view  to  the  mileage  of  members,  a«  to 
reduce  the  printing  bill  of  the  House  down  from  itf 
preient  enormous  sum  to  the  old  standard.  1  Willi, 
above  all  things,  to  see  the  Amount  of  "  the  Govef n^ 
ment"  patronage  to  the  public  press  reduced— to  setb 
**  the  Government"  patronage  divorced  from  the  poblio 
press.  The  patronage  which  tfus  Globe  alon<i  receive 
from  the  executive  Departments,  in  less  time  than  thft 
last  two  years,  amounts  to  more  than  forty  thousand 
dollars!  The  cost  of  the  printing  of  the  House  alone, 
in  the  last  Congress,  was  mor^  than  one  hundred  and 
fiRy  thousand  dollars!  '  Judging  of  the  future  by  th« 
past-^and  the  probability  of  an  increase,  in  facf»  bein^ 
greater  than  that  of  a  diminution  of  printing-^the  print* 
ing  of  the  House  for  this  Congreis  will  not  be  short  of 
that  for  the  last,  and  Blair  &  Rives  will,  fot  the  nixt 
two  yearl,  enjoy  an  undivided  patronage  from  **th%' 
Government"  of  little  short  of  two  hundred  thOulan^ 
dollars!  A  hundred  thoutend  a  year!  How  ftan  th« 
public  press  be  pure  ?  Is  it  a  Wonder  that  it  is  degraded 
and  corrupt?  That  it  is  no  longer  a  faithful  sentin«l» 
and  must  not  be,  cannot  be,  relied  on?  Is  there  ho 
remedy?  Yes,  sir,  a  plain  one.  Give  me  a  committee, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  I  will 
show  you  that  the  public  printing  can  be  donft  thirty 
per  cent,  cheaper  than  it  now  is.  Purchase  your  own 
press,  sir,  and  employ  a  superintendent,  with  a  regular 
and  liberal  salary;  give  employment  to  the  working  men 
to  do  job  work  alone;  and  remove  this  corruption,  this 
stinking  bribery,  from  the  fountain  of  political  informa- 
tion. Let  the  political  press  depend  upon  the  patron* 
age  of  the  people  alone  for  its  support,  and  it  will  bfe 
more  faithful  to  them  and  to  truth.  If  it  costs  you  doublli 
what  corruption  does,  buy  purity  in  the  press  at  an)r 
price.  The  entire  amount  of  Executive,  Senate,  ana 
House  printing  in  this  District  alone  is  little  short  of  half 
a  million  of  dollars,  according  to  the  new  edition  of  the 
Blue  Book;  and  from  this  place  go  forth  the  "  winged 
messengers"  of  information,  to  enlighten  or  deceive  tbft 
public  mind.  The  bribe  is  too  great,  too  strongi  for 
poor  human  nature  and  for  our  safety.  With  the  pow^b 
of  appointment  to  and  removal  from  office,  with  lh% 
power  of  appointment  of  members  of  Congress  to  officii 
with  the  Post  Office  and  custom-houses,  with  the  public 
money  and  the  pet  banks,  and  With  this  enoritaous  pow^r 
of  patronage  to  the  public  press,  •«  the  Govemtnfenl" 
can  do  any  thing!    We  are  a  consolidated  unit! 

Sir,  the  g^entleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Asifcil 
asks  if  we  will  take  up  this  bill  to  pay  ourselves  first? 
I  say  yes,  by  all  means.  I,  for  one,  will  never  consent 
to  postpone  the  Commons,  the  immediate  Representa- 
tives of  the  people,  the  House  of  Representatives,  to 
pay  the  President,  much  less  his  menials,  first.  I  will 
wait  on  this  House  first,  and  attend  to  them  aAerwards* 
I  will  do  this  from  no  selfish  motive,  but  from  a  jealous 
and  high-toned  sense  of  independence  and  dignity,  as  a 
Representiitive  of  the  people. 
Mr.  GILLBT  made  s  brief  explanation  of  the  cause* 
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of  tha  delay  that  b»d  taken  place,  ft  waw  in  no  way 
assignable  to  the  present  printers,  for  the  delay  had  not 
arisen  from  them. 

Mr.  LAKE  said  the  only  remedy  that  could  be  applied 
was  to  pass  a  law  that  the  mileage  of  each  member 
should  be  published  to  the  world,  in  a  manner  to  be 
seen  and  read  by  the  people,  by  the  constituents  of  each 
member. 

.  Mr.  L.  voted  for  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  {Mr.  Wisi]  to  print  an  extra  number  of  the 
President's  message,  and  he  neither  regretted  nor  felt  it 
his  duty  to  confess  his  error  for  giving  that  vote.  The 
extra  numbers  were  not  printed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
members  of  the  House,  but  for  the  people,  their  con- 
stituents. The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Wiss] 
complained  of  the  extra  printing  and  the  Government 
patronage  to  the  public  printer.  When,  said  Mr.  L., 
did  we  ever  hear  of  tliis  complsint?  Now  thftt  an  Amer- 
ican born  citizen,  one  of  the  free  born  sons  of  Columbia, 
has  the  printing— otherwise  when  the  same  favors  were 
•howere<l  upon  a  foreigner. 

Mr.  PARKER  drew  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  WoiTTLXStT]  to  thie  Post  Office  minori- 
ty report,  twenty-five  thousand  copies  of  which  were 
ordered,  at  his  instance,  to  be  printe<l  last  session,  which 
cost  a  vast  deal  more  than  printing  the  President's  mes- 
sage«  and  which  contained  a  large  body  of  undigested 
evidence,  that  few  ever  read,  and  no  one  could  under- 
stand. Mr.  P.  then  referred  to  the  mass  of  memorials, 
petitions,  speeches,  &o.,  of  members  of  Congress^  du- 
ring the  '*  panic"  session,  which  fairly  blocl^ed  up  the 
avenues  in  the  Capitol,  employed  some  score  or  two  of 
persons  to  fold,  and  the  very  folding  paper  to  one  speech, 
ha  was  credibly  informed,  cost  the  country  upwards  of 
four  hundred  dollars.  Mr.  P.  said  it  would  be  found 
that,  for  years  past,  the  balance  of  public  printing  bad 
been  in  favor  ot  the  House. 

Mr.  WARD  WELL  was  surprised  that  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  could  put  hi<i  hand  on  no  other  document 
than  the  President's  messsge,  the  very  one,  of  all  others, 
that  ought  to  be  distributed.  Mr.  W.  had  always  stren- 
uously opposed  the  extra  printing  by  that  House.  He 
would  ask,  who  ever  read  the  gentleman's  report,  of 
which  twenty-five  thousand  copies  were  printed?  It  was 
Strange  that  nothing  had  been  said  by  gentleman,  of  the 
expense  of  ])rinting,  before  the  present  session,  when, 
for  the  first  time,  a  printer  had  been  elected  favorable 
to  the  administration.  He  hoped  this  bill  would  not  be 
encumbered  with  the  subject  of  mileage,  but  if  the  gen- 
tleman wifihed  an  alteration  in  the  law,  let  him  move  the 
customary  resolution. 

Mr.  WISE  again  rose  and  said:  Sir,  I  am  compelled 
to  say  that  the  explanations  given  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Gillst]  of  the  delay  of  the  public  print- 
ing is  not  satisfactory  (  not  at  all.  The  gentleman  says 
the  delay  wss  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  printer  was  not 
elected  by  the  last  Congress,  and  that  necessarily  the 
public  printer  had  to  procure  hia  materials  afler  he  was 
elected  this  session.  Now,  this  is  too  bad— too  disingen- 
uous. 1  put  it  to  the  candor  of  the  honorable  gentleman, 
did  not  Blair,  did  not  « the  party"  know— know  as  well 
as  they  now  know— know  beyond  a  moral  certainty,  that 
he  was  to  be  elected  public  printer  before  this  House 
met?  Ay,  months  sgo,  did  he  not  know  it  too  well  not 
to  begin  preparation  for  his  work?  Let  him,  let  the 
Globe  answer  me.  It  is  too  bad,  1  confess,  thus  to  be 
forced  on  all  occasions  to  acknowledge  our  humiliation  i 
but  facts,  stubborn  facts,  must  stubbornly  be  told!  I  re- 
peat the  question -*if  the  materials  were  not  ready  for 
our  order,  how  came  they  to  be  ready  for  Blslr  &  Rives's 
own  sales  to  members?  1  bought  one  hundred;  a  col- 
league tells  me  he  bought  twelve  hundred i  you,  and  you, 
here,  there,  every  where,  (pointing  to  seats  around 


him,)  bought  of  Blair  &  Rives,  whilst  you  were  waiting 
for  the  same  work  at  public  expense.  IF  the  <«  engra- 
ving^" too,  were  not  ready  for  the  copies  with  the  accom- 
panying documents,  why  were  the  small  messages,  with- 
out the  accompanying  documents,  not  furnished?  DItir 
fie  Rives  had  to  sell  nut  their  own  private  stock  on  hand 
before  they  executed  the  order  of  the  Houae.  The 
printing  we  are  told  was  done,  but  the  copies  not  fur- 
nished.   So  much  the  worse. 

The  gentlemsn  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  PAaxta]  sayr, 
that  in  the  last  Congress  the  balance  of  patronage  to  the 
press  wss  against  the  administrstiont  that  Gales  &  Sea- 
ton  had  the  prinfing.  Sir,  I  am  making  no  email,  petty 
issue.  I  said  'Mhe  Government"  patronage;  whether 
in  the  hands  of  one  party  or  another,  it  is  stiU  patronage, 
and  Government  patronage.  But  now,  looking  pros- 
pectively for  the  next  two  years,  the  whole  of  the  exec- 
utive printing,  and  of  the  printing  of  this  House,  f«lling 
little  short  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  is  to  bo 
hesped  on  one  pet  office  of  "  the  Government"  Here- 
tofore, the  printing  has  been  more  divided  among  the 
different  presses.  But  I  am  not  for  the  one  or  the  other 
printer,  or  for  any,  to  enjoy  this  immense  patronage— I 
am  for  taking  it  from  all.  Gentlemen  need  not  throw 
up  Gales  fie  Seaton  to  me.  I  never  voted  for  Gales  & 
Seaioni  and  I  will  not  debate  with  them  the  poor,  pitiful, 
contemptible  issue  between  Gales  fii  Seaton  and  Blair  U, 
Rives,  or  any  other  party  printers.  If  their  interests,  or 
their  parties'  interests,  were  all  which  are  involved  in 
this  question,  I  should  not  care  enough  about  it  to  break 
silence;  but  there  are  most  paramount  and  momentous 
and  vital  interests  of  the  country  and  its  future  welfare 
involved — interests  which  we  cannot  long  overlook, 
without  forgetting  our  country  in  the  low  and  grovelling 
strifes  of  party — the  interests  of  independent  legidation, 
and  of  independence  in  the  public  mind. 

I  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
pAaxsa]  whether,  when  he  was  stumbling  over  the 
speeches  lying  about  and  obstructing  the  recesses  and 
passages  of  this  huge  building,  he  fell  upon  speeches  on 
one  side  alone?  Were  there  not  piles  upon  piles  of 
**the  party"  speeches  as  well  as  of  "the  panic"  speeches? 
He  says  during  the  panic  session— the  panic  session !  Yes^ 
sir,  it  was  a  panic  session;  <*the  party"  was  panic-struck 
for  a  while;  but  I  am  done  with  that.  I  do  not  mean  to 
discuss  old  things.  I  mean  to  look  ahead,  and  to  en- 
deavor to  make  a4  things  become  new.  Daring  the 
panic  session,  the  gentleman  says,  when  Gales  &  Seaton 
were  public  printers,  we  beard  nothing  of  extravagance 
then  in  public  printing.  The  gentleman  is  out,  st;  Ke 
is  mistaken:  there  was  a  committee  on  the  subject  of 
abuses  expressly  appointed,  at  the  head  of  which  was 
placed  an  honorable  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr. 
Clattoit,]  but  that  committee  could  never,  or  did  never, 
report.  I  have  never  known,  though  1  could  gues% 
perhaps,  why  that  committee  never  did  report.  V 
honorable  friend  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  McKat]  wata 
a  member  of  that  committee,  and  he,  no  doubt,  can  tell 
us  why,  and  can  tell  us,  too,  of  some  abuses  which  might 
have  been  reported. 

The  gentleman  not  only  complains  of  the  printing  of 
panic  speeches,  but  also  of  the  Post  Office  report.  I 
am  not  astonished,  sir,  at  his  complaining  of  the  print- 
ing of  25,000  copies  of  the  report  of  the  Post  Office 
Committee— that  was  a  "  panic  report !"  But  the  com- 
plaint only  shows  how  far  reform  would  go.  He  saji 
that  report  was  very  voluminous,  and  was  read  by  no- 
body. It  is  so  much  the  belter  for  ••  the  party"  if  that 
report  has  been  read  by  nobody.  But  let  him  not  lay 
that  flattering  unction  to  his  soul.  Sir,  that  report, 
which  was  the  result  of  the  joint  industry,  ability,  and 
acuteness,  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  WBiTTX.a- 
sky]  and  the  gentleman  from  Vermont,  [aJr.  EvBHrrx,] 
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than  whom  there  are  not»  and  never  were,  in  Congress, 
two  more  uaeful  and  faithful  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple. That  report  broke  up  the  nest,  probed  the  old 
sore,  and  laid  bare  the  corruption  of  that  Department. 
1  do  not  know- that  all  the  foul  matter  has  run  out  yet, 
and  that  it  may  not  yet  become  more  corrupt  than  ever. 
There  are  some  other  departments  which  I  should  like 
to  see  probed.  There  are  your  land  offices,  and  your 
Indian  bureaux,  which,  if  all  I  believe  is  true,  are  now, 
and  have  been  for  a  lung  time,  festerin}^  with  as  stink- 
ing corruption  as  ever  ulcerated  the  Post  Office.  I 
sliould  like  to  see  about  35,000  copies  of  just  such  panic 
3'eports  printed  upon  each  of  those  departments.  Well 
jnay  gentlemen  complain  of  the  distribution  of  such  in- 
formation as  that  contained  in  the  report  of  the  Post  Of- 
fice Committee.  Such  information  to  the  people  is  well 
calculated  to  strike  '«the  party"  with  a  panic!  Sir, 
35,000  copies  of  that  report  were  not  half  enough  for  a 
population  of  twelve  millions.  It  told  a  tale  of  corrup- 
tion, where  all  should  be  as  pure  as  the  air  of  your 
mountains,  in  a  republic.  Would  that  I  could  believe  it 
would  produce  a  real  bonafide  reform — ^not  a  reform, 
such  as  party  politicians  hold  up  to  the  desire  and  ex- 
pectation of  the  people — not  a  reform  merely  to  turn 
out  and  put  in»  but  a  radical  reform,  a  cure»  a  healing 
of  the  disease.  It  did  all  it  could  do:  it  informed  us  of 
the  disease;  it  let  out  some  fetid  matter.  But  I  fear  it 
exposed  a  most  fearful  character  of  the  disease.  I  fear 
it  is  the  king's  evil  on  the  body  politic!  It  is  not  always 
to  cure,  to  become  informed  of  a  malady.  You  may 
stop  up  one  rat-hole,  sir,  and  they  will  gnaw  anotlier. 
You  may  cicatrize  one  old  sore,  and  ano&er  will  break 
out  on  some  other  part  of  the  body.  I  desire  the  peo- 
ple to  become  acquainted  with  the  case  and  its  type; 
and  1  do  desire,  above  all  things,  that  they  will  doctor 
it.  *  Such  panic  reports,  I  say,  sir,  are  of  vastly  more 
importance  than  your  President's  messages,  and  all  your 
Secretaries'  reports,  which  never  pretend  to  expose 
abuses.  Expose  abuses!  which  rather  smooth  over 
some  things  that  must  not  be  known  for  the  administra- 
tion's sake!  Yes,  sir,  where  I  would  print  one  Presi- 
dent's message,  I  would  print  one  thousand  copies  of 
any  report  which  exposes  the  truth,  the  whole  truth, 
and  nothing  but  the  truth,  to  the  nation. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  WAnDwxi.L] 
says  it  is  the  first  time  that  the  administration  has  had  its 
printer.  The  administration  its  printer!  Why,  sir, 
nereis  the  doctrine  of  the  ''spoils*' distinctly  avowed 
on  this  floor.  The  administration  its  printer!  I  repu- 
diate, I  despise,  I  scorn,  I  detest,  I  abhor,  such  a  doc- 
trine! It  is  servile,  it  is  corrupting,  it  is  mercenary. 
The  administration  its  printer!  This  is  the  feeling; 
here  it  is;  and  what  does  it  say  to  ut  and  to  the  Ameri- 
can peopled  I  pray  you,  sir,  and  them  to  look  at  it,  to 
mark  it,  and  to  reprobate  it  as  I  do.  We  are  not  safe, . 
the  Government  is  not  safe,  if  such  abominable  senti- 
ments shall  obtain  a  footing  amongst  us.  What,  sir!  is 
it  avowed  that  the  press,  too,  belongs  to  the  victors? 
Yea,  all! 

Ay!  and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wavb- 
well]  says^  too,  that  these  questions  about  mileage^ 
these  honest  questions  about  corruption,  and  all  that — 
come  from  new  members.  Indeed!  there  is  a  confes- 
sion for  you.  True,  sir,  though  too  true.  We  come 
here  honest,  at  least  professing  to  be  honest,  but  we 
are  not  here  long  before  we  become  **  used  to  almost 
any  thing!"  [Here  Mr.  Cam BaxLnrs  whispereid  to  Mr. 
Wisx,  "how  is  it  with  you,  Wise?"  to  which  Mr.  W. 
replied,  looking  at  Mr.  C.,]  I  am  no  better  than  1  should 
be,  but  I  am  not  yet,  thank  God,  *'  a  hardened  sinner!" 
I  do  not  know  how  long,  a  little  **  figuring,"  perhaps, 
might  tell  how  long,  I  shall  be  disposed  to  act  with  the 
new  members;  but  1  am  glad  there  are  many  new  mem- 
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bers  in  this  House,  and  I  hope  they  will  haste  to  do 
their  duty  whilst  they  are  "fresh  from  the  people!" 

Mr.  CRAIG  moved  that  the  House  adjourn;  but  with- 
drew  it  to  enable  the  Speaker  to  present  sundry  com- 
munications from  the  heads  of  Departments. 

The  SPEAKER  also  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

7b  ike  House  of  Represtnlaivoea  of  the  United  Stales: 

Having  laid  before  Congress,  on  the  9th  ultimo,  the 
correspondence  which  had  previously  taken  place  rela- 
tive  to  the  controversy  between  Ohio  and  Michigan,  on 
the  question  of  boundary  between  that  State  and  7'®'"'''! 
tory,  I  now  transmit  reports  from  the  Secretaries  of 
State  and  War  on  the  subject,  with  the  papers  therein 
referred  to. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

WASBiNGToir,  January  Vif  1836. 
The  House  then  adjourned. 


WxsNEsnAT,  jAiruAnx  13. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  following  resolution,  heretofbre  offered  by  Mr. 
Jartis,  came  up  in  order: 

Begohed,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  sub- 
ject of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  Congress.  And  be 
it  further  resolved,  that  in  case  any  petition  praying  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  be  here- 
after presented,  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  House 
that  the  same  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  table  without 
being  referred  or  printed. 

The  question  pending  was  the  following  amendment, 
offered  by  Mr.  Wisx: 

**Resohedt*'  That  there  is  no  power  of  legislation 
granted  by  the  constitution  to  the  Congress  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  to  abolish  slavery  iathe  District  of  Columbia; 
and  that  any  attempt  by  Congress  to  legislate  upon  the 
subject  of  slavery,  will  be  not  imly  unauthorized  but 
dangerous  to  the  union  of  the  States. 

Mr.  JARYIS  modified  his  resolution  as  follows: 

Whereas  any  attempt  in  this  House  to  agitate  the 
question  of  slavery  is  calculated  to  disturb  the  compro- 
mises of  the  constitution,  to  endanger  the  Union,  and, 
if  persisted  in,  to  destroy  the  peace  and  prosperity  of 
the  country.    Therefore, 

Hesohedf  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  sub- 

i'ect  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  Con^rress.  And  it  is 
further  resolved,  that  in  case  any  petition  praying  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  be 
hereafter  presented,  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
House  that  the  same  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  table, 
without  being  referred  or  printed. 

Mr.  ALLAN,  of  Kentucky,  moved  to  lay  the  resolu- 
tion as  modified,  and  the  amendment,  on  the  table. 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Virginia,  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  motion;  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  PARKER  called  for  the  reading  of  the  resolution, 
as  modified;  which  was  done. 

Mr.  HOLSEY  rose  to  a  question  of  order.  He  waa 
upon  the  floor  when  this  subject  was  last  before  the 
House;  and  he  supposed  that  be  was  entitled  to  the 
floor;  and  that  the  motion  to  lay  the  subject  on  the 
table  could  not  be  received  under  the  circumstances. 

The  CHAIR  said  if  the  gentleman  had  claoned  the 
floor  when  the  subject  was  first  announced,  be  would 
have  been  entitled  to  it.  But  as  he  had  not  done  so  be- 
foUe  several  gentlemen  bad  risen,  and  a  modifiettion  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2179 


GALES  Sc  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


2180 


*H.  or  BO 


Amendmmi  of  Buk»~^Naaal  Jpprvpriaiums. 


[Jah.  13,  18S6. 


the  resolution  had  been  made*  it  was  now  too  lite  to 
press  his  rifpht  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  MANN»  of  New  York,  inauired  whether  llie  mo- 
tion to  lay  the  subject  on  the  table  was  in  order,  a  stmi* 
Jar  one  hsTing  been  made  on  a  former  occasion. 

The  CHAIR  staled  ttiat  the  motion  was  in  order. 
Since  the  vote  referred  to,  other  matters  had  been  in- 
troduced. 

The  question  on  the  motion  to  lay  the  subject  on  the 
table  was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows:  Yeas  58, 
nays  156. 

Ybas — Messrs.  J.  Q.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Heman 
Allen,  Ash,  Bailey,  Barton,  Beaumont,  Bond,  Borden, 
Briggs,  Buchanan,  Carr,  George  Chambers,  Clark,  Cor- 
win.  Crane,  Cushing,  Darlington,  Evans,  Fowler,  Graves, 
Grennell,  Hannegan,  Hard,  Harlan,  Hazeltine,  Hen- 
derson, Hiester,  Hoar,  Howell,  Hunt,  Ingersoll,  Janes, 
Laporte,  Lawrence,  Lincoln,  8.  Mason,  McCarty,  Mc- 
Kennan,  Milligan,  Montgomery,  Morris,  Parker,  Dutee 
J.  Pearce,  Phillips,  Potts,  Seed,  Bussell,  Blade,  8pan- 
gler,  Sprague,  Sutherland,  Underwood,  Vinton,  Web- 
ster, Whittlesey,  Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod  Willlsms*58. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anthony,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley,  Bell, 
Bockee,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Brown,  Bunch,  Bums, 
Bynum,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Campbell, 
Carter,  Casey,  John  Chambers,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Cha- 
pin,  Childs,  N.  H.  Claiborne,  J.  P.H.  Claiborne,  Cleve- 
land, Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Craig,  Cramer,  Cushman, 
Davis,  Deberry,  Denny,  Dickson,  Doubleday,  Drom- 
goole,  Efner,  Everett,  Fairfield,  Ftelin,  French,  Fry, 
Pfailo  C.  Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller,  James  Garland,  Rice 
Garland,  GtUet,  Glascock,  Granger,  Grantland,  Grayson, 
Griffin,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hiland  Hall,  Hamer,  Ham- 
mond, Hardin,  Harper,  Samuel  8.  Harrison,  Albert  G. 
Harrison,  Hawes,  Hawkins,  Haynes,  Holsey,  Hopkins, 
Howard,  Hubley,  Huntington,  Hunstman,  fngtiaro,  Ja 
bez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson,  R.  M.  Johnson, 
Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benja- 
min Jones,  Jndson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingen- 
smith.  Lane,  Lansing,  Lawler,  Gideon  Lee,  Luke  Lea, 
Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Abijah  Mann, 
Job  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  J.  Y.  Mason,  William  Ma- 
son,  Moses  Mason,  Maury,  May,  McComas,  McKay, 
McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Mercer,  Miller,  Moore, 
Morgan,  Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks,  Patterson, 
Patton,  P.  Pierce,  James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Peyton, 
Phelps,  Pickens,  Pinckney,  Ben<^her,  John  Reynolds, 
Joseph  Reynolds,  Roane,  Rogers,  Seymour,  William  B. 
Shepard,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shields,  Shinn,  Steele, 
Storer,  Taliaferrot  Taylor,  John  Thomson,  Waddy 
Thompson,  Toucey,  Towns,  l*urner,  Turrill,  Vander- 
poel,  Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Weeks,  White, 
Wise— 155. 

So  the  House  refused  to  lay  the  subject  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HOLSEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  suggested  to  the  gentleman  to 
postpone  his  remarksb  inasmuch  as  the  morning  hour 
was  about  to  expire. 

Mr.  HOLSEY  said  it  was  evideiit  that  it  would  be  al- 
most impossible  to  arrive  at  a  decision  on  this  subject, 
if  they  were  to  be  restricted  to  a  small  portion  of  the 
morning  hour.  Under  these  circumstances,  he  would 
move  to  postone  the  further  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject until  Tuesday  next,  and  that  it  i>e  made  the  special 
order  lor  that  day. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  moved  to  print  the  resolution  and 
amendment. 

Mr.  PARKS  moved  to  postpone  the  subject,  and 
make  it  the  special  order  for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  OWENS  hoped  his  colleague  [Mr.  Holsst] 
would  accept  the  latter  proposKion  as  a  modification  of 


Mr.  R.  M.  JOHNSON  reminded  the  gentleman  that 


he  contemplated  asking  the-  House  to  consider  the  ffbrti- 
lication  bill  to-morrow.  He  hoped  the  motion  to  post- 
pone until  Tuesday  would  prevail,  or  that  the  gende- 
man  from  Maine  would  withdraw  bis  motion. 

Mr.  PARKS  said  he  would  be  ghid  to  comply  with 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [\lr.  Jonir. 
soH{]  but  be  must  be  excused.  The  peace  and  quiet 
of  the  country  required  that  thto  question  should  be 
speedily  settled. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  was  in  favor  of  the  po^pone- 
ment  until  Tuesday,  with  a  view  that  the  appropriation 
billa  ahouki  be  in  the  mean  time  taken  up  and  acted  on.- 

The  further  consideration  of  the  subfect  was  then 
postponed  until  Teusdar  next,  made  the  special  or^ 
der  for  that  day,  and  toe  propositions  directed  to  be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT  OF  RULES. 

Mr.  BELL,  of  Tennessee,  called  the  attention  of  ttic 
House  to  a  business  which  was  of  the  first  importance  to 
be  considered.  We  are  now  in  the  fiflh  or  sixth  week 
of  the  session,  and  the  rules,  the  defects  in  which  were 
so  seriously  felt,  had  not  yet  been  amended,  though, 
according  to  the  general  sense  of  the  House,  they  re- 
quired amendment.  They  had  been  referred  to  a  selecl 
committee,  and  several  very  important  amendments  bad 
been  reported  for  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Gentlemen  had  given  notice  that  they  would  to-day  and 
to-morrow  call  ror  the  consideration  of  the  most  irn* 
portant  appropriation  bills,  which  would  create  as  much 
debate  and  excitement  as  any  subject  which  would  come 
before  the  House  at  this  session.  He  thou^t  it  neces- 
sary that  the  House  should  appropriate  this  day  to  the 
amendment  of  the  rules.  He  knew  the  Chair^  under 
the  existing  rules,  must  find  much  difficulty  and  embar- 
ramment  in  directing  the  business  of  the  House,  and  also 
had  it  in  his  power  to  exert  an  important  influence  on 
the  proceedings  of  the  House,  though  he  did  not  impute 
to  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair  the  exercise  of  any 
undue  influence.  The  defects  of  the  rules  and  orders 
ought  to  be  supplied  before  the  House  proceeded 
further  in  the  business  of  the  session. 
.  Mr.  MANN  said  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Commit- 
tee  on  the  Rules  and  Orders  to  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  report  at  an  early  day.  There  could  be  now 
no  more  inconvenience  felt  for  the  want  of  rules  than 
there  had  been  for  the  last  two  years.  The  existing 
rules,  until  others  were  adopted,  were  the  same  which 
had  been  in  force  for  the  last  four  or  five  years. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  House  pro- 
ceeded to  take  up  the  orders  of  the  di^. 

SEMINOLE  HOSTILITIES. 

The  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  repression  of 
the  hostilities  of  the  Seminole  Indians  in  Florida,  re- 
turned with  an  amendment  from  the  Senate,  was  taken 
op,  Mid,  on  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  committed 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  House  went 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union* 
(Mr.  Covvon  in  the  chair.) 

The  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  making  ap- 
propriations for  the  repression  of  Indian  hostilities  was 
agreed  to. 

The  consideration  of  the  biH  making  partial  appn>- 
priatlons  for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
year  1836  was  taken  up,  and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  CAM- 
BRELENG, postponed. 

NAVAL  APPROPRIATIONS. 
The  House  then  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
upon  the  naval  appropriation  bill. 
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Mr.  CAMBRELENO  moved  to  insert  an  item  of 
$15,000,  to  defray  the  extra  aervicee  for  survey ing  the 
coasts  and  harbora  of  the  United  BUtes  from  18S0«  jkc. 
Agreed  to. 

Mr.  C.  also  moved  to  strike  oat  the  proposed  appro- 
pristion  of  #300»000,  for  the  purcbsse  of  sites»  and  erec- 
tion of  marine  bsrracks,  near  Churlestown,  Masmchu- 
9ettB»  New  Torkt  Norfolk,  and  Pensscols. 

Mr.  C.  briefly  advocated  the  propriety  of  striking  out 
the  item,  on  the  ground  of  its  being,  in  itself,  an  inno- 
vation, and  prol>ab]y  unnecessary.  It  was  thought  by 
many  distinguished  ofltcera.  that  the  corps  itself  was  an 
unneceamry  appendage  to  the  navy,  and  only  requisite 
Co  keep  up  subordination,  where  the  system  of  impress- 
ment prevailed.  The  money  waa  also  required  for  the 
repair  of  fortiftcations.  &c. 

Mr.  WISE  and  Mr.  SUTHERLAND  briefly  defended 
the  character  and  utility  of  the  marine  corps. 

Mr.  VANDERPOBL  said,  if  a  vote  in  favor  of  striking 
out  waste  be  considered  as  the  ezprenion  of  an  opinion, 
on  his  part,  that  the  marine  corps  was  unneceasary  and 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with,  he  would  vote  against  the 
motion  to  strike  out  the  item  in  the  bill,  fur  the  building 
of  marine  barracks.  He  was  not  prepared,  unless 
blessed  with  more  lights  than  he  now  possesaed.  to  give 
a  vote  from  which  it  might  be  inferred  that  be  consid* 
ered  the  nurine  corps  useless.  His  honorable  col- 
league had  represented  these  marines  as  being  a  sort  of 
ampbibioua  creatures*  belonging  not  strictly  to  the  land 
or  the  water.  Si  ill  he  was  not  aware  that  the  Navy 
Department  had  recommended  a  dispensation  with  this 
corp^.  or  that  the  navy  commissioners  or  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Aflfairs  in  this  House  had  expressed  any  opinion 
against  the  utility  of  this  corps.  He  was  informed  by  a 
member  of  tbat^committee  near  him  [Mr.  Wisa]  that  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  were  decidedly  in  fiivor  of 
the  retention  of  thi^  marine  corps.  For  his  own  parr, 
he  had  always  understood  that  they  were  extremely 
useful  and  efficient  in  time  of  engagement.  He  knew 
very  little  about  the  details  of  their  duty,  but  he  believ- 
ed that  they  carried  small  arms,  and  when  two  hostile 
ships  came  within  musket  shot  of  each  other,  a  faithful 
and  wdl-disciplioed  marine  corps  must  be  very  efficient. 
He  had  always  understood  that  one  of  the  most  gallant 
officers,  whose  loss  this  country  had  ever  mourned,  had 
been  killed  by  a  shot  from  one  of  the  enemy's  marine 
corps;  and  he  could  not  vote  to  strike  out  the  section 
under  consideration,  if  he  was  to  be  considered  as 
thereby  indicating  his  conviction  that  the  marine  corps 
was  unnecessary,  and  ought  therefore  to  be  dispensed 
with. 

Mr.  BELL  drew  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the 
items  for  making  additiona  and  improvements  to  the 
various  navy  yards,  ammmting.  in  the  aggregate,  to  up- 
wards of  $600,000.  He  thought  not  a  dollar  beyond 
the  absolnte  necessary  repairs  should  be  expended;  for, 
in  case  of  an  exigency,  such  as  rumored,  men  and  ships, 
and  not  navy  yards,  were  wanted.  He  thought  at  least 
this  $200,000  ought  to  be  stricken  out,  and  the  $600,000, 
too.  unless  the  exigencies  of  the  naval  service  required 
it,  with  which  Mr.  B.  confessed  himself  not  to  be  suffi- 
ciently versed  to  be  able  to  my  himself. 

Mr.  PARKER  thought,  in  case  of  war.  nothing  re- 
quired more  attention  than  our  navy  yards,  and  he  roain- 
uined  that  this  was  one  of  the  most  necessary  and  indis- 
pensable appropriations  of  the  whole  bill.  He  hoped 
at  least  the  $600,000  would  not  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  said  the  question  was  not 
to  dispense  with  the  marine  Cfirps  at  all.  but  whether 
they  should  postpone,  to  some  future  period,  the  propo- 
sition to  accommodate  the  two  different  branches  of  the 
naval  service  with  distinct  barracks.  He  hoped  the 
amendment  of  the  gentlenMin  from  New  York  would  be 


adopted,  and  the  item  atricken  out.  He  also  drew  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  the  necessity  of  passing 
this  bill  as  speedily  as  waa  consistent  with  its  full  de- 
liberation. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  a  few  words  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  stated  that  the  item  had  not 
undergone  the  full  examination  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  for  if  it  had.  they  never  would  have 
inserted  it  at  all.  It  did  not  belong  to  tha^  committee, 
but  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  It  wss  a  new 
matter,  not  belonging  to  an  appropriation  biH.  . 

Mr.  HARPER,  of  Pennsylvania,  would  vote  for  the 
amendment,  because  he  did  not  desire  to  see  the  marine 
corps  too  much  separftted  from  the  navy,  nor  made  a 
distinct  branch  of  the  service.  Besides  he  thought  the 
proposition  in  other  respects  unnecessary,  because  there 
was  plenty  of  accommodation  for  them  already  provided. 

Mr.  WISE  should  vote  for  the  amendment,  not  be- 
cause the  marine  corps  were  not  desired,  but  because 
they  were  more  efficient  where  .they  were. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL  said  he  should  support  the 
amendment  for  the  same  reason. 

The  amendment  was  then  agreed  to.  and  the  item 
stricken  out. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  then  moved  to  strike  out  tlie 
sum  of  $950,000  «  for  the  repairs  of  vessels  in  ordinary, 
and  the  repairs  and  wear  and  tear  of  vessels  in  commis- 
sion," and  insert,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  sum  of  $2,000,000" 
for  the  same  objects. 

Mr.  C.  said  he  was  instructed  to  move  this  amend- 
ment by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  with  one 
single  exception;  but,  in  saying  this,  he  begged  also  to 
observe,  without  reference  to  the  question  of  war.  that 
he  feared  not  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  the  meas- 
ure. Mr.  C.  referred  to  the  state  of  our  relations  with 
Mexico  and  with  France,  as  a  reason  for  requiring  this 
additional  appropriation  for  the  navy. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  South  Carolina,  said  that  the 
honorable  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  need  not  have  been  so  superfluous  as  to  have  de- 
clared that  he  was  willing  to  assume  the  responsibility  of 
this  recommendation.  These  are  times  (said  Mr.  T.) 
when  it  is  the  fashion  to  assume  responsibility,  and  in  no 
case  certainly  more  striking  than  this.  The  gentleman 
from  Massschusetts  [Mr.  Aniais]  said  the  other  day  that 
these  were  times  of  change.  It  is  true.  Not  only  the 
powers  of  one  department  of  the  Government  are 
assumed  by  another*  but  the  appropriate  duties  of  one 
committee  are  assumed  by  another.  As  to  sll  matters 
of  finance,  it  is  my  duty  to  look  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means;  but  1  haire  yet  to  learn  to  what  au- 
thority reports  from  that  committee  are  entitled  upon 
subjects  appropriate  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Afl&irs, 
and  the  stilt  more  important  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations. I  repeat,  sir,  that  the  Committee  of  Wsys  and 
Means,  on  matters  properly  belonging  to  it.  is  entitled 
to  our  confidence,  and  the  more  so  because  the  chairman 
of  that  committee  is  a  practical  and  successful  merchant. 
But.  sir,  as  to  other  matters,  we  have  had  to-day  a  prac- 
tical illustration  in  the  aubject  last  considered  by  the 
House,  where  all  the  ligtits  which  we  had  were  from 
that  committee— lights  which  only  made  "darkness  visi- 
ble." If  these  appropriations  are  necessary,  without 
reference  to  our  present  foreign  relations,  let  us  have 
information  upon  the  subject  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  with  the  usual  and  proper  estimates,  arid  coming 
to  us  through  our  Naval  Committee,  and  I  shall  not  op- 
pose them.  If  necessary  with  reference  to  those  foreign 
relations,  let  ua  wait  for  information  from  the  F^xeoutive; 
if  as  an  ordinary  appropriation,  as  at  present  advised, 
they  seem  too  large;  if  with  reforence  to  our  relations 
with  France,  they  are  too  small;  give  us  but  light,  and 
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we  will  be  able  to  act  underatanding'ly,  and  in  a  way  that 
becomes  this  Congress,  the  guardians  of  the  interests 
and  the  honor  of  the  Annerican  people.  Why,  sir,  have 
we  not  that  information?  Some  gentlemen  seem  to  have 
it — ^all  are  entitled  to  it.  Who  are  we,  sir,  that  are  thus 
called  upon  to  take  a  step  that  may  have  a  most  impor- 
tant bearing  upon  the  highest  interest  of  any  people — a 
bearing,  sir,  upon  the  great  que&tion  of  peace  or  war* 

The  Representatives  of  the  people  are  a  part  of  the 
Governmentv  without  whose  concurrence  no  measure 
connected  with  this  deeply  interesting  question  can  be 
adopted.  It  is  our  right  to  have,  to  demand,  sir,  all  the 
information  which  may  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive." Unless  fully  advised,  and  under  the  most  in- 
exorable necessity,  I  will  take  no  step  which  may  weigh 
a  feather  in  the  now  nicely  adjusted  balance  of  peace  or 
war.  I  do  fear,  sir,  that  we  may  yet  be  involved  in  a 
war  with  France;  I  am  determined,  for  one,  (and  if  only 
one,  that  determination  shall  not  be  shaken,)  that  I  will 
have  no  share  in  bringing  it  on.  No,  sir,  when  it  does 
come,  I  am  resolved  that  I  will  be  able  to  say  to  my  con- 
stituents and  the  country,  my  hands  are  clear  of  it;  you 
shall  not  say  that  I  did  it.  Let  it  not  be  said  that,  whilst 
I  admit  the  possibility  of  such  a  war,  I  will  not  vote  to 
prepare  for  it.  Not  so,  sir.  When  that  war  is  inevita- 
ble, when  the  interest  or  the  honot  of  the  nation  (its 
honor  is  its  interest)  shall  demand  it,  and  when  I  am  put 
in  possession  of  all  the  information  on  the  subject,  then, 
sir,  and  not  until  then,  will  I  take  any  Such  responsi- 
bility; and  not,  sir,  until  1  am  so  advised  by  that  depart- 
ment of  the  Governnnient  whose  duty  it  is  to  advise  me 
on  the  subject.  I  will  not  make  war  in  this  indirect 
manner,  on  the  discussion  of  a  clause  in  the  appropria- 
tion bill;  nor  will  I  do  any  thing  that  may  have  the  re- 
motest tendency  to  that  end.  War  with  France,  sir! 
The  very  idea  would  be  ridiculous,  if  it  did  not  involve 
consequences  and  issues  so  infinitely  important  and  mo- 
mentous. Although  1  repeat  I  have  serious  apprehen- 
sions that  we  may  be  involved  in  war,  I  will  do  nothing 
that  may  lead  to  it.  As  matters  now  stand,  there  is  no 
cause  of  war;  nor  do  I  believe  there  is  the  slightest 
reason  to  anticipate  that  France  will  strike  the  first  blow. 
It  is  with  us  to  choose  both  whether  we  are  to  have  that 
war,  and  the  time  for  it.  Let  us  wait  for  intelligence  of 
the  reception  of  the  President's  message  in  France;  let 
us  not  add  to  the  existing  difficulties  of  an  adjustment. 
The  controversy  with  France  is  narrowed  down  to  a 
mere  point  of  etiquette  and  punctilio;  so  narrowed 
down,  sir,  that,  in  such  a  controversy  between  two  gen- 
tlemen, if  I,  as  the  friend  of  one  of  them,  were  to  allow 
them  to  go  on  the  field  of  single  combat,  and  either 
were  to  fall,  I  should  regard  myself  guilty  of  murder. 

When  I  use  thts  strong  language,  sir,  it  is  due  that  1 
should  glance — and  the  time  and  occasion  only  admit  of 
a  glance — at  the  origin,  progress,  and  present  position 
of  the  controversy.  ,  liy  a  treaty  concluded  with  the 
French  ministry,  indemnity  is  secured  for  certain  spo- 
liations upon  our  commerce;  and,  what  is  more,  an  im- 
portant stipulation,  and  of  great  advantage  to  France, 
of  the  treaty  of  1803,  is  surrendered;  a  stipulation  so 
important  that  the  most  distinguished  member  of  the 
French  Chambers  opposed  to  the  treaty  declared  that 
he  regarded  the  indemnity  of  twenty-five  millions  as 
notlnitg  to  it.  Two  separate  commissions,  appointed  by 
the  French  Government  to  investigate  these  claims,  had, 
aAer  laborious  mvestigation,  reported  the  amount  due 
us  to  be  about  thirteen  millions.  A  sum  is  agreed  to  be 
paid  nearly  double  that  amount.  Was  this  not  enough 
to  create  distrust  on  the  part  of  the  French  Chambers; 
enough  to  make  them  doubt  about  the  treaty,  and  re- 
quire them  to  look  fully  into  it;  when  there  is  added  to 
hII  this  that  our  minister  first  demanded  seventy  millions, 
gradually  came  down  to  twenty-five  millions;  like  a  Jew 


selling  a  yard  of  calico,  alter  the  demand  of  seventy, 
accepted  twenty-five  millions,  and  boasted  (with  how- 
much  of  dignity 'and  justice  I  do  not  say)  that  even  this 
sum  would  pay  every  cent  due  American  citizens, 
(thereby  acknowledging  that  his  demand  of  the  higher 
sum  was  not  just;)  and,  further,  that  not  more  than  one 
fifth  of  the  French  claims  were  conceded? 

I  have  known  a  horse  jockey  to  boast  that  he  hsi) 
cheated  a  gentleman;  but  a  boast  like  this  I  rather  think 
occurs  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  diplomacy. 
What,  sir,  a  boast  of  an  advantage  obtained  in  the  set- 
tlement of  a  pecuniary  claim;  and  that  advantage,  «oo, 
obtained  by  us  from  France,  above  all  nations  on  the 
earth  from  which  we  should  have  desired  it!  No  such 
advantage  was  obtained;  and  the  President  ssp,  "that 
the  settlement  involved  a  sacrifice,  was  known  at  the 
time."  Not  surely  known  by  Mr.  Rives,  because  he 
could  not  then  have  made  the  boast;  but  it  surely  ouglif 
to  have  been  known  by  him. 

Was  it  not  enough  to  excite  the  suspictons  of  the 
French  Govemnient,  that  our  ne^tiator  had  thus  boast- 
ed of  the  advantage  he  had  gained — ^whether  with  or 
without  cause  is  not  material?    In  this  state  of  things 
late  in  the  discussion,  the  difficulty  is  suddenly  sprang, 
that  eight  millions  had  already  been  paid  by  the  Spanish 
Government  in  the  Florida  treaty.    The  Due  de  Broglie 
was  unable  satisfactorily  to  answer  it,  and  said  that  "he 
had  but  a  confused  recollection  of  that  treaty.''  He  who 
had  made  the  treaty  of  indemnity,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
have  known  all  about  the  Florida  treaty,  was  unable  to 
explain  satisfactorily  the  difficulty.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, was  it  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  treaty  was  re- 
jected,  and  only  by  six  votes,  in  a  body  of  more  than 
three  hundred  and  fif\y?    What  then,  sir?    Was  the 
treaty  abandoned?    No,  far  from  it.     A  national  vessel 
is  fitted  out.   The  King  of  France  would  not  trust  to  the 
ordinary  conveyance,  but  sent  a  national  vessel  to  con- 
vey to  our  Government  the  assurance  of  his  continued 
and  faithful  eflTorts  to  procure  the  ratification,  and  of  his 
hopes  of  being  able  still  to  accomplish  it»  and  entreating 
that  nothing  might  be  done  to  add  to  the  difficulties  al- 
ready existing.    In  this  sUge  of  the  matter,  the  Pfca- 
dent,  in  his  annual  message,  very  distinctly  intimates  his 
opinion  in  favor  of  reprisals  on  the  property  of  French 
citizens,  to  avenge  a  national  wrong  by  the  seiwire  of 
the  property  of  private  citizens;  and  this,  too,  shortly 
followed  by  the  recommendation  of  our  minister  in 
France,  that  our  Government  should  assume  a  high  tone, 
and  use  strong  language— very  distinctly  intimating  that 
threats  would  extort  from  the  French  people  that  which 
their  sense  of  justice  had  refused. .  Sir,  I  was  ftstonishcd, 
when  I  read  that  communication.     I  was  surprised  that 
such  an  idea  ever  could  have  occurred  to  any  one,  still 
more,  sir,  to  a  gentleman  whose  judgment  ought  to  have 
been  matured,  and  who  had  the  reputation  of  wisdom 
and  experience,  and  with  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
French  character — a  people,  brave,  proud,  and  warlike, 
to  a  proverb.   1  feel,  sir,  an  extreme  difficulty  in  speak- 
ing of  this  matter,  without  subjecting  myself  to  a  charge 
of  a  want  of  American  feeling.     But,  sir,  whilst  1  am  an 
American  citizen— an  American  Representative,  I  can- 
not disregard  the  claims  of  truth  and  candor.     I  am  not 
the  apologist  of  France.    I  am,  sir,  the  vindicator  of  jus- 
tice and  right.     And  I  am  constrained  to  say  that  all  the 
difficulties  in  which  we  are  placed  have,  in  my  judg- 
ment, arisen  from  the  indiscreet  warmth  of  our  own 
Government,  and  a  course  of  measures  which  I  will  not 
say  may  not  have  been  prompted  by  the  high  temper, 
strong  and  often  high  Impulse  of  our  own  Executive— a 
course  nothing  the  less  to  be  regretted.     Why,  sir,  let 
me  ask,  this  most  unwise  haste  in  the  recall  of  Mr.  Bar- 
ton at  this  particular  time?    Why  remove  the  only  pos- 
sible medium  of  communication  between  the  two  Gov* 
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ernmenU  before  the  arrival  in  France  of  the  Premdenf  a 
messare,  which,  but  for  that  recall,  would  in  all  proba- 
bility have  been  regarded  as  a  sufficient  explanation,  as 
most  surely  it  oug^bt  to  be  re|^rded?  France  took  ex- 
ception to  a  supposed  threat  in  the  communication  of  the 
President  to  Congress.  In  a  similar  communication  such 
a  threat  is  disavowed^  and  France  is  bound  to  notice  the 
disclaimer,  conveyed  in  the  same  manner  as  was  the  in- 
sult, snd  puts  herself  in  the  wrongs  if  she  does  not. 

But,  sir,  this  matter  has  at  last  reached  a  most  nice  and 
narrow  point  of  etiquette.  The  President  scouts  the 
idea  of  making  any  explanations  of  his  messag^e;  and  yet 
such  an  explanation  is  made  by  our  diplomatic  agent, 
with  the  President's  approval,  which  approval  he  author- 
izes to  be  communicated  to  the  French  Government;  in 
other  words,  I  will  not  make  the  explanation  myself,  but 
the  explanation  made  by  my  agent  I  adopt.  Now,  sir, 
is  not  this  a  quibbling  unworthy  of  both  parties^  I  thmk 
it  is  going  far  enough,  and  oug^t  to  have  been  accepted. 
But  is  it  upon  such  a  point,  that  two  great  and  powerful 
nations  are  to  plunge  their  people  into  all  the  horrors  of 
an  interminable  war — interminable,  because  it  will  be  a 
war  upon  a  point  of  honor,  which  neither  can  yield?  Are 
human  happiness  and  human  life  nothing?  Is  war  a  mere 
pastime,  that  it  is  thus,  and  for  such  causes,  to  be  brought 
on? 

As  to  the  French  fleet  which  is  said  to  have  been  sent 
upon  our  coast,  it  does  not  in  the  slightest  degree  move 
me  from  '<  my  propriety."  If  that  fleet  were  sent  to 
overawe  and  intimidate  us,  it  would  be  a  very  different 
aflkir:  then,  sir,  I  would  not  even  treat  with  France, 
until  the  whole  nation  were  clad  in  armor.  Is  such  the 
fact?  Has  France  in  any  one  instance  threatened  us? 
No,  sir.  That  fleet  is  not  professoidly  sent  to  intimidate, 
but  to  secure  the  commerce  of  French  citizens  from  re- 
prisals— reprisals  threatened  by  one  whose  power  over 
the  action  of  our  Government  is  known  every  where — 
one  the  least  of  all  men  living  given  to  child's  play—- one 
very  apt  to  do  what  be  threatens.  If  that  threat  be  of 
a  bold  and  daring  act,  under  such  circumstances,  every 
obligation  of  protection  due  by  a  Government  to  its  peo- 
ple demanded  some  such  measure  of  precaution.  So  far 
from  threats,  has  not  the  whole  course  of  France  been 
marked  by  a  forbearance  that  would  have  been  proper 
in  no  people  having  a  less  unquestionable  character  for 
courage?  Has  not  the  French  minister,  over  and  over, 
replied  to  the  charge  of  duplicity  and  bad  faith,  and  ex- 
culpated his  King  mm  it,  when  he  would  have  been  jus- 
tified in  repelling  it  with  scorn? 

[I  disclaim  all  arguments  drawn  from  a  calculation  of 
the  comparative  amount  of  the  expenses  of  a  hostile  col- 
lision with  France,  and  the  amount  secured  by  the  treaty. 
I  arree  fully  with  gentlemen,  ttiat,  if  the  national  honor, 
and  our  ability  or  our  willingness  to  protect  our  citizens 
in  all  their  rights,  are  involved,  considerations  of  the  cost 
are  unworthy  and  degrading.]*  If  such  an  issue  is  pre- 
sented, I  will  not  condescend  to  say,  nor  permit  :t  to  be 
doubted,  what  will  be  the  course  of  the  people  of  South 
Carulina,  in  a  matter  of  duty,  of  patriotism,  of  honor. 
The  whole  world  already  knows  what  it  will  be.  The  his- 
tory of  the  State  in  all  time  past  renders  it  certain  to  all 
what  that  course  will  be*  Sir,  when  this  country  en- 
gaged in  the  hst  war,  the  great  cause  of  which  was  the 
impressment  o^  American  sesmen»  and  but  for  which  that 
war  never  would  have  been  declared.  South  Carolina 
had  scarcely  a  seaman  on  the  ocean.  But  it  was  north- 
ern seamen  who  were  impressed*  the  national  honor  as- 
sailed; and  what  was  the  consequence?  War,  sir,  war*— 
and  so  it  will  ever  be,  for  a  like  or  a  sufficient  cause.  I 
see  none  such  now.  I  will  not  contribute,  by  any  vote 
which  I  may  give,  to  create  such  a  necessity. 

*  The  lines  in  brackets  not  in  the  speech  as  delivered. 


Mr.  SUTHERLAND  said  he  bad  listened  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
THOMMoir,]  and  was  astonished  to  learn  that  we  had 
been  the  aggressors.  The  argument  of  the  Duke  de 
Brc^lie  was  one  of  great  ability,  and  fully  sustained  the 
justice  of  our  claims,  and  was  an  ample  answer  to  the 
sugg^tion  in  relation  to  our  having  obtained  an  advan- 
tage in  our  diplomatic  transactions  with  France.  At 
present,  however,  the  fairness  of  our  claims  was  no 
longer  open  for  discussion.  Every  branch  of  the  French 
Government  had  passed  upon  them.  The  King,  \he 
Peers,  and  the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  had  all  given  their 
sanction  to  their  validity. 

The  papers  containing  the  debate  in  the  French 
Chambers,  laid  on  our  tables  last  year,  had  been  circula- 
ted throughout  the  whole  nation,  and  the  merits  of  the 
controversy  were  distinctly  understood  by  our  country- 
men every  where.  And  although  there  might  be  a  re- 
luctance on  the  part  of  all  to  go  to  war  with  our  ancient 
ally,  still  he  felt  satisfied  that,  to  sustain  our  honor  in 
this  dispute,  there  would  be  but  one  sentiment  in  the 
event  of  such  an  issue.  It  certainly  was  a  subject  of 
gratulation  to  know  that  this  matter  was  so  well  com- 
prehended by  the  people  at  larg^.  With  the  President's 
message  at  the  opening  of  the  senion  before  them, 
which  they  had  received  with  p^reat  unanimity,  they  were 
willing  to  intrust  the  most  delicate  question  of  peace  or 
war  to  the  Congress  of  the  nation. 

The  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
had,  under  an  impression  that  the  condition  of  the  coun- 
try required  it  now,  moved  to  enlarj^  one  of  the  items 
in  the  appropriation  bill,  with  the  view  of  increasing  the 
nsval  force  of  the  country.  A  short  time  since,  the 
Uotise  passed  a  resolution  directing  an  inquiry  into  the 
propriety  of  this  measure.  To  this  enlargement  of  the 
appropriation  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  ob« 
jected.  For  himself,  Mr.  S.  said,  he  would  vote  for  the 
proposition  with  great  cheerfulness.  We  must  look  to 
the  organs  of  the  House,  in  a  {^reat  measure,  for  infor- 
mation; and  we  find  in  this  instance  the  committee, 
through  their  chairman,  ask  for  the  increase.  This  is 
not  the  time  for  very  precise  calculations  as  to  the 
ammmt  we  ma^  be  willing  to  put  at  the  command  of  the 
Government,  for  the  defence  of  the  republic. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  saw  nothing  im- 
proper in  the  course  of  the  French,  in  relation  to  the 
recent  orders  of  that  Government  concerning  their  fleet. 
Mr.  S.  said,  whatever  might  be  the  design  of  the  French 
vessels  in  sailing  in  this  direction,  he  thought  it  would 
comport  with  sound  policy  for  us  to  look  to  our  navy, 
and  in  peace  (perhaps  he  might  say  upon  the  verge  of 
hostilities)  to  prepare  for  war.  Under  these  impres- 
sions, he  promised  his  humble  aid  to  the  committee  in 
support  of  all  the  appropriation  bills  that  went  for  a 
prompt  and  efficient  defence  of  the  Union.  The  Chief 
Magistrate  ought  to  have  ample  means  to  meet  any  con- 
tingency; and  he  saw  no  danger  in  committing  them  to 
his  discretion.  We  could  not  find  safer  hands.  He  had, 
during  our  last  contest,  given  us  a  sure  pledge  of  his 
patriotism  and  ability ^to  carry  on  the  military  operations 
of  the  nation.  His  great  skill,  manifested  in  the  darkest 
period  of  a  war  that  he  ended  so  gloriously,  will,  in  the 
event  of  a  contest  with  the  French,  do  much  to  bring  it 
to  a  speedy  termination.  The  appropriation  now  asked 
is  to  be  put  at  the  command  of  General  Jackson;  and  I 
am  the  more  willing  to  commit  it  to  his  discretion,  be- 
cause, in  my  judgment,  1  believe  he  never  will  recom- 
mend war  with  the  country  of  Lafayette,  unless  a  just 
sense  of  national  honor  requires  it.  Mr.  S.  said  he  was 
convinced  that  every  section  of  the  republic  would  ar- 
dently support  the  war,  if  we  should  be  forced  into  it  by 
the  French  Government.  France,  it  was  true,  was  an 
early  friend;  and  to  raise  arms  against  her  would  require 
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great  protoeatioii.  B«lt  if  her  oMive  taifei  at  no  oilier 
mitenialivef  i^yt  ve  moit  and  wiH  enter  tho  Ibts  with 
her.  We  beer  much  aboot  the  itrongtti  and  impfofe^ 
ment  of  the  French  nary,  of  the  acienee  and  akill  of  her 
ofRcera.  Thia  it  doubtleaa  all  true,  bat  it  eirnee  the 
propriety  of  granting  tlie  appropriations  before  the 
Conmittee  of  the  Whole  Home.  Whatever  mav  be  the 
advanced  condition  of  the  French  nnarine,  and  however 
gallantly  they  may  aoatain  their  cauae,  I  have  no  fear 
that  our  "  star*epan^ed  banner"  will  not  come  out  of 
every  conflict  beammg  with  renewed  luaire.  But  I  do 
not  wiah  for  war,  and  least  of  all  a  war  with  France,  if 
it  can  be  shunned  with  honor.  At  present,  1  think  the 
question  of  war  is  not  properly  open  for  debate  upon 
the  amendment.  When  that  time  ahould  arrive,  if  any 
geiitkman  from  South  Carolina  or  elsewhere  should  feel 
disposed  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  its  propriety* 
they  will  find  themselves  met  on  all  qoarters  by  gen- 
tlemen who  are  prepared  to  sustain  the  country  in  such 
a  crisis.  1  auit  this  debate,  under  a  firm  conviction  that, 
if  we  ahould  be  compelled  to  anume  a  warlike  attitude, 
the  aona  of  South  Carolina  will  poor  out  their  blood  as 
IVeely  aa  any  other  State  in  the  Union,  in  defence  of 
their  much-wronged  country. 

Mr.  BYNUM  aaid  that  he  had  not  expected  an  attack 
on  the  measares  of  the  administration  ppeneralW,  on  the 
subject  of  the  propriety  of  an  appropriation  ol^  an  infe- 
rior maenitude;  but  it  could  not  be  unknown  to  the  House 
that  a  simoltaneous  attack  had  been  made  elsewhere { 
«nd  he  could  not  allow  the  declamations  of  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  South  Carplina  [Mr.  TnoMvsoir]  against 
the  President,  and  the  policy  of  an  administration  to 
which  he  in  part  had  contributed  his  humble  support,  to 
pass  unnoticed,  when  he  believed  the  President  had 
acted  as  became  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  American 
people.  It  was  evident,  both  in  this  House  and  else- 
where,  that  in  the  contest  with  France  we  are  to  have 
here  a  French  party  and  an  American  party,  than  which 
•there  was  nothing  that  he  more  sincerely  regretted. 
The  game  was  up — it  had  been  started  in  another  part 
of  the  Capitol.  It  could  not  be  forgotten  by  any  gen- 
tleman in  Congress,  that  during  our  last  contest  with 
Great  Britain  there  was  said  to  have  been  in  this  country 
an  English  party — a  party  which  made  bonfires  and  re- 
joiced at  the  defeat  of  the  American  arms.  God  forbid 
(said  Mr.  B.)  that  there  should  be  a  party  now  springing 
up  among  us,  who  would  rejoice  at  our  defeats  in  a  con- 
test with  France,  if  we  ahould  be  unfortunately  involved 
in  a  war  with  that  Power.  But  he  asserted  that,  from 
what  he  had  seen,  the  American  people  had  a  right  to 
expect  this.  The  symptoms  indicating  it  he  thought 
too  manifest  to  be  misunderstood.  A  few  yeara  ago,  the 
distinguished  sage  who  now  occupies  the  white  house 
wss  assailed  on  another  occasion  with  equsi  acrimony 
and  virulence  by  the  same  party,  for  the  purpose  of 
estranging,  no  doubt,  the  feelings  of  the  people  from 
him.  That  part^  then  acted  upon  the  presumption  that 
the  ignorance  of'^the  people  would  admit  of  their  being 
led  away  from  the  President  of  their  choice  by  mere 
clamor  and  unfounded  declamation.  Mr.  B.  then  liad 
said  the  people  would  not  sustain  them;  they  had  not 
done  it;  and  the  great  majority  then  in  that  Houae  in 
favor  of  the  measures  of  the  Executive  was  the  best  liv- 
ing evidence  of  the  fact;  and  he  rejoiced  that  he  had 
lived  to  read  the  testimony  of  the  American  people 
themselves  on  the  subject,  by  the  appearance  of  such  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  their  Repreaentative^  in  that 
Houae.  If  we  had  been  carried  oflT  by  the  elo<juent  tact 
and  abuae  of  the  superior  leaders  of  the  opposition,  and 
he  confessed  many  were,  we  should  have  been  led  off 
after  a  aet  of  men  who  were  conapiring  against  the  feel- 
ings and  wishes  of  a  great  majority  of  the  American 
people,  without  the  least  concurrence  of  sentiment  or 


prineipin  MiwMgst  thtmselvea.  Being  Ibiiedt  b«wever, 
in  their  attempts  heretofore,  they  have  agreed  to  try 
and  get  ap  another  hoM»y,  mid  have  seised  this  occatfoii 
to  vent  their  gall  agiainst  one  of  the  mort  patrkHk  indi' 
viduala  that  has  ever  lived  in  thia  or  any  other  country, 
and  who  had  done  more  for  the  aecarity  of  American 
liberty  than  any  other  man  now  breathing,  the  aasertiens 
of  the  gentleman  notwithatandingt  whose  character  the 
whole  American  people  atood  pledged  to  snpport,  and 
which  they  had  vouched  lor,  by  the  overwhelming  votes 
which  he  had  received  at  their  hands,  more  than  once, 
for  the  first  office  in  the  gifk  orthc  nation.  The  gentle* 
man  from  Sooth  Carolina  [Mr.  Tbom rson]  had  said  that, 
in  every  position  Uken  in  rekAfam  to  France,  the  Preai- 
dent  had  acted  falsely.  If  Mr.  B.  waa  to  infer  fhnn  that 
that  the  President  had  acted  falsely  with  France^  he  de. 
nied  it.  The  American  Prewdent  bad  not  nor  could  he 
act  falsely  with  France  or  any  other  Power  living.  In 
behalf  of  the  American  people  he  denied  it. 

[Mr.  Tnoarsow  explained.  He  did  not  intend  to  ssy 
the  President  had  acted  falsely,  bat  had  Uken  fiilse  posi- 
tions.] 

Mr.  Bthvk  resumed.  He  said  lie  was  glsd  the  gen- 
tleman had  qualified  the  asseHion.  Then  it  was  a  mere 
matter  of  opinion  between  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  and  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  it 
would  be  for  the  great  body  of  the  Ameriean  people  to 
say  whether  the  President  of  the  United  Stntea  was 
right  in  the  poaition  he  had  taken,  or  whether  the  gen- 
tleman from  Sooth  Carolina  was  right  in  that  which  he 
had  taken.  Mr.  B.  said  he  most  cordially  agreed  in  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  a  few  days 
ago,  [Mr.  Ha  was,]  when  he  mid  he  believed  that  much 
mischief  had  grown  out  of  speeches  made  here  and  else- 
where, through  a  mere  spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive. He  believed  it  candidly  and  honeatly.  Fmnce 
believed  it,  and  for  this  reason  she  acted  more  obsti^ 
nately,  he  had  no  doubt,  than  ilie  otherwise  wouW  have 
done,  in  her  refusal  to  pay  our  people  the  just  debt 
that  she  had  wrongfully  withheld  from  them  for  more 
than  twenty  yeara.  The  gentlenum  from  South  Caro- 
lina had  said,  too,  that,  if  we  were  to  go  to  war  with 
France,  it  would  be  a  rkticnloua  war.  As  much  as  he 
was  opposed  to  a  war  with  France  or  any  other  Power, 
he  could  not  believe  it  would  be  a  ridiculous  war.  The 
characters  of  the  parties  concerned  forbid  such  an  idea. 
It  had  been  said  elsewhere,  and  repeated  here  by  the 
gentleman,  shall  we  go  to  war  with  France  for  five  mil- 
lions of  dollars?  He  would  say,  yes;  and  for  five  aail- 
lions  of  cents,  if  it  were  necessary  to  maintain  the  hon- 
or and  independence  of  the  nation.  He  was  astonialied 
that  such  a  position  should  betaken  by  the  gentleman, 
coming  from  the  quarter  that  he  did;  that  it  was  the 
amount  of  money  for  which  a  nation  ahould  ak>ne  go  to 
war.  He  hazarded  nothing  in  saying  that  time  would 
show  that  the  course  taken  by  the  President,  in  relation 
to  France,  was  not  only  right,  but  necessary  for  the 
honor  and  security  of  the  rights  and  dignity  of  the 
American  people.  The  American  people  had  given, 
as  far  aa  public  sentiment  could  be  ascertained,  their 
verdict  already  on  this  subject,  in  fiivor  of  the  course 
of  their  Government;  and  still  the  opposition  was  catch- 
ing at  this  and  other  hobbies,  to  bolster  op  their  pros- 
trate and  exposed  condtion.  Mr.  B.  wiahed  to  make 
one  remark  here  to  an  honorable  gentleman  of  another 
body,  and  it  became  him  to  make  it,  coming  ftrom  the 
SUte  from  which  he  did.  He  aaw,  in  a  pubKc  joumml 
a  few  days  since,  some  remarka,  represented  to  have 
fallen  from  that  honorable  gentleman  in  another  part  of 
this  building,  which  were  (mid  Mr.  B.)  <<  that  the  Hcnae 
of  Representatives  was  not  the  part  of  the  Capitol  where 
fair  play  was  to  be  expected."  He  did  not  wiah  par- 
ticuUrly  to  remark  on  the  character  of  the  author  of  the 
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assertion,  as  he  thought  it,  at  this  time,  politioally,  an, 
exceedingly  unenYiabie  one.  He  took  occasion,  how- 
ever, to  say  that  the  assertion  was  a  calumny  on  the 
House,  and  was  devoid  of  all  truth.  The  House  of 
Representatives  was  the  only  democratic  branch  of  the 
national  liegislature,  and  from  it  the  people  of  the 
country  had  every  thing  to  expect,  and  little  from  the 
opposite  body. 

The  democracy  of  the  land  had  nothing  to  expect 
from  tKkt  quarter  of  this  Capitol.  It  was  the  only  g^rme 
of  an  irresponsible  aristocracy  in  the  Government,  and 
it  had  in  more  than  one  instance  showed  entire  disre- 
gard of  the  will  of  the  people.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  had  said  the  House  was  not  so  pugna- 
cious as  to  adopt  the  admonition  that  in  time  of  peace 
we  should  prepare  for  war;  and  bad  said  much,  ironi* 
cally  he  supposed,  of  the  pugnacious  spirit  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  should  really  like  to  know  when  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  become 
so  pacific,  and  the  party  with  whom  he  had  acted  so 
long.  But  a  few  years  since  he  recollected  well  that 
the  golden  cord  that  bound  this  holy  Union  together 
was  upon  the  eve  of  being  burst  asunder  by  the  warlike 
spirit  that  prevailed  in  a  certain  quarter  of  this  republic, 
and  it  was  as  much  as  the  whole  fraternity  of  the  States 
could  effect  to  suppress  this  spirit  without  the  horrors  of 
bloodied. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  stood  there  the  representative  of  those 
who  went  for  their  whole  country.  He  stuck  to  no  party 
longer  than  that  party  stuck  to  the  rights  and  interests  of 
the  country.  'Whenever  he  should  see  a  disposition  in 
any  party  to  go  against  those  interests,  he  would  leave  it. 
He  never  expected  to  belong  to  a  party  whicli  was 
free  from  errors;  and  if  the  gentleman  never  supports 
an  adminiatration  until  he  gets  a  perfect  one,  he  feared 
he  would  be  found  to  be  an  opposition  man  for  life. 
The  gentleman  has  stated,  also,  that  he  could  not  take 
a  single  step  for  the  defence  of  the  country.  He  (Mr. 
B.)  said  he  was  for  taking  steps  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  when  he  saw  a  dark  chmd  lowering  over  us, 
which  threatened  to  inundate  the  whole  land  with  ruin. 
He  was  for  providing  a  shelter  from  this  portentous 
storm  that  hovered  over  us;  wisdom,  he  thought,  dic- 
tated it,  whether  it  should  finally  burst  and  pour  out 
its  contents  on  our  devoted  heads  or  not. 

The  gentleman  bad  taken  off  much  of  the  bitterness 
of  his  remarks,  however,  by  his  explanations,  and  had 
gone  far  out  of  his  way  to  censure  the  cabinet  for  the 
part  it  had  taken  in  this  controversy,  and  had  declared 
in  every  instance  our  Government  had  been  the  aggres- 
■or  in  the  contest  with  France.  [Mr.  T.  again  ex- 
plained.] Mr.  B.  waa  astonished  to  hear  this  censure 
tittered  by  an  American  tongue  on  an  occasion  like  the 
present,  when  a  war  is  threatened  us  by  one  of  the 
most  powerful  nations  on  the  earth.  He  would  say,  as 
be  had  said  before,  that,  instead  of  the'President  and 
the  administration  being  the  aggressors  in  this  unfortu- 
nate oontroversy,  they  had  acted  with  great  moderation 
and  precaatim  on  every  occasion  rehiting  to  that  sub- 
ject. Tbey  bad  relinquished  ckims,  for  the  purpose  of 
effecting  an  amicable  adjustment  of  the  matter,  to  an 
enormous  amount;  but  that  was  even  misrepresented. 
The  distinguished  gentleman  who  was  charged  with  the 
negotiation  of  this  matter  had  relinquished  this  much  to 
the  French  Government,  for  the  sake  of  procuring 
peace  and  amity  with  that  Fewer.  The  course  which 
that  minister  pursued  was  to  be  seen  on  the  records  of 
the  House,  as  well  as  on  the  records  of  the  executive 
department,  and  he  hoped  to  live  to  see  justice  done 
that  distinguished  individual.  He  viewed  him  as  being 
one  of  the  purest  patriots  of  the  age,  and  he  hoped  to 
live  to  see  him  the  occupant  of  the  House  so  much  de- 


sired by  some  gentlemen  an^  their  friends.  He  thought 
the  friends  of  the  administration  had  suffered  themselves 
to  be  placed  in  a  false  position  here  by  the  superior 
management  and  tact  of  their  adversaries.  What  is  the 
contest  now  going  en  in  this  country  f  He  said,  unequivo- 
cally, he  viewed  it  as  a  contest  between  the  democracy 
of  the  nation  and  the  advocates  of  an  aristocracy;  and 
they  were  right  in  his  judgment.  It  was  a  plain,  direct 
contest.  It  must  be  plain  to  every  intelligent  observer, 
whether  or  not  the  people  shall  have  the  power  to  rule 
the  nation,  or  those  who  conspire  to  lead  them.  Here  he 
wished  to  be  permitted  to  remark  that  this  body  should 
never  have  permitted  the  character  of  the  Executive  to 
be  reproached,  as  it  had  been  by  another  branch  of  the 
LegisUture,  when  they  were  equally  oulpaMe,  if  at  all, 
and  participants  in  the  same  measures  for  which  they 
had  witnessed  volleys  of  abuse  against  the  Executive 
alone.  He  could  not  omit  to  remark  on  a  subject  re- 
cently agitated  elsewhere,  in  rebition  to  a  certain  meas- 
ure which  would  have  gone  kr  to  put  the  country  in  ai 
state  of  defence,  and  ready  to  give  their  enemies  a 
hearty  welcome,  whenever  they  chose  to  visit  us  as 
such.  Every  American  heart  must  have  burned  with 
shame  for  the  failure  of  that  measure,  the  consequence 
of  which  was  now  about  to  be  felt;  and  he  feared  that 
the  Injury  already  result'uig  from  it  wouM  prove  fiiUl 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  country.  The  failure  to  pass 
the  bill,  which  was  rejected  last  session,  appropriating 
three  millions  of  dollsTs  for  the  defence  of  the  country 
In  case  of  a  war,  has  been  attributed  to  the  House  of 
Representatives;  and  he  thought  it  time  that  this  House 
should  make  up  an  issue  wiln  another,  as  well  on  that 
as  on  other  subjects,  and  let  at  once  the  question  be  de- 
cided, whether  the  democratic  or  aristocratic  influence 
is  to  prevail  in  this  republic.  It  had  been  asserted  iri 
another  body  that  it  was  this  House  which  had  rejected 
that  bill.  It  had  been  attempted  to  shove  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  rejection  of  that  bill  on  the  House  of  Rep. 
resentatives;  but  it  was  shamefully  untrue,  and  he  as- 
sumed here  in  his  place  the  responsibility  of  pronoun- 
cing it  false,  no  matter  from  what  source  it  came.  The 
responsibility  must  rest  on  another  body.  He  said  the 
House  was  not  responsible  for  the  rejection  of  that  bill. 
It  had  done  all  that  it  could  do,  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  to  pass  it,  and  there  were  many 
present  who  aided  and  contributed  their  mite  towards 
effecting  it.  He  had  voted  for  the  bill,  and  gave  it  his 
humble  support.  The  responsibility  of  the  rejection 
of  that  bill  could  not  justly  rest  on  this  body. 

But  (said  Mr.  B.)  1  will  return  to  the  gentleman  who 
has  just  taken  his  seat,  to  notice  a  few  more  of  his  extra- 
ordinary remarks. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  was 
for  acting  on  very  different  principles  from  that  recom-' 
mended,  by  the  Father  of  his  Country,  "  In  peace  pre- 
pare for  war."  He  thought  this  advice  came  with  pecu- 
liar applicability  at  present,  and  never  was  there  a  time 
when  this  House  or  this  nation  could  with  more  proprie- 
ty adopt  it. 

He  bad  said  that  he  did  not  wish,  nor  would  he  at  this 
time  be  drawn,  upon  a  mere  collateral  question,  into  the 
discussion  of  peace  or  war  with  France;  but  whenever 
that  time  arrived,  he  would  be  as  willing  to  meet  the 
question  as  the  honorable  member  from  South  Carolina. 
He  did  hope,  in  the  sinceritv  of  his  heart,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  peace  or  war,  would  never  be  agitated  by  this 
House  with  France.  He  had  always  hopca  and  believed 
that  the  difference  between  the  two  nations  would  be 
amicably  settled^  but  he  could  not  know  it,  and  he 
thought  it  the  part  of  wisdom,  therefore,  to  provide  for 
the  worst.  *  He  was  sorry  to  see  evidences  manifesting 
themselves  not  only  here,  but  in  another  part  of  the 
Capitol,  to  throw  every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  Govem- 
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ment;  and  he  sincerely  regretted  to  see  it  persevered 
in  with  such  pertinacity  from  a  certain  quarter.  He  be- 
lieved the  whole  efforts  of  the  party  doing  it  would 
prove,  as  heretofore  they  had,  to  be  abortive,  and  con- 
tribute more  to  expose  the  motives  of  that  party.  The 
intelligence  of  the  people  was  too  general  in  this  en- 
lightened age,  and  their  discernment. too  correct,  to  be 
misled  by  mere  abuse  and  declamation  to  the  disparage- 
ment of  one  whom  they  had  honored  with  their  highest 
confidence . 

Mr.  B.  said  that  he  deprecated  any  insidious  attacks 
upon  the  measures  of  the  administration,  so  long  as  he 
supported  it.  He  was  in  iiopes  that  gentleman  who  felt 
it  their  duty  to  oppose  it,  under  any  and  all  circum- 
stances, would  bring  in  some  measure  of  a  general 
nature,  and  not  give  vent  to  their  indignant  j^elings 
upon  every  minor  collateral  question.  He  was  satisfied, 
in  his  own  mind,  that  the  party  witli  whom  be  acted 
was  ready  and  willing  to  meet  their  adversaries  on  any 
and  every  occasion.  They  had  done  so,  and  a  verdict 
bad  been  given  by  the  people — ^yes,  the  republican  de- 
mocratic people--in  their  favor.  Yet,  (Mr.  B.  said,)  he 
had  cause  of  complaint  to  make  against  the  parly  with 
whom  he  had  acted  in  this  House;  it  was,  that  they  had 
sat  here  silently,  and  let  an  issue  be  made  Up  by  another 
body  with  the  Executive.  T^is  body,  at  which  much 
had  been  aimed  by  another,  in  another  part  of  the  Capi- 
tol, should  not  have  left  the  President  to  have  contended 
alone  against  it.  No,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  this  House  should 
faave  made  war  against  them,  as  the  true  representatives 
of  tlie  people,  and  have  met  them  in  the  very  centre  oi 
the  rotundo  of  the  Capitol,  if  necessary,  and  have  there 
decided  tite  question,  whether  the  people,  through  their 
representatives,  were  to  prevail  in  ruHn?  this  country, 
or  a  body  not  elected  by  the  people,  nor  directly  respon- 
sible to  them  for  their  conduct.  An  issue  was  now 
about  to  be  made  up  with  those  who  fancied  themselves 
beyond  the  power  of  the  people,  how  far  they  could  go 
in  defiance  of  the  public  will,  and  sustain  themselves. 
By  an  association  of  daring  leaders,  co-operating  to  sway 
public  opinion,  the  whole  republic  had  been  convulsed. 
If  they  succeeded,  in  his  opinion  the  public  voice  was 
bushed,  and  it  would  be  idle  to  talk  longer  of  our  free 
republican  institutions.  He  thought  the  time  had  nearly 
arrived,  when  it  was  necessary  that  the  people  sliould 
essay  their  strength,  and  teach  those  refractory  men  that 
their  power  was  neither  to  be  insulted  nor  put  at  defi- 
ance by  them  I  and  he  called  on  the  House,  as  the  only 
representative  body  of  the  nation— the  only  one  where 
Uie  immediate  voice  of  the  people  could  be  directly 
heard — not  to  shrink  from  its  part  of  a  responsibility  that 
was  attempted  to  be  sliuffled  off  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
Executive. 

The  Executive  had  done  all  that  the  people  had  ask- 
ed, and  it  was  their  duty  to  sustain  him,  here  and  else- 
where. Heretofore,  however,  he  Inui  been  literally 
sustained  alone  by  the  people,  and  had  proven  to  be 
almost  the  only  true  reflector  of  the  public  will. 

Here  Mr.  JARVtS  rose,  and  observed  that  he  per- 
ceivedthat  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  was  much 
exhausted;  and,  in  order  to  give  him  time  to  continue 
his  remarks,  he  moved  an  adyoummeat  of  the  Houses 
which  was  carried. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

TumsDAT,  Jahuakt  U. 
WEST  POINT  ACADEMY. 
The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Hawss^ 
of  Kentucky,  on  the  7th  instant,  was  taken  up: 

*'Rtaoloed,  That  a  select  committee  of  nine  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  what  amendments,  if  any,  are  expe- 
dient to  be  made  to  the  Uws  relating  to  Uie  Military 


Academy  at  West  Point,  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
and  also  into  the  expediency  of  modifying  the  organiza- 
tion of  said  institution,  and  also  whether  it  would  not 
comport  with  the  public  interest  to  abolish  the  same;  with 
power  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise." 

Mr.  H AWES  said  it  would  be  recollected  that,  at  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  a  committee,  consisting  of  one 
member  from  each  of  the  States,  had  been  appointed, 
and  that  committee  went  into  an  investigation  of  the  af. 
fairs  of  that  institution.  That  committee  performed  the 
duty  assigned  them,  but  their  report  was  made  at  so  late 
a  period  of  the  session  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
House  to  act  upon  it.  The  resolution  which  he  now 
submitted  varied  but  in  one  particular  from  the  one 
adopted,  raising  the  committee  of  last  year;  and  that 
was  in  reducing  the  number  of  the  committee.  From 
the  number  of  that  committee,  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  get  them  collected  for  business.  The  number  wai 
entirely  too  great.  As  this  was  a  mere  resolution  of  in- 
quiry, he  would  say  nothing  of  the  abuses  which  ext&ted 
in  that  department  of  the  Government,  but  hoped  the 
resolution  might  be  adopted  without  debate,  so  that  the 
committee  might  proceed  to  the  duty  assigned  them. 

Mr.  WARD  WELL  said  he  thought  that  this  subject 
ought  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs. He  believed  that  the  committee  of  twenty-four, 
which  was  appointed  last  session,  had  investigated  the 
subject  fully.  Their  report  was  brought  into  the  House, 
and  it  set  forth  all  the  facts  which  we  wanted  to  know. 
He  would  therefore  move  to  amend  the  resolution  so 
^hat  the  subject  might  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  SMITH  wished  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Warswell]  would  give  some  substantial  reasons 
why  the  subject  ought  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Afiars.  It  seemed  to  him  tliat  a  special  com- 
mittee ought  to  be  raised;  but  if  the  friends  of  the  in- 
stitution thought  that  a  special  committee  would  not  do 
them  the  same  justice  which  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  would,  and  thej^  would  offer  that  as  a  reason,  be 
would  withdraw  his  objections.  As  there  were  doubts 
about  the  organization  of  this  academy,  it  was  desirable 
that  a  committee  should  be  raised,  which  could  devote 
as  much  time  as  possible  in  bringing  out  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  institution.  He  believed  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs  would  not  have  lime,  although 
they  might  have  the  disposition,  to  do  the  subject  jus- 
tice. He  believed  a  special  committee  would  do  ample 
justice.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
would  withdraw  his  motion,  or  that  it  would  not  prevail. 
Mr.  BKIGGS  thought  that  the  subject  had  already 
been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  by 
the  general  resolutions  referring  the  different  items  of 
the  President's  message  to  committees,  and  therefore 
inquired  whether  the  present  resolution  was  in  order. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  present  resolution  was 
one  of  inquiry;  and  he  considered  the  reference  of  the 
President's  message  as  not  applying  to  the  case. 

Mr.  BR1GG3  then  said  he  would  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  because  be 
thought  the  subject  ought  to  go  to  one  of  the  standing 
committees.  It  had  been  said  bv  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Hawss,]  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
number  of  the  committee  of  last  session,  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  get  them  to  business.  He  thought  the 
gentleman  labored  under  a  mistake.  That  committee 
had  a  meeting  early  in  the  session,  and  appointed  a  sub- 
committee to  investigate  the  whole  matter,  and  that 
committee  went  industriously  to  work.  After  their  in- 
vestigation was  completed,  they  made  an  elaborate  re- 
port. The  committee  adopted  that  report,  which  re- 
port was  now  on  the  files  of  the  House;  and  if  gentle- 
men wished  information  from  it,  they  could  order  it  to 
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be  printed.  It  was  because  this  subject  had  been  so  re- 
cently and  thoroughly  MiTesttgated,  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  further  investigation.  He  would  vote  for 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS,  of  Illinois^  remarked  that  the  peo- 
pie  be  bad  the  honor  to  represent  in  the  State  of  Illi- 
nois, took  a  deep  interest  in  this  subject,  and  were  he 
to  remain  silent  on  the  occasion,  they  would  consider 
him  derelict  in  his  duty.  They  expected  him«  on  all 
occasions,  to  advocate  such  measures  as  would  lend  to 
reform  this  institution,  or  to  aborisb  it  entirely.  This 
was  the  reason  which  induced  him  to  rise  on  this  occa- 
sion. It  was  astonishing  to  him  (Mr.  R.)  that  gentle- 
men, friends  to  this  institution,  were  so  strenuous  and 
so  much  opposed  to  an  investigation  of  thia  subject.  If 
it  be  an  institution  founded  on  a  proper  basis,  and  con- 
ducted on  sound  republican  principles,  they  need  not 
fear  an  investigation {  if  it  be  of  this  character,  an  inves- 
tigation will  not  injure  it{  neither  time  nor  talents  can 
prevail  against  it.  But  the  great  dread  of  an  investigpL- 
tion  was  almost  positive  proof  that  there  was  something 
wrong  in  the  institution* 

Mr.  R.  said  his  honorable  friend  [Mr.  Bbiihis]  tried  to 
stifle  this  investigation,  by  his  attempt  to  satisfy  the 
Speaker  that  the  subject  was  already  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  This  was  strong  circum- 
stantial proof  that  there  was  in  this  affair  something  not 
right.  The  other  gentleman  [Mr.  Wabdwbll,  of  New 
York]  wished  to  have  the  subject  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs.  Mr.  R.  said  he  had  the 
highest  respect  for  tliat  committee;  but  some  of  them, 
and  perhaps  all  of  them,  had  already  expressed  an  opin- 
ion on  the  subject,  in  a  report  favorable  to  that  institu- 
tion; and,  from  this  consideration,  were  not  so  impartial 
as  a  select  committee  raised  expressly  for  the  occasion. 

Mr.  R.  remarked  that  an  official  investigation,  and 
that  made  known  to  the  people,  would  cause  the  insti- 
tution at  West  Point  to  wither  and  die.  Under  its  pres- 
ent organisation,  the  young  men  who  ought  not  to  be 
educated  there  were  the  exclusive  individuals  that 
were  educated*in  it;  and,  what  was  still  worse,  it  was 
made  a  kind  of  monopoly.  The  cadets  educated  there 
were  the  exclusive  officers  in  our  army,  right  or  wrong; 
they  were  the  officers  who  were  to  conduct  our  armies 
to  glory  or  disgrace;  and  it  mattered  not  what  deeds  of 
Talor  the  privates  in  the  army  might  do,  they  could  not 
rise,  as  there  were  no  places  for  them;  the  cadets  filled 
all.  A  private  soldier  in  the  war  which  seems  to  be 
approaching  us  might  do  as  noble  a  deed  aa  the  charac- 
ter of  antiquity  did  wbo  slew  Goliath;  be  still  could  not 
rise  one  foot  in  the  army.  He  would  appeal  to  the 
House  if  every  individual  did  not  expect  to  rise  by  his 
merits?  The  gentlemen,  [Messrs.  Wabdwbll  and 
Baxees,]  like  others  in  Congress,  would  expect  to  be  re- 
warded for  their  meritorious  conduct.  His  friend  [Mr. 
Baiees]  from  Massachusetts,  no  doubt,  would  be  support- 
by  his  constituents  for  his  moral  and  orderly  course  of 
conduct  in  Congress,  and  his  assiduity  to  business.  The 
same  would  apply  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Mr.  Wabdwbll.]  The  principle  was  correct  to  re- 
ward meritorious  actions,  and  an  institution  or  measures 
that  opposed  this  principle  were  in  themselves  wrong. 
Any  person  that  would  look  at  the  report  made  at  the 
last  Congress  on  this  subject  would  be  satisfied  that 
there  iraa  something  not  right  in  the  institution.  If  the 
friends  of  the  Academy  would  let  that  report  be  print- 
ed, and  officially  presented  to  the  people,  that  would 
be  satisfactory.  Mr.  R.  said  he  hoped,  under  all  the 
circumstunces,  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Wabdwbll]  would  not  prevail,  but  that  the 
subject  would  be  submitted  to  a  select  committee,  under 
the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  WARDWBLL  did  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of 
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the  House  in  discussing  a  preliminary  question,  but  his 
friend  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Rbt holds]  had  said  that  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs  had  expressed  an  opinion 
on  the  matter.  It  was  not  the  committee  of  the  last 
session  which  expressed  that  opinion,  but  the  one  pre- 
ceding that,  which  was  a  different  committee  entirely. 
The  committee  of  the  present  body  had  expressed  no 
opinion  on  the  subject.  But  it  was  very  probable  that 
some  of  those  who  would  be  on  the  select  committee 
had  expressed  opinions  adverse  to  the  institution.  The 
last  Congress  had  refused  to  print  the  report.  He  pro- 
tested against  having  so  many  select  committees  on  sub- 
jects which  ought  to  go  to  standing  committees.  He 
was  willing  to  have  the  institution  examined — yes,  pro^ 
bed  to  the  core;  but  let  it  be  done  by  the  proper  com- 
mittee. He  would  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois.  Why  was  it  that  all  this  objection 
came  from  the  western  States^  It  was,  he  thought,  be- 
cause all  persons  in  those  States  who  had  any  topograph- 
ical knowledge,  might  expect  some  employment  from 
Government,  which  business  is  now  done  by  the  gradu- 
ates of  the  institution  at  West  Point,  without  cost  to  the 
Government.  If,  however,  that  institution  was  abolish- 
ed, and  those  engineers  not  sent  among  them,  there 
might  be  some  fine  offices  for  the  young  gentlemen  of 
the  western  country.  No  wonder  that  western  gentle- 
men's constituents  were  in  favor  of  abolishing  that  insti- 
tution. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  had  a  few  remarks  to  make  on  the 
subject.  He  was  a  member  of  the  select  committee  of 
the  last  session,  and  would  say  that  it  was  not  in  the 
power  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  to  give  the 
subject  the  attention  which  it  required.  The  committee 
of  last  session  made  their  report  to  the  House,  and  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wabdwbll]  tells  us 
that  the  House  refused  to  print  that  report.  Why  did 
the  House  refused  Because  it  required  two  thirds  to 
make  the  motion  to  print,  and  the  friends  of  the  insti- 
tution rallied  around  it  and  refused  to  print.  That  gen-« 
tleman  said  that  the  West  alone  opposed  that  institution. 
He  (Mr.  H.)  knew  gentlemen  from  the  East,  South,  and 
the  North,  who  opposed  it.  That  gentleman  also  said 
that  the  young  gentlemen  of  the  West  expected  good 
offices  if  the  institution  be  abolished.  He  (Mr.  H.)  would 
be  glad  to  have  the  offices  given  to  those  who  came 
from  the  ranks  of  the  people,  and  not  to  the  sons  of 
those  were  now  in  fiigh  office.  He  hoped  and  trusted 
that  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
would  be  adopted,  and  that  a  thorough  investigation 
might  be  had. 

Mr.  HAMRR  said  he  could  not  see  what  possible  ob- 
jection there  could  be  to  the  resolution  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky.  On  one  hand  it  was  contended 
that  it  was  one  of  the  most  aristocratic,  and  on  the  other 
that  it  was  one  of  the  best  institutions  that  ever  was  es- 
tablished. Why,  then,  not  allow  us  to  collect  facta,  so 
tlMt  we  may  be  enabled  to  make  up  an  impartial  judg- 
ment on  the  subject?  A  large  portion  of  the  people  of 
the  country  believe  tltat  the  institution  ought  to  be 
abolished;  then  let  an  investigation  be  fully  had.  Mr. 
H.  would  say  a  word  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Mr.  Wabdwbll.]  He  is  mistaken;  the  people  of  the 
West  are  governed  by  no  such  motives  as  those  altribu* 
ted  to  them  by  that  gentleman.  That  gentleman  admits 
that  a  band  of  men  are  sent  out  to  fill  all  the  important 
offices;  men  who  are  the  friends  and  relatives  of  those 
who  are  in  high  station,  and  who  have  political  influence. 
The  sons  of  men  high  in  office  are  educated  at  that  in- 
stitution, and  those  men  are  sent  out  to  fill  all  the  high 
offices  in  the  western  country.  If  the  people  of  the  Mis* 
sissippi  valley  educated  their  sons  st  their  own  expense* 
why  should  they  not  be  appointed  to  those  offices?  If 
they  are  cspable,  let  them  have  the  offices.    He  object- 
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ed,  and  his  constituents  objected,  to  the  existence  of  the 
institution  in  its  present  form.  He  therefore  hoped 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  sn  investigttion. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  desired  to  make  a  few 
remarks  upon  the  subject  before  the  House;  but,  as  the 
morning  hour  had  expired,  he  called  for  the  orders  of 
the  day. 

The  notion  was  agreed  to. 

NEW  YORK  SUFFERERS  BY  FIRE. 

A  bill  from  the  Senate  for  the  relief  of  the  suflferers 
hy  fire  iu  the  city  of  New  York  was  read  twice. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  said  this  bill  was  the  same  in 
substance,  and  differed  only  in  words,  from  the  one 
which  was  reported  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  It  would  not,  therefore,  be  neceasar}'  to  refer 
this  bill  to  that  committee.  He  moved  that  it  be  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union;  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG, 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  Mr.  Conhor  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  said  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  throw 
himself  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  committee,  and  ask 
them  to  take  up  and  consider  the  bill  from  the  Senate 
fur  the  relief  of  the  sufTerers  by  the  late  fire  in  New 
York.  His  reason  fur  doing  so,  he  explained  to  be,  that 
the  whole  business  of  the  custom-house  at  New  York 
was  obstructed,  and  must  remain  obstructed  so  long  as 
that  bill  was  not  passed;  for  every  bond  due  was  lying 
over,  and  no  entries  could  be  made  until  those  bonds 
were  cancelled. 

The  bill,  he  said,  as  it  then  stood,  and  was  sent  from 
the  Senate,  did  not  embrace  that  provision  which  Itad 
before  excited  opposition  in  the  House  in  relation  to  the 
turplus  revenue.  Its  object  was  simply  to  extend  ac- 
commodation to  the  debtors  of  the  Government,  who  had 
been  unable  to  pay  their  debts,  from  the  loss  of  not  less 
than  twenty-five  millions  of  capital  in  the  city  of  New 
York.  He  therefore  moved  that  the  committee  take  up 
the  bill  from  the  Senate  in  relation  to  that  subject. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  read  from 
the  Clerk's  table,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enaeied  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  BepreaentO' 
Uvea  of  the  Untied  States  of  America  in  Congress  assem' 
bkdf  That  the  collector  of  the  port  of  New  York  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  authorized,  as  he  may  deem  best  cal- 
culated to  secure  the  interests  of  the  United  States,  to 
cause  to  be  extended  (with  the  assent  of  the  sureties 
thereon)  to  all  persons  who  have  suffered  loss  of  prop- 
erty by  the  conflagration  at  that  place  on  the  sixteenth 
day  of  December  last,  by  the  burning  of  their  buildings 
or  merchandise,  the  time  of  payment  of  all  bonds  here- 
tofore given  by  them  for  duties,  to  periods  not  exceed- 
ing three,  four,  and  five  years,  in  equal  annual  instal- 
ments, from  and  after  the  day  of  payment  specified  in 
the  bonds;  or  to  allow  the  said  bonds  to  be  cancelled, 
upon  giving  to  the  said  collector,  for  the  sums  of  the 
former  bonds,  respectively,  payable  in  equal  instalments 
in  three,  four,  and  five  years,  from  and  after  the  day  of 
payment  specified  in  the  bonds  to  be  taken  up  or  can- 
celled as  aforesaid;  and  the  said  collector  is  hereby  au- 
thorized and  directed  to  give  up,  or  cancel,  all  such 
bonds,  upon  the  receipt  of  others  described  in  this  sec- 
tion; which  last-mentioned  bonds  shall  be  proceeded 
with,  in  all  respects,  like  other  bonds  which  are  taken 
by  collectors  for  duties  due  to  the  United  States,  and 
shall  have  the  same  force  and  validity:  Provided^  That 
those  who  are  within  the  provision  of  this  section,  but 
who  may  have  paid  their  bonds  subsequent  to  the  late 
fire,  shall  also  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  this  section, 
and  that  the  said  bonds  shall  be  renewed  from  the  /day 
when  the  same  were  paid,  and  said  payments  refunded. 


Jhid  provided,  also.  That  the  benefits  of  this  section  shall 
not  be  extended  to  any  person  whose  loss  shall  not  be 
proved,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  collector,  to  have  ex- 
ceeded the  sum  of  one  thousand  dollars. 

Sec.  2.  J9nd  be  it  further  enaeied.  That  the  collector 
of  the  port  of  New  York  is  hereby  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  extend  the  payment,  in  the  manner  prescribed 
in  the  first  section  of  this  act,  of  all  other  bonds  given 
for  duties  at  the  port  of  New  York  prior  to  the  lale 
fire,  and  not  provided  for  in  the  first  section,  as  afore- 
said, for  sir,  nine,  and  twelve  months,  from  and  after 
the  day  of  payment  specified  in  the  bonds:  Provided, 
hotoever.  That  nothing  contained  in  this  act  ahall  extend 
to  bonds  which  had  fallen  due  before  the  seventeentU 
day  of  December  last. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  explained  that  the  only  variatioa 
between  this  bill  and  that  reported  in  the  House  was  aa 
to  the  limitations,  and  the  more  specific  deaignalion  of 
the  kind  of  properly  destroyed.  Under  former  acU  of 
this  character,  the  amount  of  property  destroyed  merely 
was  set  forth;  the  Senate  had,  he  thought  very  prop- 
erly, inserted  the  qualification  of  property,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  be  approved  of  by  the  House. 

Mr.  HARDIN  said,  as  the  Senate  had  mad^  the  altera- 
tion, none  would  be  entitled  to  any  benefit  who  had  not 
sustained  a  loss  to  the  amount  of  one  thousand  dollars; 
and  suflerers  to  that  extent  were  to  have  a  credit  to  the 
extent  of  three,  four,  or  five  years,  without  interest,  that 
he  understood.  But  he  did  not  understand  the  proviso 
in  the  same  clause,  because  it  appeared  to  authorize 
loaning  money  out  of  the  public  Treasury,  by  way  of 
renewing  the  old  bonds.  The  money  to  be  returned, 
without  interest,  upon  three,  or  four,  or  five  years,  upon 
the  cancelled  bonds,  was  nothing  more  nor  less,  be 
maintained,  than  loaning  so  much  money  to  the  mer- 
chanU  of  New  York  who  had  ifoods  destroyed  to  the 
amount  of  one  thousand  dollars.  The  poor  me- 
chanic, the  widow,  the  orphan,  could  derive  no 
benefit  from  this  bill.  But  he  objected  to  it  also  on 
principle.  He  wss  opposed  to  loaning  the  public  mo- 
ney, either  with  or  without  interest;  and  he  denied  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  loan  its  public  treasure  in 
this  way.  He  knew  that  bills  had  heretofore  been 
passed  for  the  relief  of  suiferers  under  a  dreadful  calam- 
ity at  Caraccas,  Alexandria,  &c.{  but  that  was  done 
under  the  impulse  of  feeling.  Could  Congress  relieve 
every  citizen  of  the  United  States,  who  might  be  over- 
come by. calamity,  or  afilicted  by  Providence?  How 
many  ships  were  lost  upon  the  ocean!  How  much  prop- 
erty lost !  And  who  ever  heard  of  bills  introduced  there 
for  relief  in  such  cases?  There  were  said  to  be  some 
fifteen  millions  of  property  destroyed  at  New  York;  but 
the  chief  loss  had  fallen  upon  the  insurance  offices,  not 
upon  the  merchants.  Probably  not  more  than  three, 
four,  or  five  millions  were  lost  by  the  merchants.  The 
gentleman  had  said  that  more  than  one  half  the  revenue 
was  collected  in  New  York— more  than  five  millions  of 
dollars.  Well,  all  that  money  remained  there,  deposited 
in  pet  banks,  and  used  for  the  benefit  of  the  merchants 
of  New  York,  without  the  Government  deriving  a  dol- 
lar's benefit.  Mr.  H.  moved  to  strike  out  the  proviso 
to  the  first  section.  He  said,  also,  he  should  move  to 
strike  out  the  second  section,  and  then  be  intended  to 
vote  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  GIDEON  LEE  said:  It  is  not  my  purpose,  sir,  to 
participate  in  the  debates  of  Congress  the  present  session; 
but  the  extraordinary  occurrence  which  has  induced  the 
report  of  the  bill  before  us,  the  very  singular  amend- 
ments proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  and  the 
deep  interest  I  feel  in  the  speedy  resuscitation  of  that  de- 
vastated city,  compels  me  to  depart  from  the  ailent  courae 
1  have  prescribed  for  myself. 

The  gentleman's  amendment  proposes,  first,  to  strike 
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out  the  proviso  in  the  first  section,  the  whole  of  the  sec- 
ond section;  and,  finally,  the  gentleman  promises,  when 
BO  amended,  to  vote  aj^ainst  the  whole  bill.  My  tLrgu- 
ments  will,  therefore,  hare  reference  to  the  whole  bill, 
and  I  promise  the  utmost  brevity.  But,  first,  I  must  dis- 
claim the  honor  of  the  biblical  title  of  Babylon,  which 
the  gentleman  has  given  to  New  York.  I  must  also  dis- 
claim the  honor  he  ascribes  to  us,  of  governing  the  four- 
and-twenty  States.  We  feel  no  such  honor;  we  exercise 
no  such  power;  and  if  the  gerttleman  means  the  State, 
which  is  not  precisely  the  basis  of  the  present  discussion, 
he  is  still  mistaken.  That  ill-fated  city,  sir,  in  a  single 
day,  by  an  act  of  God,  which  no  hnman  foresight  could 
avert,  which  no  human  arm  could  stay,  has  lost  more 
than  one  fourth  of  its  entire  assessable  personal  estate. 
That  desolated  city  stands  a  debtor  to  the  nation  in  the 
sum  of  three  million  six  hundred  and  sixty-eight  thousand 
dollars.  The  bill  before  us  proposes  not  to  forgive  the 
debt — not  to  diminish  the  principal  sum  of  the  debt-- 
not  to  jeopard  it;  it  proposes  merely  to  postpone  the 
payment  from  the  dates  of  maturity  to  the  several  dates 
.   named. 

Mr.  Chairman,  permit  m^  to  view  this  case  as  it  really 
\s:  the  nation  a  rich  and  prosperous  creditor;  the  devas- 
tated city  not  an  insolvent,  but  a  debtor  oppressed  by  a 
calamity  unparalleled  in  the  two  hurtdred  years'  history 
of  this  country,  and  rarely  equalled  in  any  age  of  any 
country.  It  has  ever  been  the  common  sense  of  mankind 
that  the  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor  imposed  mutual 
obligations  as  well  as  mutual  interests.  It  has  ever  been 
the  practice  of  mankind  in  this  relation,  under  great  ca- 
lamity and  privation  of  means  on  the  part  of  the  debtor, 
to  claim  and  receive  from  his  full-handed  creditor  not 
only  the  kind  of  relief  provided  in  this  bill— postpone- 
ment of  payment — but  advance,  moreover,  of  money  or 
other  necessaries.  Shall  we  depart  from  a  principle  of 
ethics  and  a  rule  of  practice  sanctioned  by  all  ages  and 
by  all  grades  of  men?  No,  sir,  motives  of  self-interest 
forbid  it'>-motives  of  humanity  forbid  it. 

There  is  in  the  case  under  discussion,  sir,  something 
more  than  the  mere  simple  relation  of  debtor  and  credi- 
tor between  the  parties.  There  is  in  this  case,  and  most 
btroDgly  marked,  the  nearer  and  closer  relatimi,  and  the 
stronger  obligations,  of  employer  and  agent,  of  principal 
and  factor;  and  this  debt,  sir,  has  accrued,  not  partly, 
but  wholly,  in  the  performance  of  the  duties  of  such 
agency.  It  has  been  the  policy  of  this  nation— a  policy 
so  discreet,  so  wise,  and  sound,  that  I  trust  it  may  never 
be  discontinued— to  collect  the  necessary  funds  for  the 
support  of  Government  from  masses  of  property,  prior 
to  those  minuter  subdivisions  for  the  consumption  of  the 
community,  avoiding  thereby  the  more  tedious,  the  ten- 
fold more  costly  and  more  offensive  mode  of  thrusting 
the  unwelcome  tax-gatherer  into  the  domicils  of  our  peo- 
ple, for  the  ancient  mode  of  capitation,  tithe,  or  small 
property  tax. 

It  has  been  found  the  mutual  interest  and  the  mutual 
necessity  of  the  parties,  that  the  nation  should  collect 
very  nearly  two  thirds  of  its  impost  revenue  through  the 
agency  of  the  city  of  New  Tork.  More  than  two  hun- 
dred and  sixty  millions  have  been  thus  collected  and  paid 
into  the  Treasury.  How  skilfully  or  unskilfully  this 
duty  has  been  performed  I  will  not  pretend  to  define; 
the  Treasury  records  will  give  the  answer.  I  would  not 
be  understood  to  intimate  thiit  New  York  has  paid  a 
single  dollar  from  her  own  coflPers  more  than  her  just 
quota.  Every  body  knows  that  the  consumer  of  the 
merchandise,  wherever  may  be  his  location,  is  the  ulti- 
mate payer  of  the  import  tax.  Nor  do  1  claim  that  such 
agency  has  been  profitless  or  onerous.  I  have  alreadv 
said  that  the  interests  of  the  parties  were  mutual.  My 
object  is  merely  to  exhibit  the  existing  fact,  and  to  de- 
duce from  it  the  very  cogent  argument  for  the  postpone- 


ment of  payment,  that  the  debt  we  owe  the  nation  baa 
arisen,  and  unavoidably  arisen,  in  our  relation  of  agent 
to  the  Government  in  the  collection  of  its  revenue,  which, 
by  an  act  of  God,  we  are  at  present  unable  to  pay. 
Every  body  knows,  sir,  that  the  process  of  such  collec- 
tion— and  I  will  add  the  process  of  creation,  too— of  the 
imports,  is  by  and  through  the  importation  of  foreign 
merchandise;  and  it  is  equally  well  known  that  the 
means,  and  the  only  instrument  of  the  whole  perform- 
ance, is  capital.  This  capital  is  annihilated,  or  so  greatly 
diminished,  that  gentlemen  may  be  assured  a  fearful  de- 
rangement must  ensue  unless  we  derive  large  temporary 
assistance  somewhere. 

There  is,  sir,  a  third  relation  between  this  ill-fated  city 
and  the  nation,  which  claims  strongly  her  protection.  I 
mean,  sir,  that  common  relation  which  every  great  po- 
litical or  social  community  owes  to  all  its  parts,  and  all 
its  parts  owe  to  the  whole. 

We  ask  this  relief,  then,  sir,  first,  on  the  principle  of 
our  relation  to  the  nation,  as  a  debtor  of  impaired  means, 
with  a  creditor  whose  coffers  are  over-full.     Again,  sir, 
we  ask  it  on  the  principle  of  our  relation  as  agent,  sud- 
denly bereft  of  the  very  implements  of  our  agency,  while 
our  principal  is  possessed  of  a  superabundant  supply. 
And  again,  sir,  we  ask  it  in  conformity  with  the  common, 
social,  equitable  obligation  which  a  great  and  prosperous 
community  owes  to  each  and  all  its  parts,  which,  from 
sudden  and  unavoidable  calamity,  recjiiire  such  aid.  May 
I  say,  air,  we  do  not  ask  it  in  the  spirit  of  supplication, 
humiliation,  and  alms-giving.     The  city,  sir,  though  de- 
vastated, has  yet  remaining  means.     She  is  rich  m  the 
insuppressible  spirit  of  enterprise,  and  in  the  unmitiga- 
ted industry  of  her  citizens.     She  merely  wants  tempo- 
rary aid.     She  asks  of  you  in  this  bill  the  indulgence  of 
deferring  payment  until  she  can  render  her  remaining 
means  available.     Will  the  nation  look  calmly  on,  and 
close  its  door  on  us,  while  all  around  us  elsewhere  have 
opened  their  hearts,  hands,  and  coffers  to  us?    Will  the 
frugal  but  equitable  East,  will  the  hardy  but  generous 
West,  will  the  mounting  chivalry  of  the  South,  will  the 
mobt  prosperous  nation  that  the  sun  of  heaven  ever  shohe 
on,  refuse  the  credit  which  so  many  reciprocal  interests 
and  mutual  obligations  enforce?    She  will  not;  1  know 
she  will  not.     Is  there  any  legal  or  constitutional  bar  to 
such  postponement?    None,  sir:  your  records  are  full  of 
precedents  precisely  in  point;  the  only  dissimilitude  is  in 
the  magnitude  of  the  loss  in  this  and  former  cases — the 
devastation  in  this  being  some  twentyfold  greater  than 
in  those.     Will  that  unfortunate  city  be  the  only  bene- 
ficiary of  the  measure?    By  no  means,  sir.    In  its  com- 
mercial intercommunications  with  every  part  of  the  na- 
tion, it  has  become  largely  a  creditor.    And  this  mass  of 
commercial  credit  has  been  most  frightfully  swollen  by 
the  sale  and  hypothecation  of  the  public  stocks  of  nearly 
every  State  of  the  Union.     But  now,  without  this  aid 
from  Congress,  the  sudden  abstraction  of  so  Is^ge  a  por- 
tion of  our  moveable  capital  by  the  conflagration  must, 
compel  us  to  force  our  commercial  debtors,  and  to  press 
the  return  of  a  tremendous  amount  of  stocks  to  the  sev- 
eral States  of  their  creation.    It  is  charged  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky,  as  against  the  bill,  that  the  relief 
reaches  no  other  sulferers  than  the  merchants.     He  is 
mistaken;  for  although  the  provision  is  intended  chiefly 
for  that  class,  as  the  chief  sufilerers,  and  other  aids  are 
preparing  for  other  classes  of  sufferers,  yet  such  is  the 
diffuMve  nature  of  capita),  and  such  the  laws  ruling  the 
existence,  the  formation,  and  the  blended  intercourse  of 
the  people  which  make  up  the  great  whole  of  a  dense 
commercial  city,  that  it  is  quite  impossible  to  place  cap»- 
ital  in  any  class  or  in  any  position  which  will  not  extend 
itself  beneficially  to  all.  The  laborer,  cartroan,  mechanic, 
all,  all  will  feel  the  assistance.     I  may  myself  be  bene- 
fited, who  have  been  a  mechanic  these  forty  years,  and 
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have  neither  shipi,  nor  bonds,  nor  iropotts.  But  were 
it  otherwise,  ^oald  we  withhold  it?  Are  the  merchants 
not  men?  Are  not  their  families  women  and  children? 
Are  they  not  subject  to  the  same  wants— hunger,  thirst, 
Itriefs,  dismay,  ruin— as  other  folks?  And  because  a 
merchant  has  lived  well,  and  is  now  devastated,  will  he 
feel  want  and  ruin  the  less  poignantly  on  that  account? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  detained  you  too  long.  I  have 
endeavored  to  confine  myself  strictly  to  the  argument.  I 
have  meant  to  suppress  all  unnecessary  detail.  The  pecu* 
liar  relation  I  stand  in  towards  the  sufferers  would  not 
permit  me  to  say  less.  Had  I  not  prohibited  myself,  it 
were  easy,  sir,  to  give  you  volumes  of  detailed  inaivtdual 
loss,  distress,  dismay,  more  afi*ecting  to  the  mind,  more 
appalling  to  the  heart,  than  the  great  view  of  the  deso- 
lation. 

I  think  the  bill  ought  to  pass{  I  trust  it  will  pass. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS,  of  Pennsylvania,  said,  the  only 
power  existinr  in  the  Government  by  which  this  bill 
could  pass  under  the  constitution  and  the  laws,  was  the 
relation  between  debtor  and  creditor.  He  maintained 
that  the  money  paid,  the  Government  was  not  only  bound 
to  hold  it,  but  had  no  right  to  return  it.  'Mr.  C.  should 
vote  in  favor  of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky, [Mr.  Hahdiv.] 

Mr.  YANDEKPOEL  said  that,  appreciating  and  ad- 
miring, as  he  did,  that  humane,  liberal,  and  high-mind- 
ed feeling,  which  sliould  ever  characterise  an  assembly 
composed  of  the  representatives  of  a  great  and  magnani- 
mous nation,  he  had  not  permitted  himself  to  doubt  that 
the  bill  under  consideration  would  pass,  if  there  was  no 
constitutional  objection  in  the  way  of  its  passage.  The 
greatest  calamity  with  which  the  elements  bad  ever 
scourged  any  city  on  this  continent  formed  the  occasion 
for  the  appeal  which  was  made  in  behalf  of  many  of 
the  enterprising  and  ill-fated  citisens  of  one  of  your 
commercial  cities.  The  disaster  was  one  of  unprece- 
dented violence,  and  gentlemen  should  not  too  readily 
have  startled,  if  the  remedies  proposed  had  even  exhibi- 
ted some  extraordinary  characteristics,  which  he  humbly 
conceived  that  the  provisions  contained  in  the  bill  did 
not  do.  To  call  for  chapter,  and  role,  and  precedent, 
and  section,  to  justify  means  of  relief  in  such  an  emer- 
gency, would  (he  spoke  it  with  all  due  deference)  be 
too  stoical  a  reauisition  for  the  occasion.  It  would  be  a 
libel  upon  legislation,  under  free  and  constitutional  Gov- 
ernments, for  it  would  be  virtually  saying  that,  in  legis- 
lation, the  head  could  never  approve,  what  the  heart 
most  eloquently  dictated. 

That  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  New  York  sufferers, 
frame  it  as  you  might,  would  be  opposed,  was  indeed 
to  have  been  expected.  It  was  to  have  been  expected 
that  that  jealous  vigilance  over  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  Treasury,  which,  salutary  as  it  was  in  the 
main,  so  often  detect<Ml  objections  and  bugbears  which 
its  own  creative  energies  only  produced— it  was  to  have 
been  expected  that  this  never-sleeping  principle  would, 
in  any  event,  occasion  some  opposition  to  the  bill{  but 
the  friends  of  the  bill  still  hoped  that  when  honorable 
gentlemen  came  to  weigh  all  the  arguments  and  con- 
siderations, derivable  not  only  from  precedent,  but  from 
principle,  that  could  be  urged  in  favor  of  the  bill,  they 
would  not  have  the  heart  to  give  it  their  negative^  for 
he  ftrmly  believed  that  they  would  not  have  the  argument 
of  the  heart  alone  to  justify  them  to  their  constituents; 
but  that  reason,  justice,  expediency,  and  even  prece- 
dent, should  plead  their  justification. 

Were  gentlemen  aware  that  the  statute  books  abound- 
ed with  precedents  to  justify  the  relief  proposed  to  be 
given  by  the  first  section  of  the  bill,  extending  the 
credit  upon  the  revenue  bonds?  He  bad  collected  a 
few,  and  he  believed  only  a  few,  of  the  acts  which  Con- 
gress had  passed  to  relieve  those  who  had  been  over- 


Uken  by  such  a  calamity.  In  1803,  the  town  of  Ports- 
mouth, in  New  Hampshire,  was  visited  with  a  destructive 
fire,  and  Congress  on  that  occasion  promptly  interposed 
and  passed  an  act  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers,  similar 
in  principle  to  the  first  section  of  the  bill  now  under 
consideration.  It  authorised  the  colleetor  at  Portsmoutli 
to  cancel  the  old  bonds,  and  take  new  ones,  and  to 
extend  the  credit  given  by  the  old  bonds.  In  1807,  it 
seeiQs  that  Portsmouth  was  again  visited  by  a  similar 
calamity,  and  the  like  relief  was  given  by  Congress. 
In  March,  1804»  an  act  was  passed  tor  the  relief  oif  the 
sufferers  bv  fire  in  Norfolk,  similar  to  those  which  were 
passed  in  the  cases  of  Portsmouth.  It  will  be  rceollect- 
ed  that,  in  1830,  a  fire  swept  away  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  city  of  Savannah {  and  you  will  find  in  your 
statute  book  a  similar  act  for  the  relief  of  the  Savannah 
sufferers  on  that  occasion.  Here,  then,  were  precedents 
in  abundance  to  justify  the  interference  of  this  House, 
if  there  was  any  weight  in  precedents. 

But,  by  examining  these  same  statute  books,  it  would 
be  found  that  Congress  had  not  limited  their  relief 
against  such  calamities  to  the  mere  extension  of  the 
bonds  given  for  duties,  but  had  also,  on  various  occasions, 
wholly  remitted  the  duties  on  the  goods  destroyed,  and 
that,  too»  on  a  principle  that  he  considered  to  be  entireljr 
defensible.  Under  our  system  of  indirect  taxation,  it 
was  intended  that  the  consumer  should  actually  pay  the 
duties  upon  goods  imported  into  the  country;  and  if 
those  goods  were  destroyed  before  they  went  into  the 
hands  of  the  actual  tax  payer,  it  was  right  that  they 
should  be  refunded  to  him  who  had  thus,  in  anticipation, 
paid  them  to  the  Government.  If  Congress  bad,  then, 
as  be  asserted,  on  a  variety  of  occasions  remitted  the 
duties,  and  the  principle  of  such  interposition  could  be 
supported,  he  could  imsgine  no  difficulty  in  supporting 
this  bill  on  the  ground  of  principle;  a  bill  which  did  not 
at  all  propose  to  relinquish  the  debt  to  the  Oovernraent, 
but  only  to  extend  the  time  for  payment  of  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Hakdiv,]  and 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  CaAXBBBs,]  had 
obiected  to  the  bill  because,  as  they  seemed  to  suppose, 
it  dispensed  charity.  He  (Mr.  V.)  did  not^  consider 
that  the  bill  at  all  involved  this  principle  of  charity. 
Your  great  importing  merchants  were  your  agents,  to 
bring  into  the  country  the  means  of  raising  revenue. 
You  were  the  principal.  The  arm  of  your  agent  waa 
crippled  by  a  certain  catastrophe,  which  no  human  skill 
could  etiard  against;  and  the  question  was,  whether  you 
would  let  him  sink,  and  be  disabled  from  bringing  into 
the  country  any  more  means  to  enlarge  your  revenue i 
or  whether  you  would,  by  a  little  indulgence,  encourage 
and  enable  him  to  go  on  in  his  occupation  of  enter- 
prise, and  bring  from  abroad  new  means  of  swelling  your 
Treasury.  All  gentlemen  would  agree  with  him,  that 
not  one  single  dollar's  worth  the  less  of  foreign  goods 
would  be  consumed  in  the  country,  by  reason  of  the  im- 
mense mass  of  goods  that  had  been  destroyed  in  New 
York.  The  vacuum  occaaioned  by  the  devouring 
element  must,  and  would  most  assuredly,  be  filled  up; 
not  a  coat  less  would  be  worn,  not  a  cent's  worth  of  groce- 
ries the  less  would  be  consumed.  What,  then,  would  be 
the  consequence  to  the  Government?  Why,  sir,  the 
Government  would  actually  make  money  out  of  tliat 
which  had  blasted  the  hopes  and  annihilated  the  prop- 
erty of  so  many  enterprising  individuals.  It  would 
realize  the  duty  upon  the  goods  destroyed,  upon  the 
goods  for  which  the  bonds  in  question  were  given,  and 
then  derive  an  additional  revenue  from  the  immense 
quantity  of  goods  that  must  and  wotild  be  imported  to 
supply 'the  deficiency.  The  Government  would  then 
inevitably  gain  much  by  means  of  an  event  which  had 
created  so  much  individual  distress;  and  would  we  not, 
should  we  not,  when  we  were  to  be  the  recipieots  of  so 
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much  gam,  extend  a  little  indulgence  to  our  unfortunate 
creditors?  He  humbly  conceived  that  policy  and  ex- 
pediency! as  well  as  justice,  dictated  this  course^  that  an 
opulent  individual  creditor  would,  under  like  circum- 
stances, grant  to  his  unfortunate  debtor  all  the  relief  pro- 
vided for  by  the  bill.  Suppose  a  debtor  engaged  in 
some  occupation  which  consequentially  produced  much 
jrain  to  the  creditor;  suppose  him  overtaken  by  a  severe 
calamity,  which  paralyzed  bis  energies  and  disabled 
him  without  some  relief  from  further  prosecuting  his 
business,  so  directly  profitable  to  himself,  and  so  inci- 
dentally profitable  to  the  creditor:  would  the  latter, 
air,  considering  his  own  interest,  hesitate  to  extend  his 
bond'  He  would  do  this,  and  be  apt  to  go  further,  and 
make  a  new  loan.  Self-interest,  if  no  better  motive, 
would  prompt  him  to  do  this;  and  was  the  arm  of  Gov- 
erment  so  tied  up  that  it  could  not,  in  such  a  case,  do 
for  its  own  interest  what  an  individual  would  do?  He 
did  not  believe  that  we  were  so  lamentably  impotent^. 

It  bad  been  remarked  b^  gentlemen,  that  the  proviso 
to  the  first  section  of  the  bill  was  objectionable,  because 
it  provided  for  cases  where  bonds  had  already  been  paid. 
He  did  not  consider  this  objection  at  all  sound.     If 
we  legislated  at  all,  we  should  do  it  in  such  a  way  as  at 
lesst  not  to  be  subject  to  the  imputation  of  partiality. 
'Why  should  not  those  suiferers  who  had  been  compel- 
led to  pay  their  bonds  participate  in  the  benefits  intend- 
ed to  be  secured  by  the  bill,  equally  with  those  whose 
bonds  were  unpaid?  They  had  paid,  because  they  could 
not  enter  their  goods  when  Uieir  bonds  laid  over.     Was 
this  compulsory  promptness,  this  inconvenient  abstrac- 
tion from  those  funds  which  were  necessary  to  enable 
them  to  further  prosecute  tlieir  business,  was  this  to  op- 
erate against  them?    He  hoped  and  confidently  believed 
that  the  bill  would  paw  this  House  without  amendment. 
Mr.  McKEON  said,  that  in  presenting  himself  to  the 
committee,  with  a  view  of  offering  some  remarks  in  re- 
lation to  the  subject  then  nnder  consideration,  he  trusted 
the  committee  would  find  in  the  catastrophe  which  exci- 
ted the  consternation  of  the  whole  country,  and  called 
forth  the  bill  on  the  table,  sufficient  apology  fur  his 
rising.    He  should  be  wanting  in  the  duty  he  owed  to 
the  city  which  he  bad  the  honor  in  part  to  represent, 
and  in  gratitude  to  a  constituency  which  had  for  years 
honored  him  with  their  confidence,  if,  on  an  occasion 
like  the  present,  he  did  not  endeavor  to  make  known  to 
the  committee  the  claims  of  his  fellow-citizens.    He 
confessed  that  he  was  surprised  to  witness  the  observa- 
tions made  in  opposition  to  the  measures  then  under 
consideration.    The  relief  asked  for  in  the  bill  was  so 
partial  that  he  had  hoped  no  objection  would  kiave  been 
raised;  but,  since  it  had  been,  it  was  his  purpose,  if  the 
committee  would  favor  him  with  their  attention,  to  point 
out  the  propriety  of  the  passage  of  the  bill.     An  awful 
calamitj^  had  fallen  upon  the  city  of  New  York.     It  was 
not  his  intention,  even  if  he  had  the  power,  to  attempt 
to  arouse  their  sympathies,  by  depicting  the  scenes  of 
destruction  which  now  might  be  visible  m  the  commer- 
cial emporium  of  the  Union.     It  was  not  his  intention  to 
describe  the  effects  of  a  conflagration  which  had  never 
been  equalled,  in  its  devastating  and  sweeping  fury,  on 
this  continent.     Our  public  journals  had  been  filled  with 
appalling  statements  of  the  misfortunes  of  our  mer- 
chants; with  descriptions  setting  forth  that  the  section 
of  the  city  most  devoted  to  mercantile  operations,  with 
its  hundreds  of  stores  and  warehouses,  and  its  millions  of 
properly,  was  now  a  pile  of  smoking  ruins.    The  mis- 
fortune of  New  York  was  a  national  misfortune.     This 
blow,  struck  at  the  commercial  mart  of  the  country — this 
wound,  given  to  the  very  heart  of  the  western  world— 
was  sufficient  to  paralyze  for  a  time  the  industry  of  the 
nation.    It  must  alarm  the  capitalist — it  must  dishearten 
the  manufacturer^it  roust  harass  the  agriculturist:  io  a 


word,  in  must  penetrate  into  the  roost  distant  spot,  dif- 
fusing dismay  throughout  every  portion  of  this  vast  con- 
federacy,  wherever  human  inaustry  was  active.    To 
follow  the  ramifications  of  such  an  event  was  impossible. 
Those  ramifications  were,  as  had  been  well  ezpres^ 
in  another  branch  of  this  Legislature,  so  «  complicated 
and  implicated"  that  pursuit  was  impracticable;  but  so 
Intimately  were  all  the  great  interests  of  the  country 
united,  that  the  vibration  must  be  felt  in  every  point, 
with  greater  or  lesser  influence.    If  the  smallest  pebble 
thrown  into  the  stream  of  commerce  was  sufficient  to 
disturb  the  smoothness  of  its  current,  what  must  be  the 
effects  of  a  convulsion  like  this,  which  had,  as  it  were, 
upturned  the  entire  bed  of  the  mighty  river  itself?    It 
was  a  national  calamity,  and  in  that  point  he  wished  it  to 
be  viewed.     So  far  as  relief  could  be  granted  to  the 
city,  he  was  confident  that  when  it  was  taken  into  con- 
sideration that  thousands  actively  engaged  in  business, 
consisting  of  merchants,  and  all  connected  with  them  in 
their  transactions,  had,  in  the  very  midst  of  an  inclement 
season  of  the  year,  been  thrown  out  of  employment, 
their  business  disturbed;  that  confusion  reigned  where 
but  a  few  hours  before  all  was  order;  and  that  in  the 
hour  of  affliction,  while  with  unsubdued  spirits  these 
very  citizens  were  rallying  their  scattered  force,  while 
they  were  calling  upon  the  Hercules  of  the  General 
Government  for  assistance,  yet  they  were  exerting  every 
means  to  rise  above  the  troubles  with  which  they  were 
oppressed— he  felt  confident,  he  said,  they  would  not 
refuse  the  sanction  of  tliat  committee  to  the  bill.     We 
do  not,  continued  Mr.  McK.,  in  this  bill  ask  for  a  remis- 
sion of  duties— a  question  hereafler  to  be  presented,  and 
which  he  hoped  to  see  adopted.    There  is  nothing  in 
this  bill  with  regard  to  the  surplus  moneys  of  the  Gov- 
ernment.    He  wished  gentlemen  to  understand  these 
points.     He  wished  to  remove  impressions  which  he  was 
aware  existed  in  the  minds  of  many,  in  relation  to  the 
provisioDs  of  the  bill.     The  first  section  provided  for  an 
extension  of  the  time  of  the  bonds  of  all  persons  who 
had  suffered  loss  by  the  fire  of  the  16th  of  December 
last,  for  periods  not  exceeding  three,  four,  and  five 
years,  in  equal  instalments,  from  the  day  of  payment 
specified  in  the  bonds.    It  also  provided  for  the  cancel- 
ling of  the  bonds,  upon  others  being  given  with  proper 
sureties,  payable  in  the  like  space  of  three,  four,  and 
five  years.     To  the  first  section  were  annexed  two  pro- 
visions.   The  first,  that  those  who  were  within  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act,  and  who  may  have  paid  their  bonda 
subsequent  to  the  fire,  should  be  entitled  to  the  benefit 
of  the  first  section — that  their  bonds  should  be  renewed, 
and  the  payments  made  on  them  refunded.   The  second 
provision  denied  the  benefit  of  the  sectiow  to  any  person 
wliose  loss  did  not  exceed  one  thousand  dollars.     This 
section  was  not  only  founded  upon  every  principle  of 
justice,  was  dictated  by  every  maxim  of  sound  policy, 
but  was  in  accordance  with  the  settled  practice  of  the 
country.     Nothing  novel  was  presented  in  that  part 
which  provided  for  the  extension  of  tlie  bonds.     They 
would  find  in  their  statute  book  law  after  law,  from  the 
year  1803  to  1S20,  sanctioning  the  principle  of  this  sec- 
tion.   They  would  discover  the  cases,  already  referred 
to,  of  the  sufferers  by  the  fires  which  occurred  at  Ports- 
mouth, at  Norfolk,  and  at  Savannah,  and  in  which  the 
extent  of  the  calamity  giving  rise  to  the  legislation  was 
not  to  be  compared  with  that  of  the  city  of  New  York. 
The  section  was  fortified  by  precedents,  to  which  he 
solicited  their  serious  consideration. 

The  gentlemen  from  Kentucky  and  Pennsylvania 
[Messrs.  Uabdlbt  and  Chaxbsxs]  objected  to  refunding 
the  money  already  advanced  by  the  debtors  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. We  had  no  right  to  pay  back  the  amount. 
There  can  be  no  doubt,  sir,  as  to  our  right.  The  whole 
question  is  in  our  handst    We  are  here  to  adjust  the 
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differences  between  the  Goremment  and  its  debtors. 
We  are  here  to  do  justice  towards  all  those  debtors.  So 
far  as  those  who  have  paid  their  bonds  are  concerned, 
would  it  not  be  refusine  to  them  the  kindness  which  we 
intend  to  give  to  all  debtors  of  the  Government,  if  we 
do  not  provide  for  a  future  period  of  payment?  It  would 
be  cruelty  to  take  advantage  of  their  situation,  and  hold 
the  money  they  were  compelled  to  pay,  in  order  to  fulfil 
the  law,  and  that  they  might  enter  their  goods.  If  we 
intend  to  extend  the  time,  let  us  extend  it  for  the  benefit 
of  all  who  have  suffered.  Standing  in  the  relation  of  a 
debtor  overtaken  by  a  sudden  misfortune,  the  merchant 
has  a  strong  claim  upon  the  Government,  with  an  over- 
flowing Treasury,  for  forbearance,  for  time  to  meet  the 
payments  of  his  bonds.  Is  it  prudent  to  harass  your 
debtor.^  Is  it  not  wise  to  sustain  him  in  his  eflforts  to 
obtain  the  means  of  satisfying  your  demands? 

To  the  second  section  of  the  bill,  which  provided  for 
an  extension  of  all  other  bonds  given  prior  to  the  late  fire 
for  a  period  of  six,  nine,  and  twelve  months,  he  had  an- 
ticipated objection.  To  many  it  might  appear  strange 
that  the  bill  should  extend  in  its  provisions  beyond  the 
actual  sufferers  by  the  fire.  Many  would  object  (as  had 
the  member  from  Kentucky)  to  an  extension  of  time  with- 
out the  exaction  of  interest;  and  many  might  imagine  a 
preference  would  be  given  to  the  port  of  New  York  over 
other  sections  of  the  country. 

He  (Mr.  McK.)  was  prepared  to  show  that  analogous 
cases  could  be  found  for  the  legislation  which  was  now 
a^ked  for.     Congress  had  from  time  to  time  extended 
to  the  debtors  of  the  Government,  owing  large  sums  on 
the  purchase  of  public  lands,  the  period  of  payments, 
and  had  at  length  not  only  released  the  interest,  but  also 
deducted  a  large  per  centage  of  the  principal.    Against 
such  measures  no  objection  ought  to  have  been  raised— 
it  was  part  of  a  just,  liberal,  and  sound  policy,  calcula- 
ted  to  foster  the  enterprise  and  give  an  impulse  to  the 
industry  of  a  large  section  of  country.     He  therefore 
desired  that  the  same  principle  which  had  been  adopted 
in  regard  to  the  branch  of  the  public  revenue  derived 
from  lands  should  be  extended  to  that  received  from  the 
customs.     If  there  had  been  extension  and  forbearance 
in  one  case,  he  hoped  the  same  policy  would  be  pur- 
sued in  this  instance.    No  deduction  was  solicited;  mere- 
ly further  time  for  payment.     The  fire  (Mr.  McK.  said) 
had  not  only  affected  those  whose  goods  were  destroy- 
ed, but  every  man  in  business  of  any  nature  in  the  city 
of  New  York,  and  particularly  merchants.     Their  ope- 
rations must  be  crippled  by  the  destruction  of  a  large 
amount  of  capital;  millions  upon  millions,  the  result  of 
the  labors  of  years,  the  accumulations  of  enterprise,  had 
been  entirely  annihilated,  toUlIy  abstracted,  and  the 
commercial  community  must  sufl'cr  thereby  to  a  consider- 
able extent.     The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
CHAMBxas]  remarked  there  was  no  evidence  of  the 
true  state  of  losses.    The  committee  had  no  estimate 
before  them.     He  (Mr.  McK.)  was  in  possession  of  a 
statement  from  which  some  calculation  might  be  made 
of  the  immense  amount  of  property  destroyed.     It  was 
the  result  of  the  labors  of  a  committee  which  reported 
to  a  meeting  held  In  the  city  of  New  York,  the  mayor 
presidmg,  and  from  which  it  appeared  that  the  whole 
number  of  buildings  destroyed  is  ascerUined  to  be  527, 
exclusive  of  the  Exchange  and  the  South  Dutch  Church, 
and  may  be  fairly  valued  at  $4,000,000,  which  is  a  frac- 
tion  over  $7,000  each,  and  is  generally  considered  a  cor- 
rect estimate.     As  far  as  the  committee  could  ascertain, 
les<  than  one  half  only  of  the  mercantile  houses  have  re- 
ported their  loss  in  goods  by  the  late  fire.     By  duplies- 
ting  this  amount,  ($6,557,846,)  we  have  $13,115,692, 
as  the  probable  total  sum  destroyed  in  merchandise  of 
all  ilfsciiptions.     Add   to  this  the  estimated  value  in 
buildings,  $4,000,000,  and  the  whole  loss  may  be  calcu- 


lated at  $17,115,693.  This  amount  was  far  below  the 
actual  loss;  upwards  of  twenty  millions  of  capital  bad 
been  sunk;  and  to  relieve  the  community  from  the  effects 
of  the  withdrawal  of  this  amount,  measures  must  be 
adopted,  and  without  delay,  if  the  country  did  not  desire 
to  see  a  prostration  of  a  large  portion  of  our  mercsntils 
population.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  referred 
to  the  fact  of  the  most  of  our  merchants  being  insured, 
and  the  probability  of  their  being  indemnified  by  these 
insurance  companies.  He  (Mr.  McK.)  had  been  fur- 
nished with  a  statement,  by  a  member  of  the  committee 
of  the  merchants  from  the  city,  in  whose  intelligence  be 
had  every  confidence,  setting  forth  that  there  were 
eighteen  insolvent  companies  representing  a  capital  of 
$6,850,000,  and  six  solvent  institutions  amounting  to 
$1,900,000.  These  millions,  which  performed  many 
functions  in  the  financial  operations  of  the  city,  were 
now  lost  to  the  merchants.  Under  the  present  bintc. 
ruptcy  of  the  insurance  offices,  the  merchants  must  be 
suffering.  The  payment  of  even  the  smsll  antount 
which  may  be  paid  by  the  solvent  companies  could  not 
be  calculated  upon  under  many  months,  and  during  Ihit 
period  the  insured  must  be  embarrassed  to  a  great  ex- 
tent. So  far  as  indemnity  was  concerned,  there  wu  no 
prospect.  The  remark  had  been  made,  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion,  that  New  York  was  able  to  sustain 
herself;  that  we  heard  of  no  failures,  therefore  we  were 
not  called  upon  to  act.  He  did  not  understand  that,  be- 
cause extraordinary,  he  might  say  superhuman,  eflforts 
had  been  made  to  sustain  the  credit  of  the  city,  we 
ought  to  refuse  assistance.  These  efforts,  while  they 
redound  to  the  honor  of  the  merchant,  ought  to  arouse 
us  to.  assist  men  capable  of  making  such  powerful  strug- 
gles against  misfortunes. 

Why  do  they  here  present  their  memorials?  Be- 
cause they  cherish  their  commercial  character;  because 
they  value  their  credit  as  their  very  life  blood;  because 
they  wish  to  protect  it  from  the  slightest  breath  of  sus- 
picion. They  well  know  its  mighty  efllicacy  in  giving 
wings  to  the  enterprise  of  our  citizens.  They  are  well 
aware  how  it  has  carried  onward  our  commerce,  and 
that  with  the  loss  of  that  credit  must  sink  the  high  char- 
acter which  the  American  merchant  now  sustains 
throughout  the  commercial  world.  For  these  reasons 
they  appear  here;  and  let  it  not  be  said  that  you  permit- 
ted the  honor  of  your  merchants  to  be  jeoparded  in  the 
hour  of  an  unexampled  calamity;  that  you  refused  to 
extend  to  them  the  generosity  of  the  nation.  Why  wis 
the  credit  system  originally  adopted?  To  aid  with  your 
capital  the  rising  commerce  of  the  United  States.  Your 
merchants  had  industry  and  enterprise,  but  they  wanted 
capital.  It  was  granted  to  them,  and  the  magnificent 
results  show  the  sound  policy  of  your  movements.  The 
reason  which  operated  then,  applies  with  great  force  to 
the  present  case.  Your  merchants  are  now  operating 
with  a  capital  diminished  twenty  millions  and  upwards, 
and  to  that  extent  have  a  strongclaim  upon  your  sympa- 
thies. And  now  let  me  turn  to  my  honorable  friend 
from  Kentucky,  and,  with  his  permission,  lay  before 
him  the  history  of  the  transactions  of  New  York  in  ref- 
erence to  the  General  Government.  I  wish  to  point  oQt 
to  him  the  conduct  of  that  city  in  the  collection  of  the 
public  revenue.  I  speak  not  of  the  faithful  discbarge 
of  duties  as  the  agents  for  the  collection  of  our  imposts. 
I  refer  not  to  the  immense  revenue  of  that  port  in  the 
spirit  of  exultation,  or  with  a  view  of  holding  up  to 
this  House  the  gigantic  means  derived  from  the  industry 
of  our  citizens.  1  regret  that  my  honorable  friend  has 
attempted  to  arouse  the  feeling  of  this  House,  by  repre- 
senting our  strength — our  solicitations  for  the  use  of  the 
public  treasure.  I  will  not  conceal  the  pride  1  feel  in 
the  city  of  New  York,  and  how  that  feeling  has  been 
increased  by  the  recent  display  of  energy  on  behalf 
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of  her  inhabitants.  But,  air,  the  Union  baa  a  right 
to  be  proud  of  her  alto.  She  bplonga  to  you  all*  and 
mny  injury  inflicted  upon  her  must  react  upon  the 
whole  country.  She  is  the  atorehouae  of  the  industry  of 
the  nation,  and  to  the  representatires  of  the  nation  be- 
longs the  protection  of  her  interests.  The  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  ought  not  to  blame  ua  if,  with  natural 
advantages  unequalled  upon  the  &ce  of  the  globe,  with 
a  location  commanding  an  immense  foreign  commerce, 
and  hundreds  of  miles  of  inland  communication,  our 
merchants  have  exerted  themselves  to.  advance  the 
prosperity  of  not  only  that  citv,  but  also  of  the  entire 
country.  By  an  examination  of  the  Treasury  accounts, 
the  honorable  member  would  ftnd  that  upwards  of  two 
hundred  and  sixty  millions  had  been  paid  by  the  port  of 
New  York  into  the  Treasury  of  the  Union.  A  vast  por* 
tion  of  revenue  had  been  collected  by  some  of  the  very 


men  now  applying  for  relief.  New  York  paid  annually 
two  thirds  of  your  revenue;  she  haa  been  a  faithful  and 
indefatigable  agent  in  the  collection  of  your  imposts; 
and  to  deny  her  the  request  now  made  would  be  an 
unkind  requital  for  her  conduct  towards  the  Govern- 
ment. 

The  bill  ought  not  to  be  delated.  Every  day  it  was 
postponed  added  to  the  diiBcuItiea  the  merchants  were 
now  suffering  under.  Goods  were  daily  arriving  which 
must  be  entered,  and  he  entreated  the  committee  no 
longer  to  delay  the  adoption  of  the  measure  now  before 
it,  and  to  destroy  at  once  the  fears  which  otherwise 
•might  be  entertained  of  an  unparalleled  commercial 
distresa.  Prudence  dictated  an  immediate  decision  on 
the  question. 

My  colleague  [Mr.  CAvaBiLaHo]  has  given  you  to 
understand  that  a  pressure  must  come,  and  you  ought  to 
put  these  merchants  over  it.  The  storm  waa  gathering, 
and  you  ought  to  protect  them  from  its  fiiry.  It  would 
be  well  for  the  members  to  consider  that  the  connexion 
between  New  York  and  the  whole  country  is  so  close 
that  dibtress  cannot  fall  upon  her  alone.  Credit  has 
been  given  on  the  faith  of  these  bonds  to  every  part  of 
the  Union,  and  must  be  redeemed.  If  you  insist  on 
payment  from  the  merchants,  they  must  call  upon  the 
difi*erent  sections  of  the  country.  On  the  representa- 
tives of  the  whole  nation  resta  an  awful  responsibility. 
They  ought  not  ta  add  to  the  natural  difficulties  with 
which  the  commercial  community  might  be  compelled 
to  contend.  True  it  was,  we  had  their  bonds;  but  did 
it  become  us  to  inaist  on  the  penalty  at  this  moment? 
When  the  great  master  of  the  human  heart  was  desi- 
rous of  presenting  to  us  the  character  of  an  opulent  and 
unmerciful  creditor,  he  gave  us  a  Shylock.  How  bad 
wa  all  burned  with  indignation  at  the  recital  of  the  un- 
fortunate victim  who  had  given  the  bond!  But,  sir,  he 
had,  like  our  debtors,  calculated  on  his  future  success 
to  meet  his  engagements;  he  rested  on  the  return  of  his 
rich  argosies,  wherewith  he  might  discharge  his  debts. 
But  misfortune  came  upon  him;  and  when  his  unmerciful 
creditor  insisted  on  the  penalty,  when  the  cruelty  to  be 
inflicted  was  defended  on  the  very  same  principle 
which  we  have  put  forward  on  this  floor,  that  its  non- 
fulfilment  might  establish  a  dangerous  precedent, 
whose  heart  has  not  revolted  from  even  the  sketch  of 
imagination'  Would  it  be  believed  that  we  ahould  pre- 
sent to  the  civilized  world  the  reality,  that,  with  our  cof- 
fera  overflowing  with  funds  accumulated  by  our  own 
agents,  we  should  insist  on  payment,  because  it  is  so 
nominated  in  the  bond?  You  may  insert  the  knife,  you 
may  have  your  pound  of  flesh  *<  nearest  the  heart,"  but 
you  may  be  satisfied  that  the  most  delicate  nerve  in  this 
immense  body  politic  will  grieve  under  the  operation. 
You  will  affect  the  whole  country,  which  must  inevitably 
suffer  from  such  a  policy. 

To  the  city  of  New  York  you  have  been  indebted  for 


a  large  portion  of  the  aurplua  revenue  which  you  now 
have  in  your  Treasury.  Is  it  not  sound  policy  to  give 
those  faeilitiea  which  will  permit  the  stream  of  wealth  to 

Rour  on  in  its  natural  course,  Cnow  I  trust  but  temporari- 
/  checked)  into  the  great  reservoir  of  the  nation?  Is  it 
not  sound  policy  in  you  to  inspire  the  recuperative  en- 
ergies and  to  infuse  into  the  great  body  of  the  mer- 
chants  that  confidence  which  is  the  foundation  of  credit, 
and  the  companion  of  prosperity  of  a  commercial  peo- 
ple? Believe  me,  the  aid  of  your  Treasury  will  be  re- 
turned fourfold  hereafter.  The  money  is  not  required, 
the  security  of  the  Government  is  not  diminished,  and 
you  afford  the  means  of  renovating  the  commercial  ays- 
tem.  Give  New  York  the  means  to  sustain  her  commer* 
cial  credit,  and  she  will  soon  add  to  the  riches  of  the 
public  coffers  by  her  extended  importations. 

We  may  be  told  that  in  a  queation  of  this  nature  we 
are  in  danger  of  surrendering  our  judgments  to  our  feel- 
ings. I  do  not  admit  by  the  adoption  .of  thia  bill  we 
ahould  be  committing  such  an  act,  and,  even  if  we 
did,  to  what  nobler  conqueror  could  we  yield  submission 
than  to  the  best  feeling  of  our  nature — to  the  sympathy 
for  the  sufferings  of  our  fellow-men.  The  destruction 
does  not  confine  itself  to  those  for  whose  relief  the  hill 
on  your  table  is  intended.  Would  that  our  action,  with- 
in constitutional  limits,  would  permit  us  to  encircle  all 
who  suffer  by  this  calamity — to  relieve  the  thousands 
thrown  out  of  employment — to  succor  the  infirm,  the 
aged,  and  the  helpless — to  save  from  misery  those  who 
now  must  bide  the  pelting  of  the  pitiless  storm!  Much 
do  I  regret  that,  to  borrow  the  figure  of  eloquence,  our 
kindness  must  resemble  the  sun,  which  in  iu  rising  only 
illumines  the  loftiest  eminences,  and  not  tliat  sun  in  its 
meridian  effulgence  which  diffuses  itslirht  and  warmth, 
not  only  over  the  loftiest  palace,  but  mto  the  deepest 
valley.  We  ask  not  for  charity— -for  that  charily  which 
has  already  afforded  precedents  for  noble  acts  in  the 
thousands  given  to  the  people  of  Caraccas,  and  to  the 
people  of  New  Madrid.  I  will  not  refer  to  cases  to 
show  how  former  legislation  has  not  been  remiss  in  the 
execution  of  the  duties  of  philanthropy;  but  while  I 
point  to  these  cases,  and  ask  you  to  not  even  advance  so 
far,  but  to  afford  us  cold,  unfeeling  justice,  to  relieve 
the  distresses  of  our  community,  1  do  hope  this  will  not 
be  denied  to  us. 

Let  it  not  be  supposed  .that  this  is  a  mere  local  ques- 
tion. 1  feel  confiaence  in  appealing  to  the  various  in- 
terests which  are  here  represented:  to  the  manufac- 
turer and  mechanic,  the  profiuble  result  of  whose  labor 
depends  much  on  the  capacity  and  integrity  of  the  mer- 
chant; to  the  agriculturist  who,  although  his  main  de- 
pendance  is  upon  the  soil,  is  aware  that  the  value 
of  that  soil,  and  the  products  of  that  soil,  must  be  in- 
creaaed  by  his  sustaining  the  prosperity  of  our  commer- 
cial interests.  The  various  industries  of  the  country  are 
so  interwoven,  and  depend  so  much  upon  each  other,  that 
it  IS  the  duly  of  all  to  uphold  such  as  may  be  in  danger. 
The  influence  of  commerce  is  not  only  felt  in  particu- 
lar points.  To  its  invisible  power  not  only  the  magnifi- 
cent cities  with  which  our  seacoast  ia  studded,  but  the 
most  remote  hamlet4n  the  Union,  may  attribute  their 
prosperity  and  advancement.  The  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  aaks,  who  are  these  merchants?  Will  he  per- 
mit me  to  answer  him  by  remarking  that  they  are  his 
brethren,  protected  by  the  constitution  of  our  country, 
which  extends  its  blessings  to  every  citizen;  that  consti- 
tution which  provides  that  into  your  hands  shall  be  given 
the  care  of  the  interests  of  commerce?  And  for  whom 
do  I  ask  the  sympathy  of  this  committee?  For  men 
whose  industry  is  ever  active,  whose  talent  is  unsurpass- 
ed, men  who  are  strongly  identified  with  the  interests 
of  the  country,  who  have  ever  been  foremost  in  works 
of  kindness,  and  whose  philanthropy  has  been  extended 
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to  the  unfoHuimte  of  erery  elime.  I  clataii  it  for  tboM 
whoM  fpirita  are  unbroken  and  energies  uneruthed 
Miid  the  mint  of  their  detolftte  Rialtoi  I  Mk  it  for  thoM 
who  have  carried  the  glory  of  the  American  name  and 
the  fruita  of  American  labor  into  the  most  distant  por- 
tions of  the  eaKh.    For  such  men  I  cUim  it. 

But  a  few  days  since  and  bnt  one  feeling  was  in  this 
House.  The  glow  of  sympathy  was  visible  in  every 
quarter.  I  was  indulging  the  hope  that  relief  would  be 
instantaneously  afforded.  The  whole  country  seemed 
to  be  alive  to  the  consequenoes  of  the  catastrophe.  I 
cannot  forego  this  opportunity  which  is  here  afforded 
me  of  offerinr  my  thanks  to  those  communities  which 
have  espresMd  their  kind  feelings  in  behalf  ofNew  York. 
To  tbetr  Representatives  on  this  floor  1  cannot  but  ssy 
that,  however  my  constituents  may  want  in  me  one  who 
can  give  competent  expression  to  the  deep  feeling  of 
gratitude  which  the^  entertained  for  the  generous  senti- 
ments sent  forth  from  every  quarter  in  their  behalf, 
tltey  msy  rest  sssured  that  their  kindness  hss  not  been 
extended  to  those  who  are  cold  or  insensible  of  its  vslue, 
or  by  whom  it  will  soon  be  forgotten. 

I  (rusty  sir,  that  the  warm  feelings  of  sympathy  express- 
ed on  every  side  sre  not  dying  sway  with  the  sounds 
which  carry  to  the  f^Khermost  bounds  of  our  coun- 
try the  report  of  this  awful  calamity.  The  tumultu- 
ous noise  is  still  breaking  over  the  land;  but  it  is 
echoed  back  into  these  halls,  in  the  shspeof  the  reso- 
lutions calling  upon  the  Representatives  of  a  generous 
people  to  sustain  the  commercial  metropolis  of  the 
Union.  Confident  I  am  it  will  be  heard  before  long 
from  beyond  the  Allegliany,  calling  upon  my  frten<£ 
from  Kentucky.  Let  us  obey  that  voice,  which  speaks 
to  us  in  tones  of  comfort  for  the  distressed,  which  tells 
us  to  aid  in  the  cause  of  our  afflicted  merchants,  and  to 
allow  commerce  once  more  to  pursue  her  course.  It 
does  not  become  us  to  refuse  sssistance  to  that  gallant 
vessel  which,  in  the  hour  of  misfortune,  has  been  over- 
taken by  this  sudden  tempest—- she  still  sppesrs  above 
the  wave,  with  shattered  spars,  and  riven  with  lighten- 
'"ff*  7^^  bearing  upon  her  deck  a  noble  crew,  whose 
energies  are  unchecked,  and  hopes  unbroken,  amid  the 
darkness  of  the  storm,  and  struggling  to  preserve  their 
bark  from  the  yawning  gulf.  Must  they  be  deserted  in 
such  an  hour?  Must  they  perish?  Will  you  extinguish 
the  lifi'ht  which  hss  been  shining  here,  cheering  them 
in  their  struggle,  towards  which  they  have  turned  their 
anxious  eyesr  Let  it  not  be  said  that  you  hesitated  to 
extend  the  indulgence  of  the  nation  to  the  unfortunate; 
that  commerce  had  made  her  appeal  in  these  halls  to  the 
Representatives  of  a  generous  people,  to  those  intrust- 
ed with  the  guardianship  of  her  interests,  and  that  her 
appeal  was  denied.  Let  it  not  be  said  that  an  Ameri- 
can Congress  refused  to  American  merchants  forbear- 
ance. 

Mr.  PICKENS  said  he  deeply  regretted  the  public 
calamity  that  had  prompted  the  chairman  of  the  Corn- 
man  of  Ways  of  Mesna  to  propose  the  bill  upon  the  ts- 
ble.  Mr.  P.  said  nu  gentleman  in  the  House  could  feel 
more  sympathy  for  that  noble  city,  the  pride  and  the 
ornament  of  this  confederacy,  Sb  far  as  commercial 
wealth,  prosperity,  and  enterprise,  are  concerned.  To 
see  her,  to  a  great  extent,  laid  in  ashes  and  ruins,  is 
enough  to  call  up  all  the  charitable  feelings  snd  kind  emo- 
tions of  the  human  heart;  but  (said  Mr.  P.)  we  stand 
here  not  to  pass  measures  that  may  constitute  prece- 
dents important  to  the  future  welfare  of  a  common 
country,  from  the  mere  impulses  of  feeling  and  sympa- 
thy. We  atand  here  to  exercise  certain  great  trusts,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  this  confederacy,  which 
trusts  sre  regulated  and  defined  by  the  great  provisions 
of  the  constitution.  He  said  he  did  not  intend  to  press 
the  srgument  out  elaborately,  but  begged  to  refer  to 


two  provisions  of  the  constitution:  First,  **A1I  duties^ 
imposts,  and  excises,  sbaU  be  uniform  tfirougfaoot  the 
United  Statea;"  and,  secondly,  <<  No  preference  sbaU 
be  given,  by  any  regulation  of  commerce  or  revenue,  to 
the  ports  of  one  State  over  those  of  another,"  &c.  Mr. 
P.  said  that  an  easential  element  in  the  amount  and  reg- 
ulation of  duties  was  time  and  indulgence  upon  the  rev- 
enue bonds;  if,  for  instance,  three,  four,  and  five  yeara 
were  given  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and  only  six  months 
in  Boston,  he  spprehended  that  thia  would  be  not  only 
a  violation  of  the  spirit  but  the  letter  of  the  constitution. 
He  remarked  that,  in  reply  to  this,  the  argument  might 
be  that  this  was  not  a  regulation  of  revenue  or  a  reve- 
nue law;  but  he  contended  that  if  thia  preference  could 
not  be  given  directly,  in  the  firat  instance,  it  could  not 
be  done  indirectly  afterwards;  for  this  would  involve 
us  in  the  sdditional  difficulty  of  passing,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, an  ix  post  fado  ;law.  If,  after  a  revenue  law  be 
passed,  operating  under  the  provisions  of  the  constitu- 
tion equally  in  every  port  and  on  eveiy  claap,  you  by 
law  then  vary  ita  operations,  and  grant  indulgencea  and 

C references,  you  in  fact,  for  all  practical  purpooes,  vio- 
ite  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  Mr.  P.  said  that,  as 
to  the  different  precedents  that  had  been  referred  to 
in  the  practice  of  the  Government,  it  was  matter  of  in- 
difference to  him,  as  the  action  of  no  precedtng  Congress 
could  have  any  great  weight  on  the  present  Congress  in 
its  constittttimuil  opinions  on  any  subject.  So  far  as  mere 
expediency  was  involved,  then,  the  precedents  of  for- 
mer Congresses  might  be  referred  to  aa  envied  to  con- 
siderstion. 

He  continued,  thst  the  Treasury  agents  might  and 
had  extended  indulgencea  on  bonds;  but  it  was  upon 
the  principle  that,  if  they  were  pressed,  the  amount,  or 
part  of  it,  might  be  passed  to  the  Treasury;  and,  if  in- 
dulged, the  whole  might  finally  be  paid.  Thia  was  ex- 
ercising a  aound  discretion,  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
our  fiscal  affairs,  for  the  advantage  of  the  Treasury,  but 
not  with  a  view  to  benefit  the  debtor.  Mr.  P.  aaid  that 
in  all  such  cases  the  circumitsnces  with  which  it  was 
connected  made  the  law  of  that  particular  case,  and  the 
discretion  of  the  Treasury  officers  was  to  be  exercised 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Government.  But  (said  Mr.  P.) 
here  you  propose  a  general  law,  for  the  benefit  of  a 
whole  class  in  a  particular  port,  not  extended  to  other 
ports,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  Treasury,  but 
svowedly,  ss  its  title  purports,  **  for  the  relief  of  the 
sufferers  by  fire  in  the  city  of  New  York."  This,  Mr, 
P.  ssid,  he  apprehended  was  a  perversion  of  the  pow- 
ers of  this  Government.  He  said  that  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  McKxoir]  ha^  referred  to  the 
case  of  Caraccas,  when  this  Government  sfforded  re- 
lief in  a  public  calamity;  but  that  stood  on  different 
principles.  As  far  as  the  foreign  intercourse  and  rela- 
tion which  exists  between  us,  as  one  people,  and  other 
nations,  this  Government  is,  in  a  great  measure,  unlim- 
ited. There  are  certain  duties  which  we  owe  as  a  uni- 
ted people  amongst  the  family  of  nations,  which  duties 
sre  to  be  performed  by  this  Government,  defined  and 
laid  down  by  treaties,  and  regulated  by  the  admitted 
precepts  of  national  law.  Mr.  P.  aaid  that,  even  in  the 
case  of  Caraccas,  he  would  not  have  voted  the  relief, 
as  he  doubted  whether  -  alms-doing  and  chanty  could 
legitimately  be  included  amongst  the  laws  of  nationa, 
particularly  amongst  those  nations  under  limited  and 
constitutional  Governments.  There  wss,  however,  an 
obvious  distinction  between  the  esse  of  Caraccaa  and 
affording  relief  by  extending  credita  on  custom-booae 
bonds  to  a  certain  class  in  a  certain  port,  which  ia  not 
extended  equally  to  all  other  ports.  Mr.  P.  said  that, 
in  the  case  of  Alexandria,  it  was  unconstitutional,  aa 
the  Government  had  no  power  to  appropriate,  except 
from  a  local  Treasury,  In  such  a  casei  the  general 
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Treasury  being  Tor  f?cneral  purposes  under  the  specific 
grants  of  the  con&titution. 

Mr.  P.  continued,  that  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Vahbbbpoil]  had  said  this  calamity  extend- 
ed its  effects  inlo  all  the  ramifications  of  commerce 
throughout  the  various  interests  of  the  country.  This 
(said  Mr.  P.)  is  true^  and,  according  to  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  the  gentleman,  tltat  tlie  consumer  paid, 
if  we  are  to  follow  out  this  principle,  then  the  merchant 
of  Cincinnati,  who  had  received  his  goods  through  the 
importers  of  New  York,  and  should  be  so  unfortunate 
as  to  lose  them  b^  fire  or  otherwise,  would  have  pre- 
cisely the  same  claims,  in  Justice  and  principle,  for  re- 
lief from  this  Government,  as  those  embraced  in  the 
present  bill.  He  has  paid  the  duties  in  his  purchases  from 
the  importer,  or  perhaps  he  may  be  the  importer  him- 
self; and  if  relief  is  to  be  afforded  in  one  case,  the  same 
justice  should  afford  it  in  the  other.  Mr.  P.  said,  un- 
der such  a  principle,'  there  was  not  a  town  or  village  in 
any  State  of  the  confederacy  that  could  not  have  the 
same  claims  upon  the  aid  of  this  Government.  Any  in- 
terests Injured  by  the  visitations  of  Providence  would 
claim  your  relief,  and  there  could  be  no  bounds  or 
limits  as  far  as  equal  justice  is  concerned,  to  such  a 
precedent)  it  would,  in  fact,  make  this  Government  the 
great  insurance  office  for  this  whole  Union. 

Mr.  P.  said  that  the  experience  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment was  against  extending  relief  in  such  cases,  by 
altering  the  custom-house  or  revenue  laws^  except  in 
specific  cases  laid  down  and  incorporated  into  the  gen- 
eral law  at  the  time  of  its  passage.  Ever  since  the 
great  fire  in  T.ondon,  the  practice  bad  been  to  issue  ex- 
chequer bills,  or  make  specific  grants  from  the  Treasu- 
ry! but  not  to  vary  the  revenue  laws.  Mr.  P.  said,  if 
the  experience  of  England  had  found  this  course  inex- 
pedient, surely  it  becomes  us,  under  our  limited  Gov- 
ernment, to  avoid  a  practice  or  precedent  which  she 
has  abandoned. 

Mr.  P.  said  this  bill  proposes  relief  to  merchants 
alone,  while  the  heaviest  losses  fall  upon  the  insurance 
companies t  their  capital,  as  he  understood,  aroounied 
to  about  #9,000,000,  and  perhaps  the  most  of  it  was 
swept  off  by  these  very  merchants  who  had  their  goods 
insured.  The  effect  of  this  would  be  to  extend  relief 
to  those  who  might  have  suffered  least,  while  it  with- 
held from  those  who  suffered  most,  and  perhaps  de- 
served most,  as  the  capital  in  these  insurance  offices 
might  belong  to  the  widow  and  the  orphan. 

Mr.  P.  continued,  and  said  that  that  proviso  which 
provided  for  a  restoration  from  the  Treasury  of  the 
amount  of  certain  bonds  paid,  and  indulgence  granted 
on  the  amount,  was  clearly  unconstitutional,  as  this  was 
money  in  the  Treasury,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  and 
could  not  thus  be  drawn  back,  as  a  loan,  without  inter- 
est. Mr.  P.  would  not  go  into  a  calculation  of  the  ben- 
efits New  York  had  received  from  the  immense  amount 
of  deposites  made  in  her  banks  for  the  last  year  or  two, 
M  this  was  not  the  time,  under  the  unfortunate  cireum- 
•tancet  of  the  case,  to  calculate  that.  He  said  his  ob- 
jections were  upon  eonstitutional  grounds;  and,  he 
would  repeat  again,  that  he  regretted  he  could  not  vote 
for  the  bill.  When. he  lookra  to  that  noble  city,  and 
thought  of  her  wealth  and  commerce,  he  felt,  as  every 
man  ought  to  feel  who  had  the  heart  of  an  American, 
the  kindest  emotions  of  sympathy  for  her  calamity,  and 
deep  regret  for  her  loss.  When  he  remembered  her, 
not  in  the  history  of  the  present  day,  but  in  1765,  when 
she  received  the  first  meeting  ever  held  by  a  portion  of 
these  colonies  to  resist  British  aggression;  when  he  re- 
membered her  as  connected  with  some  of  the  most  con- 
secrated scenes  of  our  Revolution,  he  felt  every  dispo- 
sition to  follow  the  impulses  of  his  heart  rather  than  the 
•ound  dictates  of  his  judgment.    He  had  given  the  rea- 
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sons  that  would  influence  him  in  his  vote,  and  that  was 
all  he  desired. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  replied  to  Mr.  Hardiit. 
He  had  hoped  that  this  bill  would  have  been  discussed 
without  sectional  feeling.  The  people  of  New  York  did 
not  come  to  ask  for  charity  at  the  hands  of  that  House. 
They  asked  only  for  common^  simple,  plain  justice,  not 
for  charity;  for  that  common  justice  meted  out  to  every 
other  part  of  the  country.  Mr.  M.  defended  the  course 
that  had  alwavs  been  pursued  by  the  State  of  New  York, 
for  her  liberal  policy  and  generous  and  enlightened  prin- 
ciples; because,  from  her  geographical  situation,  abe 
was  the  largest  Commercial  State  in  the  Union,  it  did 
not  follow  that  she  should  not  have  justice  done  to  her. 
The  bilt  under  consideration  proposed  no  bounty,  as  in 
the  case  of  Caraccas,  but  provided  nothing  more  than 
she  had  a  right  to  ask,  and  what  was  as  much  for  the 
interest  of  the  country  generally  as  for  New  York.  Mr. 
M.  defended  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  and  replied  at 
length  to  Mr.  Hahdiit.  Mr.  M.  said  it  was  well  known 
that  the  larger  share  of  the  banking  capital  of  the  gen- 
tleman's own  State  came  from  New  York. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  said  he  felt  a  warm  sentiment  for 
the  people  of  New  York,  and  he  was  prepared  to  give 
them  relief.  He  was  prepared  to  remit  the  duties  on 
goods  actually  destroyed  by  fire,  and  that  he  believed  to 
be  the  only  relief  that  ought  to  be  granted.  He  did  not 
look  upon  the  importing  merchant  as  paying  the  duties. 
The  consumer  paid;  the  importing  merchant  was  the 
mere  agent  of  the  Government.  Duties  were  generally 
an  advantage  to  the  latter,  who  invariably  pay  more  for 
the  imported  goods  in  proportion  to  the  tax  levied  upon 
them.  Believing  the  measure  he  had  indicated  to  be 
the  only  relief  that  ought  to  be  afforded,  he  should  vote 
against  this  bill  in  every  step,  but  the  other  he  would 
cheerfully  sustain,  or  he  would  vote  for  this  bill  if  it  was 
modified  according  to  what  he  considered  the  only  prop- 
er mode  of  relief. 

Mr.  BEARbSLEYdid  not  believe  there  was  any  con- 
stitutional objection  to  this  bill.  Mr.  B.  read  the  two 
clauses  of  the  constitution  before  referred  to,  and  argued 
that  there  was  no  inequality  or  local  preference  given 
to  New  York  by  this  bill.  Neither  the  remission  of 
duties,  nor  an  extension  of  time  for  their  payment,  ap- 
plied to  the  prohibition  of  that  instrument.  The  consti- 
tution applied  to  the  law  imposing  the  duties:  that  they 
"shall  be  uniform;"  and  that  no  preference  was  given 
by  this  bill  to  the  port  of  New  York  over  any  other. 

Mr:  SUTHERLAND  referred  to  the  case  of  a  law 
passed  several  years  ago,  relative  to  certain  importations 
in  the  port  of  Charleston,  South  Carolina,  by  which  a 
duty  of  ten  cents  tonnage  was  imposed  on  all  ships  en- 
tering that  port.  This  case  he  adduced  to  show  tliat  fur 
a  long  time  past  Congress  had  been  in  the  habit  of  pass- 
ing laws  with  regard  to  local  regulations  of  duties  and 
tonnage.  By  the  law  Mr.  S.  referred  to,  the  city  council 
of  Charleston  were  authorized  to  impose  a  duty  of  ten 
cents  a  ton,  for  the  temporary  relief  of  the  sick  there,  &c 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  was  Ui  favor  of  the  bill,  and  intended 
to  vote  for  it.  He  gave  a  history  of  the  law  cited  by 
Mr.  SuTBXBLARD,  whtch  he  said  was  passed  to  authorize 
the  city  council  of  Charleston  to  complete  a  federal 
work  they  had,  from  patriotic  and  benevolent  motives, 
undertaken  at  their  own  cost. 

Mr.  EVERETT  moved  that  the  committee  rise  and 
ask  leave  to  ait  again.  Agreed  to;  and  the  House  then 
rose,  and  at  a  quarter  to  four  P.  M.  adjourned. 

FbIDAT,  JAS0A.11T  15. 

WEST  POINT  ACADEMY. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Hawes, 
of  Kentucky,  on  the  7tli  instant,  was  taken  up: 
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*'IUaoioedt  That  a  aelcct  cominittee  of  nine  be  ap* 
pointed  to  inquire  whar  amendments,  if  any,  are  expe- 
dient to  be  made  to  the  laws  relating  to  the  Military 
Academy  at  West  Point,  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
and  also  into  the  expediency  of  modifying  the  organiza- 
tion of  said  institution,  and  also  whether  it  would  not 
comport  with  the  public  interest  to  abolish  tbe  same;  with 
power  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise.*' 

The  question  pending  was  the  amendment  of  Mr. 
M'akbwbll,  proposing  to  substitute  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  for  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  said  he  intimated  yester- 
day, when  this  resolution  was  under  consideration,  that 
he  desired  to  say  a  few  words  upon  it.  In  the  first  place, 
be  wished  his  colleague  to  withdraw  his  amendment  to 
refer  the  subject  to  a  standing  committee,  and  to  suffer 
it  to  undergo  the  investigation  of  a  select  committee. 

In  rej^ra  to  this  institution  (Mr.  M.  said)  there  was  a 
great  disparity  of  opinions,  and  the  subject  was  one  of 
very  considerable  interest  to  the  State  he  had  the  honor 
in  part  to  represent.  It  was  also  of  considerable  interest 
to  the  various  States  surrounding  this  institution,  and  he 
found,  to  his  surprise,  during  the  last  session,  a  strong 
disposition  manifested  by  that  portion  of  the  representa- 
tives coming  from  those  States,  thus  located,  to  maintain 
this  institution  in  everyone  of  the  charf^s  made  against  it. 
At  the  last  session  of  Congress  a  committee  of  twenty-four 
members,  consisting  of  one  from  each  State,  was  raised, 
on  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
Hawks.]  to  investigate  tbe  affairs  of  this  institution. 
That  committee  appointed  a  sub-committee,  whose  labors 
had  not  been  yet  officially  promulgated  to  this  House  or 
to  the  country.  He  had  the  honor  to  be  a  member  of 
that  committee  of  twenty-four,  but  not  of  the  sub-com- 
mittee; but  4ie  concurred  partially  with  the  views  con- 
tained in  that  report,  which  was,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
an  elaborate  examination  of  tbe  institution  from  its  earliest 
time.  He  knew  that  in  doing  so  he  incurred  some  censure 
from  a  portion  of  his  own  State «  but  be  never  had,  and 
never  would,  flinch  from  any  important  duty  he  felt  it 
incumbent  upon  him  to  perform  there. 

Mr.  M.  said,  in  tbe  examination  of  the  transactions  of 
this  institution  be  had  found  much  to  censure.  He 
believed,  if  its  friends  on  that  floor  would  take  the  t^ble 
to  investigate  it  in  tbe  sane  way  tbe  committee  did  last 
year,  they  would  find  more  to  censure,  in  tbe  princi- 
ple of  the  establishment,  than  they  were  aware  of.  He 
knew  very  well  that  it  was  necessanr  to  have  military 
officers;  they  were  highly  useful  at  all  times.  But  that 
was  not  the  injiuiry  at  present.  The  in(|uiry  was, 
whether  this  institution  should  continue  under  its  present 
organization.  Now,  there  were  abuses  in  this  institution 
developed  in  that  report;  abuses  of  a  character  that 
would  not  find,  he  presumed,  a  single  advocate  on  that 
floor,  when  they  came  to  be  promulgated. 

In  his  opinion,  said  Mr.  M.,  the  principle  on  which 
tills  institution  was  established  and  organized  was  utter- 
ly inconsistent  with  the  principle  of  all  the  other  institu- 
tions in  the  country.  But,  because  he  thought  so,  he 
did  not  therefore  desire  to  see  its  extermination.  It  was 
at  variance  with  all  our  other  institutions,  because  it  was 
exclusive*  It  formed  the  only  avenue  by .  which  the 
people  of  this  country  could  approach  th^  offices  of  tbe 
army.  It  was  the  gate-way,  and  the  only  gate-way,  by 
which  any  citizen  of  this  country  could  reach  tbein; 
and  that  was  not  right. 

It  was  again  objectionable  to  Mr.  M's  mind,  because 
he  eould  perceive  no  reason,  he  never  had  perceived 
any  reason,  why  a  single  individual  out  of  any  part  of 
this  Union  should  be  selected  by  a  member  represent- 
ing that  district  upon  this  floor,  to  be  educated  exclu- 
aively  at  the  public  expense,  although  he  knew  gentle- 
men would  say,  as  they  had  heretofore  said,  that  this 


was  necessary,  in  order  to  acquire  the  best  amount  of 
military  information  In  the  country.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  it  was  necessary  to  have  this  information  in  the 
country,  both  in  time  of  war  and  in  time  of  peace;  but 
could  it  not  be  secured  by  some  other  means?  There 
was  no  reason  why  one  individual  sliould  be  taken  and 
educated  at  the  public  expense.  But  besides  the  prin- 
ciple, what  was  it  in  practice?  Why,  we  saw  individuals 
continually  pressing  the  Government  in  every  quarter 
for  admission  into  this  institution,  to  be  educated  pro- 
fessedly for  the  military  service,  but  very  frequently, 
too  generally,  with  the  secret  design  in  their  hearts 
of  devoting  themselves  to  the  civil  pursuits  of  society. 
This  was  another  ground  of  objection  in  his  mind,  even 
if  tlie  institution  bestowed  the  military  education  re- 
quired, because  you  sent  a  young  man  there  with  a 
muid  in  his  heart;  and  tbe  course  of  education  unfitted 
him  for  the  performance  of  those  duties  incumbent  up- 
on civil  life.  You  sap  and  destroy  tbe  foundations  which 
should  form  the  basis  of  liis  future  course.  Moreover, 
the  system  was  just  such  a  system  ss  prepared  a  young 
man/  not  for  civil,  but  for  a  military  life;  and  the  first 
thing  he  had  to  do  was  to  unlearn  almost  evci7  thing 
he  had  learnt  there.  These  were  some  of  the  objectiona 
that  presented  themselves  to  his  mind.  I'he  objection, 
however,  to  selecting  an  individual  out  of  a  popuUtion 
of  47,700,  and  educating  him  at  the  public  expense, 
was  one  that  he  never  had  seen  satisfactorily  answered* 
for  it  could  nut  be  answered. 

But,  said  Mr.  M.,  gentlemen  might  a&k  him  what 
system  could  be  adopted  by  this  Government,  in  regard 
to  that  institution,  so  as  to  procure  that  degree  of  mili- 
tary education  they  all  agreed  as  requisite  and  neces- 
sary. Why,  he  thought  it  very  simple  indeed.  He 
granted  that  it  was  necessary  this  profession  should  be 
in  the  countr}'  at  all  times.  But,  in  granting  this,  he 
did  not  grant  that  it  should  be  procured  by  the  means 
then  existing.  He  would  do  this,  and  there  stop.  He 
would  support  an  institution  like  that  at  West  Point, 
established  perhaps  on  somewhat  similar  principles,  and 
provide  that  the  Goyemment  should  erect  all  the  neces- 
sary buildings,  and  establish  the  profenorsbips,  which 
should  be  supported  at  the  expense  of  the  Government, 
and  there  he  would  stop.  He  would  leave  it  open,  as 
every  other  institution  of  the  country  was  of  a  literary 
character.  He  would  do  away  entirely  with  the  privi- 
leges  which  the  present  institution  conferred  upon  the 
individuals  who  had  passed  ihroogh  it.  He  would  leave 
the  offices  of  the  army  open  to  honorable  competition, 
so  that  those  best  qualified  should  be  selected,  by  what- 
ever means  they  had  acquired  their  military  knowledge. 
This  would  excite  a  proper  competition,  and  the  cxNin- 
try  would  be  benefited  by  it,  and,  in  his  judgment, 
better  served  than  at  present.  He  could  see  no  reason 
why  a  man  educated  at  this  institution  should  be  more 
peculiarly  fitted  for  the  offices  of  the  army  than  any 
other.  What  did  experience,  what  did  history  show? 
Was  it  not  that,  whenever  the  country  required  the 
exercise  of  those  powers,  that  individuab  possessing  them 
were  always  found  and  elected  by  their  confederates  to 
defend  their  country  ? — and  those  made  the  very  best 
officers.  It  surely  did  not  follow^  that  because  a  youn^ 
man  was  educated  at  West  Point,  or  in  the  military 
schools  at  Paris,  that  he  therefore  possessed  more 
courage  than  any  other. 

As  tbe  thing  then  stood,  and  as  the  report,  when  it 
came  to  be  promul^ted,  (which  he  hoped  it  would,) 
would  show,  this  institution  cost  the  country  by  far  too 
much  for  the  education  of  these  young  men.  Whether 
it  sprung  from  abuse  or  not,  such  was  the  fact,  when 
they  looked  at  the  utility  produced  by  the  ^xpemUlure. 
This,  taken  in  connexion  with  another  fact,  offered  an 
I  additional  ground  of  objection  to  the  institution  as  it  then 
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ezitted.  If  Mr.  If.  recollected  the  report  rtght,  it 
proved  that  not  more  than  two  out  of  fire  of  all  the  per- 
sons who  ever  entered  the  institution  had  staid  there 
lon|^  enough  to  graduate,  and  not  two  out  of  ftve  who 
bad  graduated  ^ever  entered  the  army.  And  when  it 
was  recollected  that  not  two  out  of  fire  who  entered  the 
army  staid  in  it  more  than  two  years,  he  thought  it  eon- 
chisive  that  the  utility  of  the  institution  was  not  com- 
mensurate with  its  expenditure,  if  Mr.  M*9  memory 
served  him  right,  the  report  showed  that  every  graduate 
coming  from  that  institution  had  cost  the  United  States 
more  than  five  thousand  dollars  within  the  last  ten  years, 
and  previously  a  much  larger  siim^  and,  he  believed, 
within  one  year  the  graduates  of  that  institution  had  cost 
upwards  of  thirty  thousand  dollars.  He  did  not  know 
the  cause  of  that  immense  expenditure.  It  might  be 
by  mismanagement  or  misfortune;  he  cared  not;  but  it 
showed  there  were  some  extraordinary  abuses  in  regard 
to  the  institution.  Now,  if  there  be  any  truth  in  these 
statements,  any  truth  in  the  reports  that  extensively  pre- 
vailed in  the  country,  the  institution  was  mismanaged 
and  misconducted,  and  ought  to  be  investigated  into 
and  reformed.  He  therefore  made  an  earnest  appeal  to 
his  colleague,  that  he  would  withdraw  his  amendment, 
and  permit  the  subject  to  go  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  M.  made  some  further  remarks  in  relation  to  the 
duties  of  the  Military  Committee,  which  were  too  oner- 
ous to  afford  them  the  time  necessary  for  the  investiga- 
tion of  this  oblectt  in  addition  to  which,  many  of  the 
gentlemen  on  that  committee  had  predispositions  in  re- 
Ution  to  it.  He  hoped  the  House  would  send  it  to  a 
select  committee,  so  that  the  institution,  in  ail  ite  bear- 
ings, should  undergo  a  full  and  complete  investigation. 
He  hoped  the  friends  of  the  institution  themselves  would 
vote  for  the  'Oririnal  motion,  and  that  his  colleague 
would  withdraw  his  amendment. 

Mr.  PIERCE,  of  New  Hampshire,  then  addressed  the 
House  for  a  short  time;  but,  without  concluding,  gave 
way  to  a  call  for  the  orders  of  the  day. 

DISTRICT  BANKS. 

Mr.  THOMAS,  of  Maryland,  from  the  select  commit- 
tee on  the  subject  of  the  District  bank*,  obtained  the 
consent  of  the  House  to  report  *<a  bill  to  extend  the 
charters  of  certain  banks  in  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
the  1st  day  of  October  next." 

The  bill  was  twice  read. 

Mr.  THOMAS  said  the  bill  did  not  require  commit- 
ment. He  was  about  to  ask  the  Honse,  with  the  assent 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Claims,  to  tske  up 
ami  act  upon  this  bill  at  once.  It  would  not,  he  said, 
require  any  discussion,  as  there  could  be  no  difference 
of  opinion  in  regard  to  it.  The  committee  unanimously 
agreed  in  asking  the  House  to  act  on  the  bill  without 
delay.  It  proposed  to  continue  unimpaired,  to  all  the 
banks  doing  business  in  the  District,  all  their  powers 
and  privileges,  till  the  committee  had  investigated  their 
condition,  and  Congress  could  act  upon  the  question  of 
the  renewal  of  their  charters.  It  was  indispensable  to 
the  interests  of  the  District  that  the  bill  should  be  passed. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  consent  to  order  it  to  a  third 
reading. 

Mr.  HAWES  said  he  would  like  to  make  this  inquiry 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee:  if  the  object  of  the 
bill  was  to  afford  an  opportunity  for  the  committee  to 
investigate  the  affairs  of  the  banks,  and  for  Congress  to 
act  upon  the  subject,  what  was  the  necessity  of  extend- 
ing the  term  of  the  charters  beyond  the  close  of  the 
present  session?  If  the  cliarters  were  to  be  extended  at 
all,  he  wished  it  to  be  for  a  shorter  time. 

Mr.  THOMAS  supposed,  he  said,  that  the  time  fixed 
would  meet  every  possible  objection,  so  as  to  supersede 
the  necessity  of  any  remarks.   The  committee  couki  not 


anticipate  the  action  of  Congress  on  the  subject,  nor 
their  own  report.  They  might  report  in  favor  of  re- 
newing the  charters  of  some  of  the  banks,  and  against 
the  renewal  of  others.  Congress  would  not  probably 
adjourn  till  the  1st  of  July,  and  it  was  important  thai 
the  banks  should  have  time  to  prepare  for  a  change  so 
important  to  the  District,  if  their  charters  shoukl  not  be 
renewed. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  did  not  rise,  he  said,  to  provoke  a 
debate  on  the  bill,  nor  to  oppose  it.  He  wished  to  con- 
gratulate the  committee  on  their  arrival  at  the  same 
conclusion  which  the  Committee  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia  reached  at  the  last  session,  on  this  subject,  and 
presented  to  the  House  In  the  form  of  a  bill  similar  to 
this;  which,  on  motion  of  the  gentleman  himself,  was 
laid  aside. 

Mr.  PARKER  said  the  bill  required  more  attention 
than  the  House  could  now  give  it,  and  he  moved  its 
postponement  till  Thursday  next. 

Mr.  HARDIN  made  an  inquiry  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland;  in  reply  to  which, 

Mr.  THOMAS  said  the  select  committee  had  not  yet 
commenced  their  investigation. .  They  had  postponed  it 
tiU  the  House  decided  on  this  bill.  If  the  bill  should  not 
pass,  he  was  instructed  to  ask  of  the  House  permission 
for  the  committee  to  sit  during  the  sittings  of  the  House. 
If  the  bill  should  pass,  the  committee  would  be  able  to 
attend  to  their  duties  in  the  House,  and  continue  the  in* 
vestigation  also. 

Mr.  LANE  understood,  he  said,  that  the  object  of  ta- 
king this  business  from  the  Committee  for  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  referring  it  to  a  select  committee,  wss, 
that  the  select  committee  would  prosecute  the  investiga- 
tion diligently  and  without  delay.  But  now  it  appeared 
that,  though  some  time  had  elspsed,  the  committee  had 
not  commenced  the  investigation.  Sir,  said  Mr.  L.,  I 
see  something  more  in  this  bill  than  its  apparent  object. 
It  may  be  intended  to  ask  for  a  summer  session  for  the 
committee.  He  believed  that  the  Committee  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  setting  himself  apart,  would  have 
performed  the  business  promptly,  quickly,  and  with 
sbility. 

The  motion  to  postpone  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HAWES  spoke  in  favor  of  a  shorter  time  fur  ex- 
tending the  charters.  If  the  object  of  the  bill  was  to 
enable  the  banks  to  wind  up  their  concerns— 

[Mr.  Thomas  here  said  he  hsd  not  sUted  this  to  be 
the  object.  The  object  was  to  afford  time  for  Congress 
to  determine  on  the  propriety  of  continuing  them.  While 
up,  he  would  state  that  his  purpose  in  calling  for  a  select 
committee  was  to  prevent  the  necessity  of  a  summer  ses- 
sion of  the  committee.] 

Mr.  Hawxs  was  witling,  he  said,  to  give  the  banks 
ample  and  sufficient  time  to  wind  up  their  concerns, 
ahould  their  charters  not  be  renewed;  but  he  was  un- 
willing to  extend  the  charters,  for  the  purpose  of  the 
investigation,  longer  than  the  end  of  the  session.  He 
moved  to  strike  out  the  1st  of  October,  and  insert  the 
30th  of  June. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL,  to  test  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  the  subject,  moved  the  previous  question. 

The  motion  was  not  seconded  by  the  House. 

Mr.  P AUK  BR  protested  ag^nst  so  much  haate. 
There  waa  no  necessity  for  it;  and  many  errors  were 
not  unfrequently  committed  by  too  much  haste  In  mat- 
ters of  legislation.  He  could  see  no  reason  why  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  should  not  be  postponed  until 
next  week. 

Mr.  PEARCE,  of  Rhode  Island,  hoped  there  would 
be  no  attempt  to  apply  what  was  called  the  gag-law, 
with  respect  to  this  subject.  So  far  as  relates  to  the 
people  of  this  District,  who  had  no  representatives  here, 
there  perhaps  was  no  question  that  could  be  discussed 
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that  tnvoled  raore  oontidenitions  in  ref^mrd  to  them  than 
the  pmewt.  He  conceived  the  gentleman  who  had  re- 
ported thia  bill  must  have  had  aome  object  in  view. 
\¥hy  continue  the  chartera  of  the  banks  until  the  1st  of 
October  next,  if  it  was  the  object  of  the  committee  to 
procure  the  action  of  Confress  in  relation  to  them  be- 
fore it  adjourned?  In  what  situation  would  the  District 
be,  provided  the  House  had  not  an  opportunity  of  acting 
on  the  subject  berdre  the  next  session,  by  whicli  time 
the  ohaKers  would  have  expired  some  weeks?  Why, 
bankruptcy  or  insolvency  must  be  the  consequence. 
Rut  he  might  be  told,  by  the  honorable  chairman,  that 
the  committee  contemplated  action.  Well,  if  action 
really  was  contemplated  before  the  adjournment,  why 
the  necessity  of  this  bill  at  all?  Let  us  go  on  and  try  if 
the  investigation  with  respect  to  these  banks  can  be  com- 
pleted. If  malfeasance,  or  any  other  act,  on  the  part  of 
any  of  the  District  banks,  should  be  detected,  the  soon- 
er the  people  here  knew  it  the  better.  He  was  told,^o 
longer  ago  than  yesterday,  tliat  the  papera,  accounts, 
and  statements  of  one  bank,  necessary  to  be  disclosed, 
were  in  preparation  for  that  purpose  t  and  that  every 
thing  the  committee  would  require  could  be  furnished 
by  giving  three  hours'  notice.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
papera  necessary  to  the  investigation  were  so  numerous, 
and  the  duties  so  onerous,  that  the  committee  could  not 
get  through  their  labors  with  that  despatch  some  gentle- 
men were  led  to  suppose.  Why,  then,  he  would  say, 
let  the  papers  be  referred  to  the  Committee  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  who  had  nothing  to  do,  and  were 
aeeking  for  business)  but  until  the  select  committee  had 
made  an  attempt,  and  are  prepared  to  aay  they  cannot 
go  through  the  investigation  during  the  present  session, 
the  House  cannot  consider  the  propriety  of  referring  the 
subject  to  the  Committee  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  HUNTSMAN  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows: 

Mr.  Speaker,  aa  one  of  the  committee  appointed  to 
investigate  the  situation  and  condition  of  these  banks,  1 
feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  submit  a  few  remarks  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  in  reply  to  the  gentlemen 
from  Indiana,  New  Jersey,  and  Rhode  Island.  It  aeems 
to  be  insisted  by  the  two  former,  that  the  House  com- 
mitted a  great  error  in  referring  this  subject  to  a  special 
committee,  and  that  if  it  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  the  investiga- 
tions necessary  would  have  been  at  least  half  through 
by  thia  time.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  sensibility  mani- 
fested by  the  Committee  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
upon  the  subject.  It  would  seem,  from  their  continual 
comphnnts,  that  they  auppose  the  House  has  robbed 
them  of  a  portion  of  their  rights. 

1  am  willing,  air,  to  admit  that  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia  possesses  more  ability,  and  can 
transact  this  business  in  a  style  exquisitely  genteel,  sys- 
tematic, nice,  and  scientific^more  so  than  any  commit- 
tee in  the  House,  or  that  ever  was  in  it  But,  notwith- 
standing all  this,  upon  a  full,  thorough,  and  ample  dis- 
cussion, it  baa  not  been  the  pleasure  of  thi^  House  to 
assign  this  duty  to  them.  It  was  thought,  for  reasons 
satiafactory  to  the  House,  that  a  select  committee  should 
be  charged  with  this  investip^ation.  If  those  gentlemen 
are  dlasatisfied  with  the  decision  of  the  House,  I  know 
of  no  way  to  reverse  it,  unless  they  will  take  an  appeal 
or  writ  of  error;  and  then  I  know  of  no  revising  power, 
which  can  take  jurisdiction  of  it,  unless  the  appeal,  or 
writ  of  error,  is  taken  to  the  gallery. 

The  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pxakcb] 
says  that  he  had  a  conversation  with  the  President,  or 
perhaps  some  of  the  director}',  of  one  of  these  banks; 
and  that  he  has  the  books,  papers,  and  documents,  all 
ready,  and  that  an  examination  can  be  made  in  their 
houses.  1  entertain  no  doubt,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  is 
these  three   hours'   examinations  of   banks   that  has 


enabled  many  of  them  to  commit  the  deepeat  frauda,  and 
to  fatten  upon  tlie  substanoe  of  the  lAboring  dasaes  of 
society,  and  then,  in  a  proper  time  and  prudent  manner, 
break  very  genteelly.  There  are  two  charaeters  of 
breaking  in  this  country-^he  one  is  to  break  very  poor, 
and  the  other  very  rich;  and  a  three  boura'  examination 
of  any  bank  will  enable  it  to  choose  between  the  two 
modes.  In  fact,  sir,  I  consider  it  no  examination  nt  all. 
It  is  not  within  the  compass  of  human  possibility,  it  is 
not  within  man's  power,  (the  Committee  for  the  Diatriet 
of  Columbia  always  excepted,)  to  make  an  examination 
into  the  situation  and  ccmdition  of  a  bank,  and  the 
manner  and  correctness  with  which  it  has  been  conduct- 
ed, where  a  large  business  has  been  transacted  for  the  last 
fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and  digest  the  information  in  an 
intelligent  form,  such  as  should  be  laid  before  this  House, 
in  three  hours  or  three  days.  It  may  take  weeks.  If 
an  examination  is  gone  into,  it  should  be  a  tliorough  and 
satisfactory  one.  if  there  has  been  any  foul  practices 
by  it,  or  rotten  placea  now  in  it,  under  it,  or  about  it, 
thia  ahould  be  fully  eviscerated  and  brought  before  the 
public;  it  is  an  important  item  to  take  into  consideration, 
upon  the  present  application  to  renew  their  charters. 
If  the  affsirs  of  these  institutions  had  been  fatriy  and 
honestly  conducted,  it  is  alike  due  to  the  public  aiid  the 
banks  that  the  facts  shall  be  known  'and  aet  down  to 
llieir  credit.  Is  it  possible  that  the  gentleman  from 
New  Hampahirc  can  auppose  all  this  can  be  done  in 
three  hours  ^  It  is  true,  sir,  they  may  bring  up  the 
prettiest  set  of  bank  books,  more  neatly  bound,  and  more 
handsomely  gilt,  with  the  finest  writing;  the  t's  aH  cross- 
ed and  the  i's  all  dotted,  which  will  exhibit  n  ssost 
splendid  appearance,  and  whioh  will  anawer  all  the  pur- 
poses intended  by  a  three  hours'  examination.  Rut,  sir, 
all  things  may  not  be  ao  smooth,  honest,  and  fair,  when 
we  get  a  peep  behind  the  curtain;  there  may  be  aome- 
thing  rotten  in  Denmark. 

I  will  now,  sir,  turn  to  that  part  of  the  subject  which 
operated  upon  the  minds  of  the  committee  in  relation 
to  the  extension  of  their  charters  until  the  1st  of  Octo- 
ber next.  There  are  seven  or  eight  banks  in  the 
District;  some  of  those,  it  is  understood,  through  all  the 
fluctuations  of  the  times,  whether  produced  by  those 
shocks  and  revulsions  which  will  occssionally  happen  in 
the  moneyed  concerns  of  any  Government,  or  by  the 
celebrated  panic,  have  sustained  their  credit  and  repu- 
tation by  paying  at  all  times  the  gold  or  silver  for  their 
notes  whenever  they  were  presented,  while  others 
(which  may,  in  the  examination  of  the  select  committee, 
be  considered  of  the  aecond  class)  did  not  honor  their 
notes,  but  suspended  specie  payments,  much  to  the  in- 
jury of  the  citisens  of  the  community  who  were  in  pos- 
session of  those  notes  at  the  time  of  this  Suspension. 
The  first  inquiry  of  the  committee,  in  re{^  to  these 
banks,  will  be  to  ascertain  the  causes  which  produced 
this  suspension:  was  it  by  causes  over  which  the  directors 
of  these  banks  had  no  control,  or  produced  by  circam- 
stances  that  could  not  be  foreseen,  and  fairly  calculated 
upon,  by  exercising  a  reasonable  degree  of  prudence  and 
precaution?  Some  reports  have  gone  abroad,  quite 
unfavorable  to  a  portion  of  tliose  banka  in  the  District 
which  had  suspended  specie  pay  menu.  It  is  unques- 
tionsbly  due  to  the  public  and  the  trading  community, 
to  asceruin  the  truth  of  these  statements,  and  establish 
the  facts,  if  they  be.  It  is  equally  impoHant  to  the 
banks  so  implicated,  that  a  strict  examination  ahould  be 
made.  If  the  reports  are  not  true,  let  them  be  honora* 
biy  acquitted.  1  consider  it  due  to  them  as  an  net  of 
justice.  It  will  require  much  time  to  do  all  thia.  Theae 
charters  expire  on  the  thh^  or  fourth  of  March;  and 
although  the  committee  could  accomplish  the  task  by 
that  time,  if  leave  was  obtained  for  it  to  sit  darin|f  the 
session  of  the  House,  yet  it  is  an  alternative  to  be  avoid* 
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ed  if  pomble.  The  members  of  the  committee  have 
important  busineai  committed  to  them,  by  their  own 
constituents,  whidi  requires  their  attention  while  the 
House  is  in  session;  which  they  cannot  dispense  with 
without  great  delay,  and  perhaps  clanger  of  its  being 
lost  for  want  of  attention. 

But,  separate  and  apart  from  the  beforementioned 
reasons  for  continuing  the  charter  of  these  banks  until 
the  first  of  October  next,  the  interest  of  the  banks  and 
the  policy  of  Congress  both  require  it.  It  is  impossible 
for  the  banks  to  wind  up  their  bunness  in  six  weeks, 
without  great  injury  to  themselves  and  to  the  commer- 
cial community  of  the  District.  If  Congress,  after  a  full 
examination  of  their  concerns,  shall  not  think  proper  to 
recharter  them,  the  time  specified  (the  first  of  October) 
is  as  early  as  they  can  wind  up  their  affairR,  without 
creating  a  shock  to  the  moneyed  concerns  of  the  District. 
It  is  right  that  a  sufficient  time  be  given  for  that  pur- 
pose;  therefore,  I  am  opposed  to  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Hawks]  to  restrict  the  time 
to  the  Ist  of  June.  1  am  equally  opposed  to  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  [Mr.  Pxahcb,] 
which  proposes  an  extension  of  the  charter  to  the  4ih 
of  March,  1837.  it  is  the  duty  as  well  as  the  policy  of 
Congren  to  dispose  of  the  whole  subject,  and  finally,  at 
this  session.  Ir  we  fail  to  act  upon  it  now,  and  postpone 
it  to  the  next  session  of  Congrats,  which  is  a  short  one, 
it  cannot  receive  the  consideration  to  which  it  is  entitled. 

And,  again,  Congress  will  be  harassed  with  the  ques- 
tion  some  three  or  four  weeks,  then  much  to  the  detri- 
ment of  other  business.  If  it  shall  be  the  pleasure  of 
Congress,  upon  a  full  examination,  to  recharter  those 
banks,  then  it  will  require  time  to  introduce  those  modi- 
fications into  the  charters  which  time  and  experience 
has  afforded,  in  order  to  make  them  as  perfect  as  possi- 
ble; so  that  their  usefulness  may  be  felt,  with  as  little 
inconvenience  to  society  as  their  praetical  operations 
will  allow,  and  at  the  same  time  to  guard  against  the 
abuses  and  frauds  of  the  banking  system.  1  have  no 
doubt  this  can  be  done  to  a  considerable  extent.  This 
is  an  enlightened  era  of  the  world:  the  march  of  im- 
provements and  inventions,  and  of  mind,  has  no  former 
example;  it  has  outstripped  the  wildest  conceit  that 
existed  even  fifty  years  ago.  There  is  no  science  which 
has  received  more  improvement  and  accessions  of  knowl- 
edge than  that  of  banking. 

Take  the  same  men,  such  of  them  as  are  yet  living, 
who  framed  the  bank  charter  for  the  tJnited  States 
Bank,  and  let  them  now  set  down  to  the  work,  with 
the  additional  information  and  experience  they  have 
since  acquired,  and  they  can  construct  one  infinitely 
preferable,  so  that  not  one  sixteenth  part  of  the  frauds 
which  have  been  charged  upon  that  bank  could  have 
been  committed,  without  an  easy  mode  of  detection. 
But  to  fbrm  such  a  charter  it  requires  time. 

For  mjrself,  I  have  not  much  favor  for  the  banking 
system,  much  less  for  its  abuses.  1  have  never  voted 
for  but  one.  I  had  opportunities  to  vote  for  many.  In 
some  instances  it  may  be  a  necessary  evil.  When  it  is 
so,  the  charters  should  be  so  framed  as  to  make  that  evil 
.  as  light  as  possible.  As  to  those  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  I  have  neither  partiality  for,  nor  prejudices 
against,  them.  I  think  I  can  do  justice;  but,  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  is  just,  I  hope  the  House  will  pass  the 
bill  as  it  stands,  which  Will  afford  both  time  and  oppor- 
tunity to  arrive  at  that  end. 

Mr.  GILLET  moved  4o  amend  the  bill  by  adding  a 
chiuse  providing  that  Congress  shall  have  the  power  to 
repeal,  modify,  or  alter,  the  privileges  extended  by  this 
act,  any  rights  which  the  corporations  have  under  it  to 
th  ^  contrary  notwithstanding. 

Mr.  HARLAN  moved  to  strike  out  the  Ist  of  October, 
1836,  and  insert  the  Ist  of  March,  1837;  which  was  re- 
jected. 


The  question  was  taken  on  the  motion  to  amend,  of.  . 
fered  by  Mr.  Hawks,  and  decided  in  the  negative. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  eng^rossed  for  a  third 
reading  on  this  day,  in  the  following  form: 

A  BILL  to  extend  the  charters  of  certain  banks  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  the  Ist  day  of  October,  1836. 

Be  it  enacted,  &c..  That  the  acts  incorporating  certain 
banks  in  the  District  of  Columbis,  that  is  to  say,  the  Bank 
of  Potomac  and  the  Farmers'  Bank  of  Alexandria,  in  the 
city  of  Alexandria,  the  Union  Bank  and  the  Farmers 
and  Mechanics'  Bank  .of  Georgetown,  in  the  town  of 
Georgetown,  the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis,  the  Patriotic 
Bank  of  Washington,  and  the  Bank  of  Washington,  in 
the  city  of  Washington,  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby, 
renewed,  continued  in  full  force,  and  limited  to  the  first 
Saturday  and  first  day  of  October,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six. 

[The  bill  was  subsequently  read  a  third  time.] 
The  remainder  of  the  day  was  spent  in  the  considera- 
tion of  private  bills,  till  the  hour  of  adjournment;  when 
the  House  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MoHDiT,  Jahuabt  18. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  subject  of  the  petition  from  sundry  inhabitants  of 
Massachusetts,  praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  presented  on  a  former  day  by  Mr* 
J.  Q.  Adavs,  was  taken  up,  and,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
HAWES,  postponed  till  Monday  next. 

THE  UNITED  STATES  AND  FRANCE. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  the  hands  of  A.  J.  Dokelsoit,  Esq.,  his 
secretary,  (for  which  see  debates  in  Senate  of  this  date, 
ante,  page  163. ) 

Mr.  MASON,  of  ^Hrginia,  asked  the  unanimous  con- 
sent of  the  House  to  have  the  message  just  received  read 
to  the  House;  and,  no  objection  being  made,  it  was  read 
by  the  Clerk. 

Mr.  McKEON  sent  to  the  Chair  certain  resolutions  re- 
lating to  the  subject  of  the  message,  which  he  offered 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MERCER  rose  to  a  point  of  order.  The  rules 
had  been,  he  said,  suspended  only  for  the  purpose  of 
resding  the  message. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  (chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,)  said  it  was  his  intention  to  submit 
a  motion  that  the  message  and  documents  accompanying 
it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and 
printed.  He  said  he  thought  it  important  that  the  House 
should  have  an  opportunity  deliberately  to  peruse  papers 
of  so  much  importance,  preliminary  to  any  action  in  ref- 
erence to  them. 

After  some  conversation,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WIL- 
LIAMS, of  North  Carolina,  the  documents  accompanying 
the  message  were  read. 

Mr.  HAWES  rose,  and  moved  that  20,000  extra  co- 
pies of  the  message  and  documents  be  printed. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  asked  that  the  question 
should  be  first  taken  on  the  motion,  which  he  now  sub- 
mitted, that  the  message  and'  documents  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  ReUtions. 

The  message  and  documents  were  then  ordered  to  be 
referred  accordingly,  and  the  motion  to  print  30,000  ex- 
tra copies  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McKEON  asked  the  consent  of  the  House  to  sub- 
mit the  resolutions  which  he  had  sent  to  the  Chair,  for 
the  purpose  of  having  them  printed. 

Objections  being  strongly  made,  by  repeated  cries  of 
"No!  No!»' 

Mr.  McKEON  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules  of  the 
House,  in  order  to  ofier  the  resolutions,  and  asked  the 
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reading  of  the  resolutions  for  the  information  of  the 
House. 

Objections  were  made  to  the  reading  of  the  resolutions, 
by  many  members. 

Mr.  McKEON  inquired  whether  he  had  not  a  right  to 
ask  the  reading  of  the  resolutions. 

[Cries  of  •«  order!"  «« order!"] 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  he  had  some  doubt  whether 
the  resolutions  could  be  read  without  general  consent, 
as  the  rule  had  not  been  suspended. 

Mr.  McKEOK  remarked  that  he  was  desirous  of  sub- 
mitting the  resolutions  he  had  sent  to  the  Chair.  He  was 
aware  that  the  rules  of  the  House  did  not  permit  him  to 
offer  them  at  the  present  moment {  but,  as  they  related 
to  our  affairs  with  France,  tlie  House  might,  he  thought, 
be  disposed  to  bear  them  read.  As  it  was  the  day  for 
the  presentation  of  petitions,  he  had  but  little  prospect 
of  procuring  a  suspension  of  the  rule.  He  informed  the 
House  that  the  resolutions  approved  of  the  determination 
of  the  executive  branch  of  this  Government  not  to  sub- 
mit to  give  explanations;  and  he  should  take  an  early 
opportunity  of  bringing  them  before  the  House.  He 
then  withdrew  the  motion  to  suspend  the  rules. 

The  presentation  of  petitions  and  memorials  was  then 
resumed. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  ADAMS  presented  the  petition  of  certain  inhab* 
itants  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  praying  the  abolition 
of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbis. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  regretted  that  the  gentleman  had 
thought  proper  to  present  this  memorial.  He  felt  con- 
strained to  move  the  question  of  consideration. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  presumed  that  the  question  was 
subject  to  the  decision  upon  the  appeal  taken  by  him  on 
a  former  occasion  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  wished,  in  order  that  gentlemen 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  presenting  their  petitions, 
to  make  the  motion  that  the  preliminary  question  be  laid 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  the  appeal  which  he  had  taken 
from  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  on  a  former  occasion, 
was  founded  on  a  desire,  on  his  part,  that  the  subject 
should  not  be  discussed  so  as  to  consume  the  whole  of 
the  day  set  apart  for  the  presentation  of  petitions.  With 
these  views,  he  was  willing  to  allow  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  to  make  the  motion  that  the  subject  be 
laid  on  the  table,  to  be  taken  up  and  decided  on  at  the 
same  time  with  the  other  petitions. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  then  moved  to  lay  the  motion  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  inquired  whether  the  motion  of  his 
colleague  was  in  order.  The  petition  not  having  been 
received,  there  was  nothing  to  lay  on  tlie  table. 

The  CHAIR  said  that  the  motion  was  in  order.  The 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had  moved  that  the  peti- 
tion be  received.  It  was  competent  to  lay  that  motion 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  ADAMS  presented  a  similar  petition  to  the  fore- 
going, for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  again  moved  the  question  of  con- 
sideration. He  gave  notice  that  he  would  nuike  the  same 
motion  in  every  similar  caBe,  until  he  could  procure  a 
direct  vote  on  the  subject. 

Tlie  preliminary  question  was  postponed  until  to-mor- 
row. 

Similar  petitions  were  presented  by  Messrs.  CAL- 
HOUN, LINCOLN,  GRBNNELL,  and  JACKSON,  of 
Massachusetts,  upon  which  the  question  of  reception  was 
made,  and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  G.  LEE,  postponed  until 
to-morrow. 
^  Mr.  SLADE  presented  memorials,  praying  for  the  ab- 


olition of  slavery  and  the  alave  trade  in  the  Dislriet  of 
Columbia,  of  one  hundred  females  of  Cornwall,  in  the 
State  of  Vermont!  of  four  hundred  and  twenty-six  fe* 
males  in  the  county  of  Madison,  in  said  State;  of  three 
hundred  and  thirty-etz  male  citixena  of  MeConnelsville, 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  of  the  officers  and  stu- 
dents of  Oneida  Institute,  in  said  Statei  which  he  moved 
should  be  referred  to  a  seleet  committee. 
Mr.  GLASCOCK  moved  that  they  be  not  received. 
Mr.  GIDEON  LEE  moved  to  lay  the  motion  on  the 
table;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JANES,  of  Vermont,  presented  a  petition  for 
the  abolition  of  alavery  in  the  Distriet  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  demanded  the  preliminary  question 
of  reception;  which  motion  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  presented  a  petition  from  sundry  indi- 
viduals, praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Colombia. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  demanded  the  question  of  consider- 
ation. 

Mr.  GIDEON  LEE  moved  that  the  preltminarv  ques- 
tion of  non-reception  be  laid  on  the  table;  which  wai 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  presented  two  memorials  from  citi- 
zens of  Pennsylvania;  one  of  which  prayed  for  the  ab- 
olition of  slavery,  and  the  other  for  the  suppression  of 
the  slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Mr.  HAMMOND  moved  that  they  be  not  received. 
Mr.  GIDEON  LEE  moved  to  lay  the  motion  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
question. 

Mr.  WISE  moved  a  call  of  the  House;  which  wai 
lost. 

Upon  counting,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whe- 
ther the  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays  was  seconded,  there 
appeared  to  be  no  quorum  voting. 

Mr.  WISE  again  moved  a  call  of  the  House.     Lost. 
Upon  a  second  count,  a  quorum  was  found  to  be  in 
attendance,  and  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Upon  the  question  to  lay  the  motion  that  the  petitions 
be  not  received  on  the  table,  (whioh  was  understood 
merely  as  a  postponement  of  the  subject  until  to-mor- 
row,) the  vote  was  as  follows: 

Yais— Messrs.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Anthony,  Ash, 
Ashley,  Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beardsley,  Beaumont, 
Bell,  Bockee,  Bond,  Boon,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Brown, 
Bunch,  Dynum,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng, 
Campbell,  Carr,  Casey,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin, 
Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  John  F.  H.  Claiborne,  ClcTe- 
land.  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Corwin,  Craig,  Cramer, 
Gushing,  Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dickerson,  Dick- 
son, Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Efner,  Evans,  FairBeld, 
Farlin,  Fowler,  French,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  William 
K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland, 
GiUet,  Grange,  Grantland,  Grayaon,  Haley,  Joseph 
Hall,  Hamer,  Hannegan,  Harlan,  Samuel  S.  Harrison, 
Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Hawkins,  Haynes,  Hen- 
derson, Hoar,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Howell,  Hubloy,  Hunt, 
Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingersoll,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jack- 
son, Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry  John- 
son, John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon, 
Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane,  Lansing,  La- 
porte,  Lawler,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Gideon  Lee,  Joshua  Lee* 
Luke  Lea,  Leonard,  Logsn,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Abi- 
jah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason, 
William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Samaon  Mason,  Maury, 
May,  McCarty,  McComas,  McKay,  McKeon,  McKim, 
Mercer,  Miller,  Milligan,  Montgomery,  Moore,  Morgan, 
Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks,  Patterson,  Franklin 
Pierce,  James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Peyton,  Phelps 
Pinckney,  Rencher,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds^ 
Ripley,  Roane,  Robertson,  Rogers,  Schenck,  Seymour, 
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^William  B.  Shepard»  Augustine  H.  Sbepperd,  Shields, 
Sbinn,  Smith,  Spangler,  Stsndefer,  Steele,  Storer, 
Sutherland,  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Thomas,  John  Thomson, 
Toucey,  Towns,  Turner,  Turrill,  Underwood,  Yander- 
poel,  Vinton,  Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Washington, 
J^wis  Williams,  Sherrod  Williams,  Wi8e^l76. 

Nats — Messrs.  Banks,  Borden,  Briggs,  John  Cat* 
boon,  George  Chambers,  John  Chambers,  Clark,  Dar- 
lington, Denny,  Everett,  Forester,  Glascock,  Grennell, 
Griffin,  Hammond,  Hard,  Harper,  Hazeltine,  Hiester, 
Uolsey,  Janes,  Lincoln,  McKennan,  McLene,  Morris, 
Parker,  Phillips,  Pickens,  Potts,  Reed,  Russell,  Slade, 
Sloane,  Sprague,  Webster,  White,  Whittlesey— ^7. 

Mr.  HIESTER,  of  Pennsylvania,  presented  several 
petitions,  praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Mr.  HAMMCIND  moved  that  they  be  not  received. 

Mr.  LEE,  of  New  York,  moved  to  lay  the  motion  on 
the  table. 

"Mr.  L«  said  he  deemed  it  proper  to  explain  his  mo- 
tives. This  day  is  especially  appropriated  to  the  pre- 
sentation of  petitions  from  bur  constituents.  Several 
members  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  present  the  pe- 
titions they  had  brought  from  home  with  them.  Every 
county  and  town  in  the  nation  is  interested,  and  should 
at  least  be  permitted  to  have  their  petitions  before  the 
appropriate  committees.  Gentlemen  know  this  class  of 
petitions  have  already  provoked  excited  and  protracted 
discussions.  I  know  they  will  continue  to  do  so  when- 
ever they  come  into  discussion.  The  object  of  my  mo- 
tion is  to  prevent  such  discussion  to«day,  in  exclusion  of 
ail  other  petitions.  I  wish  it  distinctly  understood  (said 
Mr.  L.)  that  I  am  In  favor  of  the  reception  of  every  pe- 
tition, whatever  may  be  the  prayer,  provided  the  Ian* 
guage  be  decorous,  and  free  from  immorality.  I  will 
vote  for  the  reception  of  them  to-morrow. 

The  motion  to  lay  the  preliminary  question  on  the 
table  was  agreed  to. 

Messrs.  DARLINGTON,  MORRIS,  CHAMBERS  of 
Pennsylvania,  and  DENNY,  presented  various  petitions, 
praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbiai  upon  each  of  which  Mr.  HAMMOND  demand- 
ed the  question  of  consideration:  and,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
GIDEON  LEE,  the  preliminary  question  of  reception 
on  each  petition  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WHllTLESEY,  of  Ohio,  presented  an  abolition 
memorial. 

Mr.  HAMMOMD  moved  that  it  be  not  received. 

Mr.  GIDEON  LEE  moved  to  lay  the  motion  on  the 
table;  which  was  a^ed  to. 

The  remainder  of  the  day  was  almost  exclusively  de- 
voted to  the  reception  of  petitions,  memorials,  and  res- 
olutions; and 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

TuBsniT,  Jakuabt  19. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  special  order  of  the  day  was  taken  op,  being  the 
following  resolution,  heretofore  offered  by  Mr.  Jakvis, 
of  Maine: 

Beaolvedt  That,  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  sub- 

{'ect  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
»ia  ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  Congress.  And  be 
it  further  resolved,  that  in  case  any  petition  praying 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  be 
hereafter  presented,  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
House  that  the  same  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  table, 
without  being  referred  or  printed. 

To  which  Mr.  Wise  submitted  the  following  amend- 
ment: 

<*  JUiohed,^'  and  insert.  That  there  is  no  power  of 
legisUlion  granted  by  the  constitution  to  the  Congress  of 


the  United  States,  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  that  any  attempt  by  Congress  to  legislate 
upon  the  subject  of  slavery  will  be  not  only  unauthori- 
zed, but  dangerous  to  the  union  of  the  States. 

Mr.  Ja«vis  subsequently  modified  the  original  reso- 
lution as  follows: 

Whereas  any  attempt  in  this  House  to  agitate  the 
question  of  slavery  is  calculated  to  disturb  the  compro- 
mises of  the  constitution,  to  endanger  the  Union,  and,  if 
persisted  in,  to  destroy  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the 
country:    Therefore, 

Beaoived,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  sub- 
ject of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  Confess.  And  it  is 
further  resolved,  that  in  case  any  petttion  praying  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  be 
hereafter  presented,  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
House  that  the  same  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  table, 
without  being  referred  or  printed. 

The  question  before  the  House  being  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  WisK— 

Mr.  HOLSEY  said  he  would  have  supported  the  mo- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  WisB,]had  it 
been  presented  at  a  propter  time.  He  was  willing  to 
meet  the  constitutional  question  whenever  it  could  be  pre- 
sehted  in  a  proper  manner;  but  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
go  into  the  merits  of  the  question  at  present.  The  peo- 
ple he  had  the  honor  to  represent,  and  he  believed  the 
whole  people  of  the  South,  believed  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States  granted  no  power  to  legislate  on  this 
subject.  The  position  his  own  State  occupied  prevent- 
ed him  from  going  further  in  this  matter.  He  was  of 
opinion  the  subject  should  be  disposed  of,  by  calling  for 
the  yeas  and  nays,  without  discussion,  it  ought  to  be 
recollected  that  this  was  a  deep  and  pervading  question. 
The  South  knew  the  rights  which  belonged  to  them, 
and  it  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to  say  that  they 
would  maintain  those  rights.  We  have  the  voice  of  his- 
tory to  warn  us  how  to  proceed  in  this  matter.  The 
discussions  in  the  French  Legislature  had  their  influence 
in  the  insurrection  in  the  West  Indies.  He  had  noticed 
this  circumstance  merely  as  an  additional  motive  for 
drawing  this  exciting  and  agitating  question  to  a  close. 
The  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr^ 
Jabvis]  would  have  a  conciliating  influence  on  the 
South — ^the  terms  of  the  resolution  being,  that  the  agita- 
tion of  the  question  was  calculated  to  disturb  the  com- 
promises of  the  constitution.  It  was  not  inconsistent 
with  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia;  and 
he  was  willing  to  go  for  that  resolution  slso  at  the  prop- 
er time.  There  could  be 'but  one  opinion  in  relation  to 
the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  and  be 
thoMght  that  by  adopting  it  we  would  discharge  our  ob- 
ligations to  our  country.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  could  be 
sustained  in  its  present  shape,  because  it  would  be  stri- 
king out  the  language  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  and 
inserting  the  constitutional  question.  God  forbid  that 
the  existence  of  this  great  confederacy  should  be  dis- 
turbed by  a  mere  matter  of  propriety.  He  would  say» 
in  conclusion,  that  he  would  support  the  original  resolu- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Maine;  but  whenever  gentle- 
men should  see  proper  to  present  the  constitutional 
question  in  a  proper  manner,  he  would  sustain  their 
views. 

Mr.  HA  WES  said  the  people  hehad  the  honor  to  rep- 
resent viewed  tlie  subject  now  before  the  House  With  as 
great  attention  and  deep  interest  as,  perhaps,  any  of  the 
people.  He  had  regretted  that  the  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject should  be  carried  on,  because  in  his  view  every  speech 
made  was  calcuUted  to  create  an  impression  in  the  minds 
of  the  abolitionists  that  they  were  persecuted.  He  be- 
lieved the  consequences  to  be  deleterious,  let  discussion 
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come  from  vhaUver  quarter  it  mi|^t,  whether  from  the 
East,  North,  South,  or  West.  Viewing  the  discussion 
as  deleterious  to  every  part  of  this  great  confederacy, 
he  felt  himself  bound  to  demand  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  P£YTON  rose  and  asked  the  gentleman  to  with- 
draw Ihe  motion. 

Mr.  HA  WES  said,  1  cannot  withdraw,  sir;  I  have  giv- 
en my  reasons  for  the  motion,  and  I  feel  compelled  to 
insist  upon  it. 

The  motion  for  the  previous  question  was  not  second- 
ed by  the  House:  Ayes  90,  noes  100. 

Mr.  PEYTON  had  hoped  the  gentlemen  of  the  South 
would  meet  the  only  question  they  ever  wished  to  see 
presented  there:  that  was  the  question  of  power,  not  of 
expediency.  Would  any  gentleman  go  home  to  the 
South  and  tell  his  const'ituentsthat  they  might  enjoy  life, 
liberty,  and  property,  because  it  was  not  expedient  to 
touch  it?  lie  would  assure  gentlemen  that  the  mere 
declaration  of  inexpediency,  with  regard  to  the  District 
of  Columbia*  would  be  insufficient  to  tranquillixe  the 
South,  and  they  deceived  themselves  if  they  thought  so. 
Mr.  P.  then  referred  to  the  recent  speech  of  Mr.  Adams, 
and  the  message  of  Governor  Marcy,  in  relation  to  the 
special  message  of  Ooverner  Gayle,  part  of  which  he 
read.  This,  he  said,  would  show  wliat  the  South  had  to 
expect  from  the  northern  feeling  and  northern  people. 
He  would  put  the  case  of  the  guilt  of  the  incendiary  be- 
ing clear  beyond  a  doubt,  and  that  murders  without 
number  bad  been  committed  through  him  or  his  agencyt 
yet,  upon  the  position  assumed  by  the  Governor  of  New 
York,  he  could  not  be  punished,  because  he  did  not 
commit  the  crimes  within  the  limits  of  the  State  in  which 
be  resided.  Mr.  P.  contended  that  this  conflicted  with 
that  clause  of  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  which 
provided  f<«  the  surrender  of  fugitives  from  justice. 
The  case  of  an  incendiary  firing  from  a  mortar  across  a 
State  line  could  be  done  with  impunity,  according  to 
that  position,  if  there  was  no  law  m  the  State  of  New 
York  to  meet  Uiat  particular  case. 

Mr.  P.  maintained  that  the  man  who  committed  crime 
at  a  disUnce  against  a  SUte,  was  iust  as  amenable  to  the 
laws  of  the  SUte  he  had  outraged,  as  if  he  had  commit- 
ted the  act  within  the  limits  of  the  SUte.  He  just  as 
much  fled  from  justice  as  the  criminal  who  fled  from 
the  State.  Mr.  P.  then  read  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Van 
Buren  on  an  amendment  to  the  constitution,  in  relation 
to  the  abolition  of  slavery  within  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, contained  in  the  letter  from  the  honorable  SiUw 
Wright  to  Thomas  Ritchie,  Esq.,  and  also  the  letter  of 
Mr.  Van  Buren  to  Samuel  Gwin,  of  Mississippi,  to  show 
that  Mr.  Van  Buren  reserved  the  power  in  the  States 
over  this  species  of  property;  and  that  it  could  not  be 
touched  without  an  amendment  to  the  constitution.  Mr. 
p.  denied  that  it  could  be  so  amended  under  any  cir- 
GumsUnces,  and  the  time  was^  now  come  when  they  must 
come  up  and  meet  this  question.  He  then  read  an  ex- 
tract from  a  letter  of  Mr.  Butler,  the  Attorney  General, 
to  Hugh  A.  Garland,  of  Virginia  respecting  the  meeting 
at  Albany  on  the  subject  of  slavery  west  of  the  Mississip- 
pi, in  the  year  1819,  and  Mr.  Van  Buren's  course  on  that 
occasion.  He  also  dilated  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
New  York  Legislature  in  1820,  on  the  admission  of 
Missouri  into  the  Union,  so  &r  as  regarded  the  question 
•f  slavery,  in  which  Mr.  Van  Buren  voted  for  the  pre- 
amble and  resolution  declaring  that  Congress  might  ex- 
clude slavery  from  new  SUtes,  before  their  admission 
into  the  Union.  Mr.  P.  then  referred  to  a  publication 
he  had  received  a  few  days  since,  entitled  '<  Supplement 
to  the  Pioneer,"  from  which  he  read  sundry  long  ex- 
tracts, maintaining  the  right  of  Congress  to  suppress 
slavery  in  the  Territories  and  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. There  were  hundieds  of  thousands  of  abolition 
publications  issued  from  the  SUte  of  New  York»  an  act 


which  was  punishable  in  the  SQUthen>  States,  but  the 
criminal  could  not  be  reached,  because  he  resided  with- 
in the  limiu  of  other  SUtesi  yet  gentlemen  from  the 
South  told  ua  that  the  North  was  sound  on  this  subject. 
He  compared  the  conduct  of  the  abditionisU  with  that  of 
an  armament  of  private  citizens  against  one  of  the  re- 
publics of  South  America.  When  such  a  thing  was  about 
to  Uke  place,  with  regard  to  Texas,  he  said,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  SUtes  promptly  issued  his  procbraa- 
tion  against  the  design;  but  no  proclamation,  no  message, 
no  letter,  had  been  sent  forth  against  these  societies, 
who  were  conspiring  a  warfare  against  the  institutions 
of  the  South. 

Mr.  P.  drew  a  picture  of  the  condition  of  the  slaves 
of  the  South,  contrasted  with  the  laborers  of  the  North, 
and  commented  at  great  length  upon  the  above  publica- 
tion or  address  of  the  anti-slavery  society.  He  main- 
tained that  the  only  way  to  meet  the  question  waa  to 
vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
Any  thing  less  than  this  would  be  "  shirking"  the  ques- 
tion; would  be  evading  it.  The  question  of  expediency 
would  not  now  do.  He  believed  there  was  a  fixed  deter- 
mination to  baffle  the  question;  and  he  called  upon  the 
gentlemen  of  the  South  not  to  suffer  it  to  be  baffled. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  then  rose  and  addressed  the  House  as 
follows: 

Mr.  Speaker,  before  entering  upon  the  discussion  of 
the  several  resolutions  now  under  conmderation,  let  me 
protest  against  a  eerUin  election,  now  so  much  Ulked 
of,  having  any  thing  whatever  to  do  in  this  matter. 
Several  allusions  have  been  made  to  some  supposed  par^ 
ticipation  of  that  election  with  the  resolutions  now  under 
debate.  I  cannot  believe  that  any  man  would  bring  into 
hazard  the  life  or  safety  of  the  inftint  that  sits  upon  bis 
knee,  and,  smiling,  looks  up  to  him  for  protection— the 
companion  of  his  |oys  and  his  sorrows— his  friends,  bts 
oountry,  and  every  thing  that  is  dear  to  him  on  earth — 
to  forward  any  party  views,  or  to  elevate  or  disap|MMnt 
the  hopes  of  any  individual.  But  should  I  be  mistaken 
in  this,  I  am  sure  I  shall  not  be  in  another  view  of  it.  If 
attempted  to  be  used  on  either  side,  it  will  soon  be  found 
to  be  a  dangerous  weapon,  one  that  cuts  both  ways,  and 
will  soon  be  laid  aside.  To  say  you  will  never  bare  a 
President  from  a  non-slaveholding  Siate^  will  provoke 
and  give  excuse  to  those  of  the  non-slaveholdiog  States 
to  say  they  will  never  have  one  from  a  slaveholding 
State.  This,  if  acted  on,  is  a  practical  dissolution  of  the 
Union,  and  would  soon  produce  it,  in  every  sense  of  the 
term.  Sir,  when  1  go  to  the  polls,  I  shall  vote  for  whom 
I  please  at  the  time.  Should  the  election  come  to  this 
House,  (it. being  then  the  vote  of  my  district,  and  not 
my  vote,)  I  shall  vote  as  they  please.  As  to  how  I  am 
to  find  out  what  they  wish,  they  can  inform  me  in  any 
way  they  nuy  think  proper.  T  hold  myself  bound  to 
find  out  somehow.  Nor  have  I  any  doubt  but  that  I 
can.  This  is  all  I  wish  to  have  to  do  with  that  election. 
Let  me  then  turn  my  back  upon  it,  while  this  matter  is 
under  consideration.  I  will  vote  for  no  man,  from  what- 
ever quarter  of  the  Union  he  may  come,  who  wiihea  to 
be  meddling  with  the  right  of  property,  and  especially 
that  in  slaves,  because  it  involves  other  perils,  besides 
the  loss  of  property. 

I  will  consider  the  constitutional  question  first.  Al- 
though there  is  difference  of  opinion  on  this  question — 
and,  no  doubt,  honest  diflTerence  of  opinion— still  I  can- 
not see  where  the  difficulty  is.  All  admit  a  man's  land 
or  his  horse  cannot  be  Uken  from  him  in  this  District, 
any  more  than  elsewhere;  and  that  it  cannot  be  done 
any  where,  except  for  the  public  use;  nor  even  tben« 
without  just  compensation. 

Can,  then,  the  constitutionality  of  the  proposed  aboli- 
tion be  sustained,  without  showing  a  distinction  between 
the  property  a  man  holds  in  a  slave,  and  that  which  he 
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holds  in  lands  or  hones?  It  surely  cannot.  If,  tben» 
there  be  tny  distinction,  where  does  it  Ite.^  Is  it  to  be 
found  in  the  constitution  of  the  United  States?  Cer- 
tainly not.  That  instrument  makes  no  distinction. 
While  the  federal  constitution  was  under  debate,  with  a 
view  to  its  adoption,  by  the  Virginia  convention,  Henry 
urged  that  this  property  was  not  leeured,  and  gave  bis 
reason  why  he  thought  so.  He  was  answered  that  it 
Was;  and  that  clause  was  cited  to  prove  it,  which  pro- 
vides for  the  retaking  of  a  runaway  slave  or  servant,  in 
any  State  to  which  he  might  abscond.  It  was  insisted 
by  Henry  that  slaves  might  be  taxed,  until  the  tax  would 
compel  emancipation.  Amendments  were  proposed, 
and  most  if  not  all  of  them  afterwards  adopted,  which 
now  form  a  part  of  the  constitution,  and  stand  as  amend- 
ments. Further  to  secure  this,  and  all  other  property, 
we  find  this  amendment:  '<  Nor  shall  private  property 
be  taken  for  public  use,  without  just  compensation."— 
(See  amendment  to  constitution,  sec.  5.)  This  was 
then  the  most  valuable  species  of  property  held  by  the 
southern  States,  as  well  as  now.  This  property  was 
then  almost  entirely  peculiar  to  the  South,  and  they 
were  unwilling  to  trust  it  to  anv  one  but  themselves. 
This  was  the  greatest  stumbling-block  in  the  way  of  the 
adoption  of  the  constitution.  The  determination  to  hold 
it  wholly  within  their  own  power,  and  trust  it  to  no  one, 
makes  the  South  feel  and  know  that  State  rights  and 
State  Governments  are  more  dear  to  them  than  to  any 
section  of  the  Union.  Sir,  they  did  not  mean  to  intrust 
it  to  those  who  they  knew  believed,  or  professed  to 
believe,  that  property  could  not  be  held  in  a  slave. 
With  the  clauses  before  quoted,  and  the  other  clauses  in 
the  constitution  and  amendments,  all  recognising  and 
securing,  or  seeking  to  secure^  this  property,  with  many 
doubts  and  fears,  and  contrary  to  the  advice  of  many  of 
the  wisest  and  best  men  we  ever  had,  we  adopted  the 
constitution — went  into  the  copartnership. 

flave  we  gone  into  this  confederacy  with  the  principal 
part  of  our  property  thus  recognised  and  secured;  and 
shall  the  same  instrument  be  construed  to  secure  the 
property  of  one  section  of  the  Union,  and  not  that  of 
another  section?  Surely  this  cannot  be.  Some,  seeing 
the  palpable  absurditv  of  this,  fly  to  this  idea:  say  they, 
you  cannot  liberate  the  slave  now  in  being,  but  you  may 
forbid  the  increase  to  be  held  as  slaves.  Compel  us  to 
maintain  the  mother,  while  she  raises  the  children!  The 
master  is  thus  made  slave  to  his  negro!  Take  all  the 
rents  and  profits,  but  hold  the  property  in  the  land  sa- 
cred! Be  careful  not  to  interfere  with  the  right  of 
property  in  the  mare,  but  take  away  all  the  colts!  Such 
ideas,  however,  though  they  may  weigh  upon  the  minds 
of  others,  weigh  nothing  upon  mine.  It  is  property,  or 
not.  The  constitution  is  binding  upon  all,  or  none;  none 
can  claim  under  a  deed  or  will,  and  against  it,  or  deny 
its  validity;  none  can  hold  on  upon  that  part  of  the  con- 
stitution which  is  to  their  advantage,  and  discard  all  the 
balance.  What  distinction  can  be  drawn  between  prop- 
erty, and  property  in  this  respect?  What,  sir,  shall  you 
not  be  able,  with  the  whole  power  of  the  confederacy, 
to  take  away  a  man's  horse,  worth  forty  dollars,  unless 
it  be  for  the  public  use,  and  not  then  without  just  com- 
pensation, and  still  be  able  to  take  his  slave,  his  prop- 
erty, worth  one  thousand  dollars,  not  for  the  public  use, 
not  with  just  compensation?  Some  have  said  this  prop- 
erty might  be  taken  away,  if  it  became  dangerous  to 
the  public.  This  cannot  be  for  the  public  use.  If  set 
free  they  will  not  be  property  at  all,  and  cannot  be 
property  for  the  public  use.  This  is  a  strange  idea — to 
make  property  useful  to  the  public,  by  making  it  no 
property  at  all! 

In  the  first  place,  a  man  cannot  be  placed  in  much 
greater  danger,  or  a  much  worse  condition,  than  by  ta- 
king away  from  him  the  proceeds  of  his  whole  life's 
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labor— his  bread  for  his  children.  In  the  next  place,  it 
is  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  profession,  that  those  who 
contend  for  those  powers  in  this  District  do  not  claim 
them  over  the  States.  If  this  argument,  drawn  from 
danger  only,  will  authorize  emancipation  here,  where 
there  are  but  few  slaves,  (and,  from  thesmallness  of  the 
District,  there  never  can  be  many,)  what  will  it  not  do^ 
if  transferred  to  Louisiana  and  Mississippi?  In  the  third 
place,  the  danger  is  not  less  on  account  of  the  interfe- 
rence of  strangers.  And,  in  the  fourth  place,  we  never 
meant,  nor  do  we  mean  ever,  to  put  ourselves  or  prop- 
erty in  negro  slaves  under  the  care  and  keeping  of  those 
who  have  no  slaves.  No,  sir;  no  distinction  can  be 
drawn  between  the  right  to  interfere  with  this  property 
and  any  other,  on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government. 
When  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  conveved 
away  this  District  to  the  Federal  Government,  they  had 
procured  a  bond  to  be  given  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, that  private  property  should  not  be  taken  for 
public  use,  without  just  compensation.  How,  then, 
comes  it  that  this  Government  shall  assume  the  power 
to  take  away  the  most  valuable  property  they  had,  when 
it  fell  into  its  hands? — and  that,  too,  (twist  it  as  you  will, 
at  last  it  comes  to  this,)  because  other  people  do  not 
like  this  kind  of  property — have  scruples  of  conscience. 
Yet  it  seems  many  have  no  scniples  of  conscience  that 
will  prevent  them  from  taking  away  the  property  of 
others — ^ay,  sir,  and  aAer  entering  into  the  most  solemn 
obligations  not  to  violate  an  Instrument  which  says  you 
shall  not,  except  for  the  public  use,  and  then  not  with- 
out just  compensation.  It  is  not  pretended  to  be  dis- 
guised that  there  is  a  plan  afloat  for  general  emancipa- 
tion; and  these  petitioners,  generally,  say  they  conceive 
this  to  be  a  part  of  the  means  to  be  used,  in  order  to 
consummate  their  general  object. 

It  appears  to  me  that,  view  the  memorials  and  argfu- 
ments  in  every  light,  resting  as  they  do  upon  some  sup- 
posed distinction  between  this  and  any  other  species  of 
property,  they  all  must  come  at  last  to  this  point— that 
the  property  in  a  negro  slave  is  no  property  at  all.  We 
have  no  thoughts  of  trusting  half  the  whole  wealth  of  all 
the  South  to  abstractions  of  this  kind.  We  claim  negro 
slaves  as  property;  we  hold  them  as  such;  and  the  prop- 
erty in  them  was  recognised,  guarantied,  secured,  or 
sought  to  be  secured,  to  us,  against  all  interference. 
The  constitution  either  secures  it  to  us,  or  it  does  not. 
If  it  does,  we  have  all  we  want  upon  that  point.  If  it 
does  not,  we  are  deceived,  and  must  secure  it  in  some 
other  way,  but  not  by  putting  it  under  the  control  of 
those  who  have  no  slaves. 

Many  are  of  opinion  thai  large  manufactories  are  dan- 
gerous to  the  liberty,  safety,  and  morals,  of  a  nation. 
Shall  we  burn  them  down,  sir,  by  act  of  Congress?  Such 
ideas  appear  to  me  to  be  subverdive  of  every  security  for 
property,  dangerous  to  the  community,  and  hostile  to  the 
peace  and  order  of  civilized  life.  I  cannot  see  the  least 
ground  for  asserting  this  power. 

But,  on  the  point  of  constitutionality,  I  can  differ  with 
any  gentlemao,  from  any  part  of  the  Union,  and  do  it  in 
perfect  good  will  and  good  humor.  With  equal  good 
humor  and  complacency  can  I  hear  abstractions  on  the 
subject  of  negroes  and  negro  slavery.  As  long  as  they 
are  kept  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line,  they  can 
never  hurt  us  of  the  South.  Nor  can  they  hurt  there 
much;  for,  as  my  Lord  Bacon  says,  « though  such 
things  work  mightily  on  men's  wits,  yet  do  they  produce 
no  very  great  eflecla."  The  mischief  never  begins  until 
an  attempt  is  made  to  reduce  them  to  practice. 

I  promised  you,  and,  through  you,  my  constituents* 
that  whenever  the  abolition  question  came  up«  not  en- 
tangled with  any  question  of  order,  or  with  any  extra- 
neous matter,  I  would  express  my  opinions  and  feelings 
upon  it.     Yet,  who  can  be  ignorant  of  what  are  the 
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feeling!  and  opinions  of  a  Repreientatiye  of  any  portion 
of  the  slaveholding  districts  upon  this  subject'  There 
it  DO  diflTerence  of  opinion  or  of  feeling,  either  in  regard 
to  the  right  to  interfere,  or  the  disposition  to  do  so,  bv 
the  Federal  Government.  Nearly  all  these  mennoriafs 
declare,  in  term^  that  they  mean  this  measure  to  ope- 
rate, in  some  form  or  other,  to  produce,  or  to  induce, 
the  eonancipation  of  the  slaves  of  all  the  South.  The 
fact  is  not  attempted  to  be  covered,  that  there  are  un- 
tiring efforts  constantly  in  action,  the  (^ject  of  which  ii| 
to  emancipate  our  slaves.  Some  petitions  propose  to  do 
it  immediately.  Others  propose  to  do  it  gradually.  I 
am  entirely  satisfied,  that  to  do  it,  or  use  the  means  to 
do  it,  either  way,  is  a  violation  of  the  constitution,  sub* 
versive  of  private  and  public  safety,  and,  if  persevered 
in,  fatal  to  the  Union. 

I  have,  however,  no  g^eat  solicitude  on  the  constitu- 
tional question.  When  the  mind  gets  \{s  own  consent  to 
take  from  me  my  property,  and  endanger  my  life,  upon 
speculative  notions  of  this  character,  it  is  obvious  it  will 
find  it  easy  enough  to  get  clear  of  constitutional  diffi- 
culty. And  it  is  not  material  wl^ether  it  come  to  this 
determination  through  infatuation,  perversion  of  intel- 
lect, or  perversion  of  moral  sense,  or  from  corruption 
known  and  felt;  it  will,  in  neither  case,  stand  long  upon 
constitutional  construction. 

Sir,  I  have  been  compelled  to  come  to  the  conclusion, 
that  when  our  lives  and  our  property  depend  upon  con* 
struction,  and  construction  only,  no  great  reliance  can 
be  placed  in  the  safety  of  either. 

The  opinions  of  the  greatest  and  best  of  men  differ 
and  chaime  with  time  and  change  of  circumstances. 
Look  to  the  opinions  of  the  great,  wise,  and  good  men, 
who  framed  and  adopted  tliis  constitution,  with  its 
guarded,  careful  amendments.  Mark  the  opinions  de- 
livered in  debate  on  its  adoption.  I  know  they  stand  in 
the  form  of  argument,  hut  not  the  arguments  of  counsel, 
feed  to  maintain  one  side  only.  They  are  the  arguments 
of  a  judge  delivering  the  sentence  of  life  or  death;  pro- 
nouncing sentence  of  life  or  death  to  a  nation's  inde- 
pendence. When  Patrick  Henry  urged,  before  the 
yii*ginia  convention,  that,  under  the  constitution  pro- 
posed, a  sovereign  State  might  be  dragged  before  a 
court,  what  did  the  late  Chief  Justice  sayln  reply?  Mr. 
Speaker,  when  I  allude  to  the  late  Chief  Justice  of  the 
United  States,  let  me  do  it  with  all  humility  and  homage 
to  his  i^reat  name  and  virtues.  Would  that  I  could  pay  a 
tribute  as  just  and  ample  as  it  is  sincere,  to  the  splendor 
of  bis  talents,  the  magnitude  of  his  acquirements,  and, 
what  is  more  than  all,  to  the  purity  and  simplicity  of  bis 
heart,  and  the  unbending  firmness  of  his  justice. 

In  answer  to  Henry,  and  in  support  of  the  constitu- 
tion, or  rather  its  adoption,  he  said,  among  other  things, 
"It  is  not  rational  to  suppose  that  sovereign  power 
should  be  dragged  before  a  court."  Does  he  then  say, 
or  even  intimate,  that,  in  the  adoption  -of  that  constitu- 
tion, a  State  would  cease  to  be  a  sovereign  Power?  Far 
from  it.  Such  a  hint  I  do  not  recollect  to  have  seen;  at 
that  day  it  might  have  been  fatal  to  the  adoption.  He 
savs  further:  *<  I  hope  no  gentleman  will  think  that  a  Slate 
will  be  called  at  the  bar  of  the  federal  court."  What 
he  thought  of  it  afterwards,  af^er  decisions  and  afUr 
opinions  will  show.  We  find  that  the  most  illustrious 
men  have  stood  out  for  a  time  upon  a  constitutional 
difficulty,  and  yielded  at  last.  Witness  the  history  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States.  I  may  not  be  right — I  hope 
1  am  not — but  it  appears  to  me  thst  positions  have  been 
taken,  which  in  their  nature  are  impossible  to  be  exe- 
cuted, and  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  con- 
stitution, and  that  by  construction  on  the  constitution. 

Has  no  such  position  as  this  been  subsUntially  taken— 
an  independent  savage  nation  in  the  heart  of  a  sovereign 
civihzed  State,  under  the  protection  of  the  federal  court? 


I  hope  I  am  not  right;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  good 
men  have  convinced  themselves  that  this  ia  practfc»ble, 
constitutional,  and  just;  and  that  the  savages  are  to  re- 
main, in  all  time,  not  subject  to  the  laws  of  the  State, 
scalping  and  tomahawking  men,  women,  and  belplesa 
children,  if  they  please,  under  the  protection  or  tlie 
federal  court.  If  all  those  whose  ancestors  took  land 
from  the  Indiana  would  return  to  them  all  the  lands  thus 
held,  there  would  be  room  enough  for  the  **  poor  In- 
dians." **Can  a  man  be  pardoned,  and  retain  the 
off*ence?"  When,  then,  I  tee  that  g^at  men  can  thus 
construe  and  thus  act — great  and  good  men,  many  of 
them  as  great  and  as  good  as  any  men  in  any  age  or 
country^-I  do  not  like  to  place  my  principal  reliance  on 
constitutional  construction  in  this  affair.  I  know  we 
must  rely  mainly  upon  ourselves.  But  as  far  as  depends 
upon  our  fellow-citiaens  and  friends  not  situated  as  we 
are  in  regard  to  this  property,  especially  members  of 
this  House,  I  am  anxious  to  have  an  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion: Do  you  (professing  to  be  friendly  to  us  of  the 
South)  mean  to  take  any  steps,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
produce  their  effect  now  or  hereafter,  which  steps  are 
intended  to  take  from  us  this  property,  and,  in  doing  so, 
put  us  and  the  property  both  in  danger?  No  man  can 
answer  to  this  for  those  that  are  to  follow  him.  Each 
man  must  answer  this  question  for  himself.  If  the  an- 
swer is  yes,  I  care  not  a  fig  for  his  constitutional  notion. 
I  cannot  feel  that  that  person,  whoever  he  may  be,  or 
whatever  he  may  think  of  the  purity  of  his  own  inten- 
tions, is  a  friend  to  me  or  mine,  or  to  the  southern 
people. 

We  of  the  South  are  notoriously  assailed  upon  this 
subject,  in  church  and  out  of  church,  (I  mean  no  reflec- 
tion on  the  church,)  by  societies  and  combinations  of  all 
descriptions  in  the  Union,  and  of  many  foreign  countries. 
Are  we  now  to  be  assailed  by  this  House?  The  votes 
which  have  been  taken  Indicate  decidedly  that  we  are 
not — ^the  friendly  countenances  t  meet  every  day  tell  me 
it  can  hardly  be.  But  if  we  are  to  be  assailed  by  this 
House  in  legislative  form,  inevitable  necessity  haa  taken 
our  course  for  us.  Philoso])hers  may  dream,  and  fanat- 
ics may  rave  in  their  wild  imaginations,  hut  we  know 
that  our  course  is  taken  for  us  by  dire  necessity.  We 
know  that  three  millions  of  men  are  not  to  be  managed 
by  philosophic  dreams,  or  the  wild  imagination  of  fanat- 
ics. Many  are  the  schemes  devised  for  our  benefit  by 
men  and  women,  many  of  whom  are  as  ignorant  of  the 
matter  as  they  are  officious  in  meddling  with  that  which 
does  not  concern  them.  Some  advise  enoancipation  im- 
mediately, openly,  violently;  others  propose  to  proceed 
more  cautiously,  carefully.  The  purposes  being  the 
same,  (the  emancipation  of  other  men's  property,)  dif- 
fering only  in  tlie  means  proposed  to  be  used,  the  more 
temperate  tells  the  more  rash  that  he  will  defeat  the 
object  So  far,  then,  his  rashness  will  benefit  us.  With 
such  an  object  before  him,  the  more  guarded  and  cir- 
cumspect he  is,  the  more  dangerous  he  is  to  us.  There 
is  only  one  point  upon  which  all  their  schemes  and  plana 
ever  agree— that  we  of  the  South  sleep  on  a  magazine 
of  gunpowder.  Some  propose  to  set  fire  to  this  maga- 
zine openly,  in  broad  day,  and  immediately;  others  aay 
it  would  be  best  to  horn  it  off*  gradually  by  a  slow  match, 
and  hurt  nobody.  Sir,  such  speculations  are  amusing*, 
as  long  as  they  are  not  attempted  to  be  put  into  practice. 
This  is  the  very  scheme  that  was  proposed  and  tried  in 
St.  Domingo.  It  was  some  time  before  the  match 
esught  the  magazine  of  powder;  but  when  it  did  take,  it 
blew  up  the  whole  island  at  a  blast.  Instead  of  millions 
on  millions  of  pounds  of  sugar  and  coffee,  and  numerous 
other  articles  of  value,  reared  by  the  hand  of  care  and 
industry  for  exportation,  what  have  tliey  now  but  the 
spontaneous  growth  of  the  island — mahogany  and  the 
like?     Their  population  reduced  to  less  than  half— 
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nwny  of  the  full-blood  negroes  now  to  be  found  m  herds, 
naked  and  wild  as  the  beasts  of  the  forest,  flying  from 
the  sight  of  man,  even  of  their  own  country  and  color! 
This  is  the  fruit  of  this  scheme  of  gradual  emancipation. 
In  that  experiment,  as  soon  as  the  white  people  began 
to  perceive  the  effect  of  this  gradual  scheme,  almost  all 
who  could,  left  the  magazine— left  the  island.  Those 
tliat  renMined  were,  with  the  help  of  certain  societies 
in  France,  niassacred  in  the  most  treatiherous  and  brutal 
manner.  Those  who  innocently  think  that  this  powder 
can  be  burnt  off*  gradually,  have  my  thanks  for  intend- 
ing  me  no  other  mischief  than  to  burn  my  powder  with- 
out my  leave.  Yet  they  must  excuse  me;  I  cannot 
agree  to  the  project  in  any  way.  1  wish  not  to  add  to 
any  excitement  that  may  exist,  or  fan  the  flame  of  dlo- 
cord.  Yet,  two  years  since,  nearly,  when  I  first  had 
the  honor  of  a  seat  here,  1  expressed  a  wish  to  print  one 
of  these  memorials.  It  contained  two  proposttions^one 
that  it  was  a  shame  and  disgrace,  as  well  as  pain,  to 
northern  and  eastern  gentlemen,  and  foreigners,  to  come 
to  this  capital  and  find  slaves  and  slaveholders  here. 
Every  word  applied  as  thoroughly  to  Virginia,  and  the 
whole  South,  as  to  this  place.  The  other  proposition 
was  this— that  if  abolition  took  place  here,  in  the  heart 
of  Virginia  and  klaryland,  it  would  compel  or  influence 
them  to  do  the  like.  Here  was  a  direct  proposition  to 
use  means  to  emancipate  our  sUves  in  these  States.  I 
wished  to  print  this,  and  let  the  South  know  what  was 
proposed,  and  what  feelings  these  people  entertained 
towarda  us,  and  bow  many  they  might  be,  many  or  few, 
and  who  they  were.  It  was  thought  to  be  a  firebrand 
by  my  honorable  colleague,  [Mr.  Wisi,]  and  I  abandon- 
ed tbe  idea,  as  that  seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of  the 
whole  South.  Yet  I  thought  and  said,  and  still  think, 
that  if  a  friend  detect  a  man  attempting  to  burn  my 
house  or  do  me  serious  injury,  and  arrest  it,  he  has  only 
half  done  his  work.  His  next  duty  is  to  tell  me,  that  I 
may  be  on  my  guard. 

It  is  not,  then,  a  new  thought  with  me  that  the  South 
ought  to  know  and  understand  that  there  b  danger 
abroad  {  and  I  am  happy  to  find  my  honorable  colleague 
agreeing  with  me  now. 

I  have  considered  this  emancipating  notion  for  a  long 
time,  and  think  I  understand  the  ouarter  from  which  it 
is  pressed  upon  us.  This  thing  is  found  in  the  South  as 
well  as  the  North,  though  not  to  the  same  extent— in 
Europe  as  well  as  in  America.  It  is  found  mainly  among 
the  aristocracy— I  mean  the  money,  that  is  the  only 
aristocracy  in  this  country — ^and  among  the  gossiping 
classes,  rich  idlers,  and  their  dependants,  who,  not  being 
obliged  to  work,  are  speculating  upon  that  which  will 
involve  the  life  and  property  of  thousands  and  millions 
of  honest,  industrious  citizens.  I  know  all  rich  people 
do  not  do  this,  but  it  surely  comes  from  that  quarter. 
I  never  knew  an  industrious  roan,  whose  habit  and 
business  was  to  make  bread  with  his  own  hands  lor  his 
wife  and  children;  nor  any  industrious  woman,  (his  wife,) 
whose  duty  and  habit  and  pleasure  it  was  to  honor  her 
husband,  and  feed  and  clothe  his  children,  that  ever 
pressed  this  thing  much  upon  any  one,  or  meddled  a 
great  deal  with  other  people's  business  in  any  thing. 
This  class  have  not  time  for  such  things.  Do  not  under- 
stand me  to  assail  the  wealthy  part  of  the  community 
rudely.  Far  from  it.  As  they  have  the  means  and 
leisure  to  acquire,  so  have  they  much  intelligence  and 
many  accomplishments  not  to  be  found  among  the 
poorer  classes.  As  they  are  freed  from  the  temptation 
Incident  to  want,  so  are  they  free,  in  a  measure,  from 
many  of  the  vices  to  which  those  who  are  more  pressed 
by  want  and  necessity  are  more  subject.  I  only  speak 
of  the  fact,  as  I  conceive  it  to  be,  without  disparagement 
to  either  class. 

I  wish  not  to  provoke  the  ire  of  thote  who  are  friend- 


ly to  us,  though  not  living  in  a  slaveholding  district. 
To  go  crusading  against  people  about  their  abstract 
notions,  could  only  be  equalled,  in  absurdity,  by  the 
crusade  of  the  fiinatics  against  us  for  that  which  we  can- 
not help,  if  we  were  ever  so  anxious.  I  know  tliat 
fiinaticism  is  abroad  in  the  land;  north  and  south,  east 
and  west,  in  Europe  and  America.  With  that  it  is  use- 
less, worse  than  idle,  to  attempt  an  argument.  It  is  in 
vain  to  appeal  to  its  bowels  of  compassion. 

"Arouse  the  tiger  ia  the  Hercanian  desert, 

Strive  with  the  half  starr'd  lion  for  bis  prey; 

Lesser  the  risk,  than  loroase 

The  tlunberiog  fire  of  wild  fauaUcism." 
It  seems  to  paky  every  valuable  faculty  of  the  mind 
and  tbe  soul.  Look  but  at  the  erusaderii  see  how  they 
went  on  like  raving  maniacs  for  more  than  two  hundred 
years.  Many  of  tbe  most  prudent  and  worthy  men, 
whose  every  action  was  weighed  in  the  bahmce  before 
their  course  was  taken »  every  effort  for  their  family, 
their  friends,  and  their  country—- many  thousands  of  such 
men,  suddenly  influenced  by  tbe  hermit  Peter,  or  some 
fluch  fonatic,  abandoned  all  they  had  been  toiling  for  ail 
their  days,  or  sold  it  to  purchase  an  outfit  for  the  ex- 
pedition to  tbe  Holy  Land.  How  many  teas  between» 
how  many  hostile  lands,  they  never  thoucht  to  inquire^ 
how  many  armies  they  should  have  to  subdue,  tliey  dis- 
dained to  estimate.  They  pressed  forward,  regardless 
of  the  fields  whitened  with  the  bones  of  otbera  cut  oflf  in 
the  same  mad  career.  Men  of  wisdom  as  well  as  men 
of  folly  were  eagerly  and  equally  engaged  in  this  enter- 
prise. Now,  men  of  all  -kinds,  wise  or  foolish,  look 
back  upon  them  and  their  mad  career  with  utter  aston- 
ishment, and  stand  amazed  at  their  madness.  Tbe  ex* 
dtement  upon  the  subject  of  neno  slavery  appears  to 
me  to  be  exactly  similar,  and  nothing  but  God  has  power 
to  arrest  it. 

To  desire  the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the  whole 
human  family,  and  endeavor  to  promote  it,  is  genuine 
benevolence,  which  is  the  queen  of  all  the  virtues.  Free 
from  all  fiinaticism,  many  or  the  wisest  and  beat  are  deep- 
ly concerned  Ibr  the  negro  race.  To  such  feelings  and 
such  notions  my  heart  yields  its  moat  profound  and  warm 
devotion* 

I  cannot,  however,  participate  in  their  hopes  or  their 
eflTorts.  When  I  look  back  into  tbe  records  of  past  ages^ 
and  am  unable  to  find  this  race  at  any  period,  in  all  time, 
in  any  place,  equal  to  their  own  protection  against  any 
other  race  of  men,  I  cannot  but  fieel  that  man's  efforts  to 
alter  a  destiny  so  abiding  must  prove  unavailing.  I 
mean  the  negro  race.  The  Moor,  the  Carthaginian,  the 
Egyptian,  were  ail  black,  or  nearly  so,  but  not  negroes. 
Tbe  negro  has  several  marks  that  distinguish  him  from 
any  other  race.  The  most  remarkable  is  his  woolly  hair. 
I  do  not  mean  to  reproach  him  with  this  peculiarity,  nor 
can  I  see  any  necessary  connexion  between  this  pecu- 
liarity,  or  any  other  that  he  has,  and  bis  ioferiori^.  I 
mean  merely  to  say  that  I  can  find  no  satiafactory  proof 
that,  in  any  time  {Mst,  this  race  has  been  found  equal  to 
his  own  protection  against  any  other  race.  While  a  aon 
is  an  infant,  under  father  or  guardian,  lie  can  be  provi- 
ded for  and  taken  care  of;  but  when  of  full  age,  if  be 
cannot  take  care  of  himself,  he  wHI  hardly  be  taken  care 
of:  much  more  certainly  is  this  the  case  with  a  nation  or 
race  that  is  not  equal  to  its  own  care  and  protection. 
Who  will  take  care  of  a  nation  that  is  not  able  to  take 
care  of  itself?  I  cannot  find  any  proof  that  this  race  has 
ever  been  in  any  other  condition.  What  was  their  con- 
dition in  the  days  of  Solonmn  f  "  Negro  slaves  were^  in 
those  days,  extraordinary  marks  of  luxurjr,  pomp,  or 
show;  and  were  sometimes  exhibited  as  objects  of  curi- 
osity. Josephus,  speaking  of  the  trade  carried  on  by 
Solomon  at  Opbir,  which  he  places  in  Afrioa,  mentions 
that|  besides  $M  and  nlver,  he  obtained  thence  much 
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Wory,  bUcks,  and  monkeyBt  and  theae  formed  the  great- 
est part  of  the  African  trade,  eren  till  late  years.  Solo- 
mon bouif^t  the  neif^ea  for  the  service  of  the  temple, 
tlie  high  priests,  and  the  seraglios,  whence  some  few  found 
their  way,  as  presents,  to  the  courts  and  cities  of  foreign 
Powers.  But  in  the  subsequent  ages,  the  decline  of  the 
kingdoms  of  the  East  extinguished  the  demand  for  such 
articles  of  luxury «  the  speculation  of  foreign  commerce 
ceased;  the  avenues  to  distant  objects  became  blocked 
up  or  forgotten^  and  the  negro  provinces  of  Africs,  re- 
taining only  a  very  precarious  communication  with  the 
Moors  and  Arabs,  remained  unnoticed  and  unknown, 
until  the  Portuguese  adventurers  again  opened  a  route 
to  their  shores,  two  thousand  four  hundred  and  forty  years 
afterwards."  Such  was  their  condition  then — such  it  is 
now.  The  best  protection  they  seem  ever  to  have  had, 
is  the  African  climate,  in  which  no  abiding  European 
settlement  ever  could  be  made,  though  tried  in  all  agesf 
and  Asiatics  can  with  difficulty. 

After  the  lapse  of  two  thousand  four  hundred  and  forty 
years,  what  was  their  condition  still/  While  other  races 
have  been  risinr  into  eminence  and  falling  into  barbar- 
ism, they  remam  the  same*— ay,  sir,  and  are  still  the 
same.  Efforts  have  been  made  for  three  hundred  years 
to  civilize  them,  and  advance  them  on  their  own  shores, 
but  all  in  vain.  Some  of  the  old  historians  use  expres- 
sions as  if  the  Egyptians  were  negroes;  but  the  proof  is 
now  ample  that  they  were  not  negroes,  but  had  negro 
captives  among  them.  All  the  Egyptian  mummies,  with 
scarcely  any  exception,  have  straight  hair  and  Asiatic 
laces— all  the  sculptures,  statues,  and  paintings,  show 
that  they  were  not  negroes.  Sir,  can  you  believe  that 
the  famous  Queen  of  Sheba  was  a  negress,  and  it  not 
mentioned/  Had  she  gone  up,  with  her  woolly  hair, 
and  lips  higher  than  her  nose,  into  all  the  splendor  of 
Asiatic  magnificence,  would  not  such  a  novelty  have 
been  mentioned? 

The  only  doubt  that  can  be  raised  is  in  regard  to  the 
Ethiopians.  Philosophy  took  its  rise  first  in  that  country. 
It  seems  easily  shown  that  it  was  a  nation  formed  of  peo- 
ple of  different  races.  As  I  can  find  nothing  certain  to 
ahow  that  the  philosophers  of  tliat  day  were  not  neg^roes, 
I  cannot  say  they  were  not;  yet,  upon  the  weight  of  tes- 
timony, what  probability  is  there  that  they  were?  None 
that  I  can  see.  They  have  never  taken  the  lead  since. 
Some  individual  might,  but  exceptions  prove  the  rule; 
yet  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  seen  an  indi- 
vidual instance  of  a  first  rate  man  in  any  thing  (except 
perhaps  music)  of  that  race. 

There  are  hordes  and  nations  of  them  in  that  neigh- 
borhood (Ethiopia)  exactly  such  as  they  were  thousands 
of  years  a{;o. 

There  is  a  race  spoken  of  in  the  Old  Testament,  of 
whom  it  is  said— <<  Cursed  be  Canaan;  a  servant  of  ser- 
vants shall  he  be  unto  his  brethren."  1  have  much  con- 
fidence in  the  truth  of  the  Old  Testament,  as  well  as  the 
tfew.  There  are  many  things  in  each  beyond  my  reach, 
upon  the  common  rules  of  evidence,  to  know  whether 
they  be  true  or  not,  but  there  Is  nothing  that  I  ever  could 
find  to  be  false,  if  in  this  the  negro  race  is  not  alluded 
to,  I  do  not'know  what  race  is  alluded  to.  If  1  did  not 
find  a  race  of  men,  as  I  think,  exactly  agreeln|^  with  it, 
I  might  have  passed  over  it,  as  a  thing  the  application  or 
truth  of  which  I  could  not  exactly  see.  From  age  to  age 
they  have  fulfilled  this  saying.  Shall  we  say  it  is  wrong, 
«nd  we  will  alter  it?  Or  shall  we  say  we  do  not  believe 
it?  And  why  not  believe  it?  See  the  prophecies  of  the 
Jews.  There  are  the  prophecies,  and  here  are  the  peo- 
ple; proving,  by  their  condition,  the  truth  of  the  proph- 
ecy. Their  condition  could  not  have  been  inferred  from 
what  had  been  the  condition  of  that  or  any  other  people, 
before  or  since  the  prophecies.  It  may  seem  hard,  and 
does  aeem  hard,  as  far  as  we  ue  able  to  look  into  it,  and 


nothing  but  positive  submission  to  overruling  destiny  in 
the  eyes  of  the  unbeliever,  or  submission  to  overruling 
Providence  in  the  eyes  of  the  believer,  confiding  in  his 
wisdom  and  goodness  as  well  as  submission  to  Omnipo- 
tence, can  reconcile  the  heart  of  a  kind  man  to  it.  And, 
sir,  should  either  rebel,  what  effect  would  rebellion  have? 

Some  say  the  negro  would  be  equal,  with  an  equal 
chance*  If  so,  he  must  prove  it  by  his  own  sctions.  H 
cannot  be  proved  by  supposition  or  hypothesis.  Why 
has  the  ne£^  not  had  a  chance?  Why  has  be  not  caught 
the  European,  the  Asiatic,  the  American,  in  hia  turn? 
Other  races  have  been  up  and  have  been  down;  but  they 
have  been  down  always. 

I  know  many  wise  and  great  men  have  hopes  that  the 
negro  race  may  be  yet  brought  up  to  an  average  with 
other  races.  I  am  obliged  to  feel  respect  for  the  opin- 
ions, or  even  the  serious  hopes,  of  men  of  great  talents 
and  virtue.  Yet,  having  been  raised  in  a  slaveholding 
section,  and  being  so  well  acquainted  with  their  charac- 
ter there,  and  having  uken  some  pains  to  inform  myself 
of  their  previous  condition,  I  cannot  feel  any  serious 
hope  of  their  ever  being  brought  up  to  that  condition  by 
man's  agency. 

Judging  from  individual  cases,  a  man  might  hope;  but 
exceptions  prove  a  rule,  though  they  may  exist.  It  is 
contrary  to  all  logic  to  argue  from  particulars  to  gene- 
rals; but  I  am  not  informed  of  one  exception  in  which  it 
appears  that  the  negro  has  arisen  to  any  thing  like  an 
equality  in  any  one  great  pursuit  of  learning,  or  any  thing 
else,  compared  to  the  first-rate  in  that  same  pursuit  in 
other  races.  God  forbid  tliat  1  should  disparage  them. 
Oftentimes  it  happens  that  they  are  better  and  more  in- 
telligent than  many  who  are  lamenting  over  their  is^no- 
ranee  and  depravity.  We  have  scripture  authority  to 
show  that  we  are  brothers;  and  the  authorities  I  have 
quoted  from,  and  alluded  to,  are  not  intended  to  uf»set 
the  scripture,  but  to  prove  by  other  evidence  the  truth 
mentioned  in  the  scriptures,  that  we  are  all  from  one 
stock.  They  prove  it  to  my  satisfaction;  and  I  believe 
would  iMve  proved  it  if  1  had  never  heard  of  the  acrip- 
ture. 

I  do  not  rest  our  course  to  be  pursued  upon  the  truth 
or  falsehood  of  mv  opinion  on  this  matter;  our  course  is 
marked  by  necessity.  Whether  negroes  be  equal  or  in- 
ferior^whether  it  was  right  or  wrong  in  the  origin  to 
have  brought  them  here— whether  slavery  in  the  abstract 
be  right  or  wrong— they  are  here  in  such  numberf,  and 
so  interwoven  with  our  institutions,  we  cannot  get  clear 
of  them  without  doing  a  great  deal  worse  by  them  and 
ourselves,  than  by  holding  them.  To  get  clear  of  them 
we  should  be  obliged  to  exterminate  them  in  self-defence. 

The  only  use  I  wish  to  make  of  this  view  of  the  mmtter 
is  this:  If  the  success  be  so  doubtful  and  even  hopeless 
of  placing  the  race  in  a  safe  condition,  and  raising  them 
upon  «  level  with  other  nations,  there  is  less  propriety  in 
pressing  upon  us,  when  evils  are  great  and  incalculable, 
and  benefits  just  within  the  range  of  possibility.  A  ques* 
tion  is  asked^  what  is  to  be  done?  I  know  but  one  an- 
swer. Leave  it  to  God.  In  the  ripeness  of  time,  and 
in  his  own  way,  he  will  do  right  about  it.  The  spheres 
keep  their  place  and  the  heavenly  bodies  move  in  their 
orbits  without  regard  to  any  agency  or  resolutions  of 
men.  Surely,  then,  when  subjects  grow  so  large,  and 
the  consequences  of  interference  so  perilous,  men  c&n 
never  be  held  responsible  for  leaving  them  in  the  hands 
of  an  overruling  Providence,  where  at  last,  let  man  re- 
solve what  he  will,  they  must  remain. 

Their  weakness  can  never  give  us  the  right  to  abuse 
them.  But  necessity  and  legal  right  compel  and  entitle 
us  to  hold  them.  I  have  no  idea  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, it  is  a  crime  to  hold  them,  and  sliall  not  trouble 
you  or  myself  with  nice  questions  of  what  would  be  nay 
opinion  under  other  circumstances;  yet  I  will  iay»  sir. 
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that  I  see  nothing  more  monstrous  in  this  thing,  in  any 
way,  than  in  many  other  things  elsewhere.  1  see  nothing 
to  induce  me  to  believe  that  if  the  pious  rage  of  the  fa- 
natics had  carried  them  before  Christ,  when  on  earth, 
under  the  same  circumstance,  as  some  of  their  brethren 
and  predecessors  did,  in  regard  to  the  woman  who  was 
taken  in  adultery— I  say  I  can  see  nothing  fn  it  to  prevent 
his  giving  the  same  answer.  «« Let  him  that  is  without 
fault  cast  the  first  stone."  If  they  will  obey  this  rule,  I  am 
willing  they  may  throw  as  many  as  they  please.  But  they 
have  not  the  shame  or  self-condemnation  that  the  others 
bad. 

"  They've  nought  to  do  bat  marie  still 
Their  neighbors  faults  and  folly." 

One  thing  is  observable.  Adultenr  is  forbidden,  and 
put  with  murder,  and  the  list  of  blackest,  deepest 
crime.  Slavery  is  nowhere  forbid,  at  least  in  terms,  if 
at  all.  We  are  driven  to  long  inferences,  and  that 
against  fact.  It  existed  all  the  while,  and  still  not  ex- 
pressly forbidden,  or  by  any  reasonable  implication. 
Yet,  mr,  do  not  understand  me  as  branching  out  in  de- 
fence of  slavery,  or  against  it  in  the  abstract}  I  speak 
only  as  to  our  present  condition;  the  most  inconvenient 
feature  of  which  i?,  that  it  lays  us  liable  to  fanatic  and 
unauthorized  interference  from  others.  If  we  indulge  the 
noble  feeling  of  hospitality,  the  delight  of  the  southern 
man,  and  take  into  our  bosom  the  foreigner,  seeking 
fortune  or  seeking  pleasure,  we  put  it  into  his  power  to 
touch  us  in  this  tender  place.  Pity  enough  is  it  that 
human  depravity  and  human  ingratitude  should  be  found 
great  enough  to  abuse  it;  and  still  greater  would  be  the 
pity,  if,  entering  into  the  closest  alliance  of  friendship 
and  interest  with  others,  they  should  be  found  willing 
to  touch  us  on  this  tender  chord.  I  will  pass  from  this 
gloomy  view  of  the  subject;  it  is  an  old  story  and  an  old 
truth,  that  the  heart  of  roan  is  deceitful  above  all  things, 
and  desperately  wicked. 

It  might  seem  that  Providence  intended  something  for 
the  benefit  of  the  negro  race,  in  suffering  a  portion  of 
them  to  be  brought  among  civilized  men,  where  they 
could  be  gfoverned  and  protected  under  and  by  their 
laws,  until  they  were  prepared  to  receive  his  further 
blessing.  If  this  be  his  design,  I  have  no  idea  that  man 
can  defeat  it.  To  carry  them  back  to  Africa  would 
aeem  well  calculated  to  stay  all  advance  in  their  career. 
But  the  idea  of  carrying  all  the  negroes  back  to  Africa 
was  never  entertained  seriously,  1  imagine,  by  any  one. 
There  are  about  three  millions.  To  carry  them  and 
find  a  home  for  them  in  a  distant  country  is  an  easy  job 
for  fanaticismt  but  all  time  is  unable  to  show  any  thing 
like  it.  We  are  talking  of  war  with  France,  and  France 
talking  of  war  with  us.  Think  of  the  cost  of  the  few 
regiments  that  either  would  think  of  sending  across  the 
Atlantic.  The  fanatics  think,  and  think  rightly,  that 
the  cost  would  be  worthy  the  consideration  of  both  na- 
tions. This  is  not  the  point  upon  which  their  brains 
are  diseased.  But  to  send  three  millions  across  the  At- 
lantic, and  find  a  home  for  them,  and  defend  them  until 
they  are  able  to  defend  themselves,  is  a  light  matter 
in  the  estimation  of  fanaticism.  Viewing,  on  the  whole, 
this  project  as  utterly  impracticable,  as  well  as  unconsti- 
tutional, I  am  opposed  to  any  interference  of  any  kind 
calculated  to  irritate.  We  are  told  that  slavery  among 
us  is  a  sore  evil.  Sir,  if  a  man  be  afflicted  with  a  cancer 
on  a  vital  part,  what  would  he  think  of  a  surgeon  who 
would  propose  to  cut  it  out?  What  would  you  think  of  a 
surgeon  who  would  insist  upon  amputation,  when  you 
knew  the  consequences  would  be  death?  What  would 
you  think  of  the  charity  or  kindness  of  him  who  would 
persevere  in  chafing  and  irritating  an  incurable  wound? 
To  let  us  alone  to  our  destiny  is  the  kindest  favor  that 
.  can  be  bestowed  upon  us. 


1  will  now  proceed  to  answer  some  of  the  charges  that 
have  been  nwde  against  the  South,  as  a  pretext  for  inter- 
ference with  our  matters.  Sir,  they  draw  their  conclu- 
sions from  premises  not  one  of  which  is  true  in  point  of 
fact. 

It  is  not  true  that  the  Africans  in  their  native  country 
are  made  worse.  They  were,  very  many  of  them,  can- 
nibals, when  the  slave  trade  commenced.  Instead  of 
catching,  killing,  and  eating,  their  enemies,  they  now 
catch  and  sell)  careful  not  to  kill. 

It  is  not  true  that  the  slaves  are  worse  ofl*here  than  in 
their  country.  Lander's  Travels  show  that  four  fiAhv 
of  them  are  slaves.  As  Mr.  Randolph  said,  <*It  is  the 
happiest  occurrence  that  ever  could  have  befallen  them. 
They  are  taken  from  a  country  where  they  are  little  better 
than  baboons,  and  transplanted  into  one  where  they  are 
made  intelligent  beings  and  Christians.  As  to  the 
whites,"  said  he,  <*it  is  another  matter."  They  are 
freer,  happier,  and  more  intelligent,  and  more  pious^ 
than  they  were  in  their  own  country. 

It  is  not  true  that  the  whites  are  worse  than  the  white 
men  in  other  countries.  Any  judgment  formed  here 
would  be  charged  with  partiality.  Go  to  any  country 
abroad,  and  see  if  a  southern  man  stands  questioneia 
by  his  locality.  Who  stands  higher  than  a  southern  gen- 
tleman, for  honor,  truth,  justice,  piety,  or  virtue,  in  any 
sense?  Has  he  the  name  of  a  hard-hearted,  hard-hand- 
ed tyrant?  Sir,  his  character  is  known  in  the  world. 
And  does  it  suffer  by  comparison  with  that  of  gentle- 
men of  any  non-slaveholding  State?  Who,  for  pure, 
feminine  modesty,  and  unsuspected  chastity,  as  well  as 
every  other  quality  that  can  recommend  her  to  the  love 
and  admiration  of  stranger  or  acquaintance,  stands  bet- 
ter in  the  eyes  of  the  world  than  the  southern  female? 
Is  it  supposed  that  she  will  suffer  by  comparison  with 
femalesl  n  any  non-slaveholding  State? 

It  is  not  true  that  the  southern  people  are  less  safe, 
in  any  sense,  unless  from  the  meddling  of  others. 
Where  is  the  country  that  has  had  less  violence  in  its 
bosom,  within  two  hundred  years,  than  the  South?  The 
affair  at  Southampton  is  the  only  one  of  any  size.  How 
much  fanaticiam  had  to  do  with  that  may  be  doubtful. 
What  has  been  the  case  with  non-slaveholding  States? 
Have  they  had  no  mobs,  no  riots,  in  that  time?  Have 
the  United  States  troops  never  been  obliged  to  lend 
their  aid?  There  is  no  country  where  there  is  leas  per- 
sonal violence,  fewer  robberies,  especially  by  the  ne- 
groes. Personal  security  is  as  great  as  any  where  in 
the  world.  Of\en  a  lady,  with  thousands  of  dollars  in 
her  custod}',  with  no  other  white  protection  than  her 
beautiful  daughtera  or  grand-daughters,  some  miles  ^ 
from  any  other  white  person's  dwelling,  surrounded  by 
fiOy  or  one  hundred  and  fifty  slaves,  her  only  protec- 
tion; all  who  know  any  thing  about  it,  know  what 
would  be  the  peril  at  which  an  attempt  would  be  made 
upon  her.  There  rest  treasure  and  beauty  secure  to* 
gether.  Think  you  they  would  be  more  secure,  thus 
guarded  by  hirelings,  in  a  non-alaveholding  country? 

It  is  not  true  that  the  free  negro  here  is  better  than 
the  slave.  Judge  him  by  the  communion  table,  the 
jail,  the  whipping-post,  or  the  gallows^  and  they  will 
give  it  in  favor  of  the  slave.  Put  them  to  any  test,  it 
will  turn  oiit  the  same. 

!t  is  not  true  that  slaves  are  as  dishonest  as  is  said  and 
supposed  by  those  not  acquainted.  Captain  Smith,  who 
first  made  a  permanent  settlement  in  Virginis,  says,  <•  as 
in  all  countries,  where  there  are  many  people,  there 
are  some  thieves;  so  in  all  seas,  much  frequented,  there 
are  some  pirates."  There  is  stealing,  then,  by  land 
and  by  sea.  The  jails  and  gibbets  prove  this  all  over 
the  world.  But  I  will  state  a  fact  by  which  comparison 
may  be  drawn  with  other  places.  Having  practised 
law  in  the  country,  in  tlte  courts  of  the  Interior,  the 
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nsture  of  that  prof  cation  bM,  for  twenty  yean  and  more, 
carried  me  into  hooae^  poblic  and  priTate,  from  the 
residence  of  the  moat  affluent  to  the  moat  humble 
dweUtng  of  the  poor.  1  carried  aaddlebagi  without  a 
lock,  and  nerer  loet  the  yalue  of  a  crarat  in  my  life 
from  them.  In  all  that  country  negfroet  are  the  domes* 
tic  aenranti,  and,  in  almoat  all  inatancei,  auch  things  are 
committed  to  their  care.  There  are  many  places 
where  there  are  no  ahtTes,  at  which,  if  your  hat,  or 
cloak,  or  trunk,  get  out  of  sight,  or  is  not  delivered  to 
some  one  who  has  given  bond  and  security  to  return  it 
to  you  again,  or  place  it  where  you  direct  him,  you  will 
never  see  it  apin;  and  tDeo,  unless  you  have  the  num- 
ber or  description  of  the  porter,  it  is  infallibly  gone. 
1  do  not  mean  to  say  slaves  do  not  steal;  they  do  steal, 
but  not  more  than  people  do  in  many  places  where  there 
are  no  slaves. 

It  is  not  true  that  they  are  worse  provided  for  than 
laborers  in  other  pbces.  The  increase  In  that  popula- 
tion will  prove  this,  without  any  thing  more.  In  many 
£  laces  where  there  are  no  slaves,  the  increase  in  popu- 
btion  is  nothing,  being  limited  bv  the  means  of  subsist- 
ence. I  sat,  sir,  and  my  heart  bled  for  the  sufferings  of 
the  poor  in  New  York,  as  painted  with  such  feeling  and 
eloquence,  by  a  gentleman  from  that  State,  [Mr.  Ferris,] 
at  the  last  session.  I  wondered  that,  while  so  much 
sympathy  was  felt  for  our  slaves,  there  were  no  bowels 
of  compassion  lef^  for  these  poor  sufferers— groups  of 
them,  in  that  extreme  cokl  weather  Iset  winter,  hover- 
ing for  days  and  nights  over  smoking  saw-dust.  This, 
too^  because  a  protecthig  duty  was  laid  on  foreign  coal, 
that  the  rich  collier  mi|^t  realize  a  few  cents  more  to 
the  bushel,  to  add  to  his  thousands,  perhaps  millions; 
and  this  appeal  was  made  to  induce  us  to  Uke  off  that 
duty.  I  liave  never  seen  shives  in  any  situation  com* 
parable  in  suffering  to  this. 

It  is  not  true  that  the  whole  of  life  between  master 
and  slave,  is  that  of  tyranny  on  the  one  hand,  and  ha- 
tred on  the  other.  I  have  never  seen  stronger  or  more 
lasting  friendships  than  are  found  between  the  children 
raised  up  in  the  same  family.  I  have  never  seen  more 
bitter  tears  shed  than  I  have  seen  dropped  by  the  do- 
mestic sUve  over  a  deceased  master  or  mistress,  or 
other  member  of  the  family.  Often  have  I  known  the 
mistress  to  rise  at  midnight,  and  travel  through  the  most 
inclement  weather  to  the  sick  bed  of  her  servant  and 
friend— yes,  sir,  friend— and  watch  over  her,  and  sym- 
pathize witii  her  in  all  her  affiiction,  until  the  rising  sun. 
I  have  seen  this  done  often  by  the  slave,  though 
wearied  by  toil — willingly,  voluntarily.  I  have  seen  him 
go  to  the  sick  or  otherwise  afflicted  master  or  mistress, 
and  nurse  and  watch  all  night.  This  is  no  rare  or  un- 
common thing.  Why,  then,  should  it  be  said  of  ua 
that  the  reUtionship  between  master  and  slave  destrojrs 
all  the  finer  feeling  of  the  heart.  Happy  is  that  man  in 
his  friendships  who  has  as  many  friends,  who  will  risk 
their  lives  for  him,  as  a  large  slavehoMer  generally  has 
slaves  who  will  peril  their  lives  for  him.  This  is  said  to 
be  induced  by  interest  only.  It  is  not.  But  g^nt  it. 
Neither  interest  nor  any  other  motive  can  induce  many 
to  do  so  to  the  suffering  poor.  It  is  not  true  that  the 
relationship  will  produce  the  effect  to  destroy  noble 
feeling.  Where  do  we  get  our  ideas  of  honor  and 
chivalry  but  from  the  days  of  chivalry;  and  who  were  in 
more  positive  bondage  than  was  the  page  or  the  squire 
to  his  superior? 

It  is  not  true  that  slaves  are  more  idle,  or  their  labor 
less  profitable.  The  exports  from  this  country  will  show 
this.  Three  articles  of  export,  the  proceeds  of  slave 
labor  exclusively,  cotton,  tobacco,  and  rice,  amounted, 
a  few  years  since,  to  sixty  millions  out  of  eighty  millions 
of  dolUrs,  the  whole  .export;  and  that  exclusive  of  what 
is  used  in  this  country.  There  Ganaot  be  moro  than  two 


millions  of  thirteen  (the  whole  population)  employed 
in  It. 

I  have  denied  some  charges  against  the  South,  merely 
because  tbev  have  been  so  of^  repeated  that,  if  not 
contradicted,  they  might  be  taken  for  admitted.  But  I 
deny  all  right  in  any  to  challenge,  question,  or  meddle 
with  us  in  our  affairs,  in  that  which  does  not  concern 
them. 

Neither  do  I  mean  to  be  construed  as  an  advocate  for 
negro  riavery,  or  any  other  kind  of  slavery,  in  the  ab- 
stract; only  such  as  we  have  and  cannot  get  clear  of.  As 
to  the  negroes,  I  should  be  willing  to  get  rid  of  them  in 
any  way  that  is  consistent  with  humanity  and  the  righU 
of  the  owners.  I  am  not  willing  to  violate  private  right, 
public  right,  or  common  sense  and  justice,  about  it; 
neither  am  I  willing  to  see  them  sacrificed  for  my  whim 
or  benefit.  Self-defence  might,  and  will,  if  there  be 
much  more  interference,  instigate  them  to  acU  that  will 
compel  ua  to  sacrifice  them. 

One  word  more  before  T  resume  my  seat.  I  have 
much  confidence  in  <he  good  feeling  of  this  House 
towards  us  in  this  thing;  much  more  than  I  had  before 
it  was  openly  agitated  here.  Yet,  let  me  appeal  to  gen- 
tlemen by  every  tender  endearment  of  peaceful  Kfe  and 
security,  under  the  freest  and  happiest  Government  on 
earth,  not  to  suffer  this  thing  to  be  pushed  on  us  by 
legislative  action  or  encouragement.  When  once  we 
are  sure  that  you  deliberately  design  to  push  this  on  us, 
we  are  friend's,  we  are  brothers  no  longer.  Let  none 
flatter  themselves,  that  when  the  elements  of  civil  war 
and  discord  are  matured  for  action  in  this  nation,  they 
will  be  secure  in  some  safe  and  peaceful  retreat,  far  re- 
moved from  slavery  and  its  consequences.  When  once 
these  elements  are  put  in  motion,  (at  whatever  end  of 
the  continent,)  their  desoUting  flame  will  rage  from  one 
end  of  the  confederacy  to  the  other,  until  we  die  the 
death  of  all  former  republica,  and  are  buried  in  their 
family  vault,  within  the  arms  of  despotism.  This  has 
been  the  fate  of  all,  and  will,  I  fear,  be  ours. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

WZDHESDAT,     JaHUABT    20. 

SMITHSON  LEGACY. 

Mr.  CHAPIN  moved  to  consider  the  motion,  which 
he  submitted  yesterday,  for  printing  5,000  copies  of  the 
report,  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  AoAva,  lirom  a  select 
committee,  together  with  the  President's  message,  cor- 
respondence, and  will,  relating  to  the  bequest  of  James 
Smithson,  late  of  London,  deceased. 

Objection  being  made, 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  said  the  report  was  in 
reference  to  a  subject  of  considerable  interest,  not  only 
to  the  House,  but  to  the  country  generally.  As  tbe  re- 
port was  in  the  hands  of  the  printer,  it  was  proper  that, 
if  an  extra  number  of  copies  was  ordered,  it  slioald  be 
done  at  this  time.  He  moved  to  suq>end  the  rule,  lor 
the  purpose  of  entertaining  the  motion  to  print;  which 
was  agreed  to:  Ayes  lOT,  noes  46. 

Mr.  HOWARD  desired  to  know  from  some  member 
of  the  committee  the  purport  of  the  report,  and  what 
disposition  was  proposed  to  be  made  of  the  bequeat.  He 
was  entirely  ignorant  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CHAPIN,  of  New  York,  said  he  would,  as  n 
member  of  the  committee  to  which  the  subject  of  the 
Smithaon  bequest  had  been  referred,  answer  the  inquiry 
of  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  How- 
A  AD.]  It  was  not  proposed,  either  by  the  report  or  bill 
which  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  select  committee 
[Mr.  Abams]  had  submitted,  to  indicate  the  plaii  or 
organization  of  the  institution  to  be  founded.  At 
present,  it  would  be  entirely  premature  to  do  aoi  be* 
cause  the  first  step  was  to  obtain  the  funda,  leaving  the 
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applieation  of  them  to  futare  legislation.  The  btU  pvo- 
Tidet  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  shaU 
appoint  an  agent  to  prosecute,  the  claim  in  the  coart  of 
chancery  in  England,  where  the  funds  are  locked  up,  in 
behair  of  the  United  States,  and»  on  the  receipt  of  tbem« 
to  give  the  proper  discharge  or  acquittance  for  the 


Sir,  the  bequest  of  Jamet  Smitlison,  amounting  to 
nearW  half  a  million  of  dollars,  is  among  the  most  liberal 
benenctions  upon  record.  Coming,  too,  as  it  does^ 
from  a  citizen  of  Great  Britain,  who  is  not  known  to 
Iwve  visited  the  United  States,  or  to  have  had  any  friends 
residing  here,  it  may  be  regarded  as  a  distinguished 
tribute  of  respect  paid  by  a  foreigner  and  stranger  to 
the  free  institutions  of  our  country.  It  is  due  to  the 
memory  and  character  of  the  donor,  that  suitable  pub- 
licity should  be  given  to  this  noble  and  generous  act  of 
public  munificence;  it  is  due,  also,  as  the  aoknowledg- 
meat  of  the  grateftil  sense  of  Goneness,  in  behalf  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  for  whose  benefit  the 
bequest  was  made;  and  it  is  in  an  especial  manner  ne- 
cessary, in  order  to  call  the  attention  of  men  distin- 
guished for  learning  and  talents  in  all  parts  of  the  Union 
to  the  subject,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  expres- 
sion of  their  views  and  opinions  in  regard  to  the  plan 
and  organization  of  the  institution  proposed  to  be  estab- 
lished. This  splendid  benefaction  confers  immortality 
upon  the  individual  by  whom  it  was  bestowed,  and  does 
honor  to  the  age  in  which  we  live. 

Mr.  C.  concluded  by  expressing  the  hope  that  the 
motion  to  print  would  be  adopted  by  the  Rouse  without 
a  dissenting  voice. 

Mr.  PARKER  said  the  House  had  not  entirely  got  out 
of  a  debate  which  had  arisen  upon  a  bill  which  was  in- 
tended to  provide  for  their  own  pay,  in  reference  to  the 
alleged  excessive  expenditures  of  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  House,  for  the  item  of  printing.  A  great  deal  of 
complaint  was  made  on  the  occasion  alluded  to,  because 
of  the  number  of  the  President's  messages  ordered  to  be 
printed  by  the  House.  He  was  so  case-hardened,  that 
he  would,  upon  a  like  occasion,  do  the  same  thing  again. 
He  was,  however,  not  prepared  to  vote  forihe  propor- 
tion before  the  House.  The  report  was  doubtless  an 
able  one,  but  he  could  see  no  reason  why  five  times  the 
number  which  were  necessary  for  the  information  of  the 
House  should  be  printed.  It  would  be  recollected  that 
a  report  had  been  made  in  the  Senate  on  this  subject, 
which  had  been  published  in  all  the  newspapers  he  had 
seen.  They  would  not  be  called  upon  to  make  any  dis- 
position of  these  funds,  because  they  bad  not  yet  re- 
ceived themi  and  if  they  ever  did,  it  would  perhaps  be 
fifteen  or  twenty  years  first.  Upon  the  whole,  be  did 
not  consider  it  at  all  important  that  an  extra  number  of 
this  report  should  be  published. 

The  motion  to  print  5,000  extra  copies  of  the  report 
was  then  agreed  to. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
heretofore  submitted  by  Mr.  Jaavis,  of  Maine,  and  modi- 
fied by  the  adoption  of  an  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Glascock. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wisi  to  in- 
sert a  substitute  for  the  resolution — 

Mr.  WISE  (by  consent  of  Mr.  Bodldiv,  who  had  the 
floor)  modified  his  motion  so  aa  to  move  an  additional  res- 
olution to  the  resolution  offered  by  the  gentlennan  from 
Maine. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  remarked  that  he  had  no  objection 
to  this  motion. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL  asked  whether  this  subject 
would  occupy  the  day,  or  be^  limited  to  the  hour  assigned 
for  resolutions. 


Mr.  BOULDINdid  not  yield  the  fioor  fbr  the  purpose 
of  this  Inquiry,  and  said  he  might  as  well  finish  what  he 
had  to  say  on  this  subject  at  the  present  time.  He  re*, 
sumed,  and  concluded  the  remarks  which  he  commenced 
yesterday.  [Mr.  B's  speech  is  given  entire  in  yesterday'a 
debate.] 

Mr.  PICKENS  took  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  moved  the  orders  of  the  day. 

Mr.  PICKENS  suggested  that  the  motion  was  not  in 
order,  as  this  subject  had  been  made  the  order  of  the 
day. 

The  CHAIR  stated  that  the  motion  would  not  be  in 
order  till  one  o'clock,  and  he  would  not  decide  the  ques- 
tion of  order  in  advance. 

Mr.  PICKENS  commenced  a  speech  on  the  subject  of 
the  resolutions,  and  continued  till  one  o'clock. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  then  moved  that  the  House  pro- 
ceed to  the  orders  of  the  day. 

After  some  conversation  between  Mr.  PICKENS  and 
the  CHAIR,  the  CHAIR  decided  that  the  motion  was  in 
order. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this 
motion  I  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  question  being  tsken,  there  appeared  yeas  105, 
nays  105,  as  follows: 

TiAs— Messrs.  John  Q.  Adsms,  Heman  Allen,  Ash, 
Banks,  Barton,  Bean,  Bockee,  Bond,  Boon,  Borden, 
Boyd,  Briggs,  Brown,  Cambreleng,  Casey,  George 
Chambers,  Chancy,  Chapin,  Childs,  Clark,  Coles,  Cramer, 
Cushman,  Davis,  Denny,  Uickerson,  Efner,  Fairfield, 
Farlin,  Fowler,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller, 
Galbraitb,  Gillet,  Granger,  Grantland,  Graves,  Grayson, 
Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hannegan,  Hard,  Samuel  S.  Harri- 
son, Hawes,  Hazeltine,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Howell,  Hub- 
ley,  Huntington,  Ingersoll,  Ingham,  Janes,  Cave  Johnson, 
Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard, 
Lane,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawrence,  Gideon  Lee*  Joshua 
Lee,  Logan,  Loyall,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  William 
Mason,  Moses  Mason,  McKeon,  McKim,  Miller,  Milligan, 
Moore,  Page,  Parker,  Parks,  Patterson,  Dutee  J.  Pearce, 
Phelps,  Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph 
Reynolds,  Russell,  Schenck,  Seymour,  Shinn,  Smith, 
Spangler,  Sutherland,  Taylor,  John  Thomson,  Toucey, 
Vanderpoel,  Vinton,  Wagener,  Ward,  WardweU,  Web- 
ster, Whittlesey— 105. 

Nats — Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Anthony,  Ashley,  Beale, 
Bell,  Bouldin,  Bunch,  Bynum,  John  Calhoon,  William 
B.  Calhoun,  Campbell,  John  Chambers,  Chapman,  N.  H. 
Claiborne,  John  F.  H.  Claiborne,  Clevebmd,  CoflTee, 
Connor,  Craig,  Crane,  Cushing,  Darlington,  Deberry, 
Dickson,  Dromgoole,  Evans,  Everett,  Forester,  French, 
James  Garland,  Rice  Garland,  GUscock,  Grennell, 
Griffin,  Hiland  Hall,  Hamer,  Hammond,  Hardin,  Harlan, 
Harper,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawkins,  Hsynei^  Hiester, 
Hoar,  Holsey,  Hunt,  Huntsman,  William  Jackson,  .labez 
Jackson,  Jarvis,  Henry  Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Law- 
ler.  Lay,  Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Manning, 
Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  Maury,  May, 
McCarty,  McComas,  McKay,  McKennan,  McLene,  Mer- 
cer, Montgomery,  Morgan,  Morris,  Muhlenberg,  Owens, 
Fatten,  Franklin  Pierce,  James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew, 
Peyton,  Pickens,  Pinckney,  Rencher,  Roane,  Robertson, 
Rogers,  William  B.  Shepard,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd, 
Slside,  Sloane,  Standefer,  Steele,  Storer,  Taliaferro, 
Thomas,  Waddy  Thompson,  Towns,  Turner,  Underwood, 
Weeks,  White,  Lewis  Williams,  Sberrod  Williams, 
Wise— 105. 

The  CHAIR  voted  in  the  affirmative. 

So  the  House  determined  to  proceed  to  the  orders  of 
the  day. 

The  engrossed  bill,  to  extend  the  cliarters  of  certain 
banks  in  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  1st  day  of  Octo- 
ber, 1836,  was  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 
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PARTIAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  bill  making  appropriations,  in  part,  for  the  sup- 
port of  Government  for  the  year  1836,  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  moved  to  postpone  this  bill;  and 
said  that,  in  moving  the  orders  of  the  day,  it  was  bis  ob- 
ject to  call  up  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by 
the  fire  in  New  York.  It  was  necessary  to  act  on  this 
bill,  in  order  to  remove  the  embargo  now  laid  on  the 
commerce  of  the  city  of  New  York,  in  consequence  of 
its  delay. 

Mr.  WISE  remarked  that  he  should  oppose  the  motion 
to  take  up  that  bill. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  asked  when  the  general  appropria- 
tion bill  would  be  reported. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  said  it  would  be  reported  on 
Tuesday  morning  next.  It  had  been  delayed  by  the  ill- 
ness of  one  of  the  principal  clerks  of  one  of  the  Depart- 
ments. 

The  motion  to  postpone  the  bill  was  agreed  to. 

After  some  conversation,  in  which  Mr.  HARDIN,  Mr. 
CAMBRELENG,  and  Mr.  WHITTLESEY,  took  part. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  UNDERWOOD,  all  other  bills  lying 
on  the  table  were  postponed,  in  order  to  take  up  the  bill 
for  the 

BELIEF  OF  SUFFERERS  BY  FiRE  IN  NEW  YORK. 

The  House  having  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
sufferers  by  the  late  fire  in  the  city  of  New  York — 

Mr.  EVERETT  spoke  briefly  on  the  subject  of  the 
bill,  and  indicated  several  amendments  which  he  should 
offer  if  in  order.  One  of  these  amendments  provides 
that  the  collectors  shall  take  new  bonds  in  every  casef 
and  another  that  the  debtors  shall  pay  interest  on  the 
bonds  for  the  time  for  which  the  payment  was  deferred. 

Mr.  DENNY  said  bis  chief  objection  to  the  bill  arose 
from  its  conflicting  with  that  clause  of  the  constitution 
which  provided  that  there  should  be  no  preference  given 
to  one  port  over  another.  The  second  section  of  the 
bill  did  go  to  alter,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  present  rev- 
enue regulations.  The  first  section  of  the  bill  provided 
for  the  relief  of  individuals  who  had  suflTered  by  the  fire; 
but  the  second  section  was  too  general;  for  it  extended 
to  all  the  importations  in  the  port  of  New  York  prior  to 
the  late  fire,  and  to  that  extent  gave  preference  to  New 
York  over  every  port  in  the  country.  It  was  partial  le- 
gislation, in  direct  violation  of  that  clause  of  the  consti- 
tution. It  also  conflicted,  he  thought,  with  the  act  of 
1832,  commonly  called  the  compromise  bill.  These 
were  his  objections  to  the  bill.  He  would  have  been 
glad  if  the  bill  had  been  more  specific,  had  classified  the 
sufferers,  and  discriminated  between  those  who  were 
the  citizens  and  the  foreign  agents. 

Mr.  PEARCE,  of  Rhode  Island,  said  the  bill  was  al- 
ready so  encumbered  with  the  amendments,  that  he 
should  not  offer  then  what  he  intended  to  at  a  future  pe- 
riod of  its  consideration.  The  bill  was  too  partial  in  its 
operations,  and  left  altogether  unprovided  for  those 
who  had  most  claim  upon  the  community  and  upon  Con- 
gress. There  was  but  one  portion  of  that  community 
who  ought  to  be  relieved.  It  was  those  who  had  im- 
ported goods,  had  them  in  packages,  and  lost  them  by 
the  fire.  Mr.  P.  said,  at  the  proper  time,  he  should 
move  a  third  section  to  the  bill,  providing  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  be  authorized  And  directed  to 
pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  ap. 
proprtated,  to  all  other  persons ^ho  have  suffered  loss 
of  property  by  the  late  conflagration  in  the  city  of  Nev 
York,  not  provided  for  in  either  of  the  sections  of  the 
bill,  fifteen  per  cent,  on  such  loss. 

Mr.  P.  urged  another  objection  to  the  bill;  which  was 
that  of  giving  up  the  power  of  Congress  over  this  mat- 
ter to  the  collector  of  New  York.    No  man  esteemed 


that  gentleman  more  highly  than  he  did,  but  he  never 
would  consent  to  give  up  such  control  to  any  man,  as 
was  proposed  in  this  bilL  Another  feature  or  the  bill 
was  objectionable.  It  provided  that  no  sufferer  could 
receive  any  benefit  from  it,  whose  loss  did  not  amoant  to 
the  sum  of  $1,000.  He  also  referred  to  various  analc 
gous  acts  of  relief,  and  argued  at  length  against  the  pro- 
visions of  the  present  bill. 

Let  those,  he  said,  who  hsve  suffered,  bring  their 
claims  individually  before  Cong^ss,  and  let  them  be  in- 
vestigated; but  this  bill  was  in  violation  of  all  existing 
precedents,  and  conflicted  with  the  principle  on  which 
alone  relief  should  be  sflTorded .  It  provided  for  the  most 
wealthy,  and  omitted  the  most  needy.  Ttie  bill  was  not 
what  it  purported  to  be.  It  was  not  <*a  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  sufferers  of  New  York,"  but  a  bill  extending 
accommodation  to  the  mercantile  interest  of  New  York. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  rose  and  stated  that  he  desired  to  ad- 
dress  the  House  on  the  bill;  but  that,  as  the  hour  was 
late,  lie  would  move  that  the  committee  now  riae. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  committee  roie, 
reported  progress,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again. 

On  motion,  the  House  then  adjourned. 

Tmubsbat,  JuruxnT  21. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT   OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  the  first  business  in  order 
to  be  the  question  of  order  upon  the  appeal  from  the 
decision  of  the  Chair  in  reference  to  a  petition  prsying 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbii, 
presented  heretofore  by  Mr.  Adaxs,  upon  which  Mr. 
Glascock  had  raised  the  question  of  reception. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  said  the  House  hsd  from 
time  to  time  manifested  a  disposition  to  postpone  this 
subject.  He  could  see  no  propriety  in  disposing  of  it 
now,  inasmuch  as  a  question  of  more  importance  vii 
before  the  House  and  undecided,  which  was  connected 
with  the  same  subject.  Congress  had  been  seven  weeks 
in  session,  and  but  two  bills  had  passed  the  House:  one 
of  which  was  in  relation  to  the  accounts  of  the  Ameri- 
can consul  at  London,  and  the  other  In  regard  to  the 
hostilities  of  the  Indians  in  Florida.  There  existed 
manifest  necessity  for  action  upon  various  measures  of 
importance,  and  he  therefore  moved  to  postpone  ttte 
further  consideration  of  the  subject  before  the  House 
until  Saturday  week. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  was  desirous  of  having  the  ques- 
tion taken  on  the  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Clnir, 
because,  so  long  as  that  decision  stood,  there  was  no 
possibility  of  the  people  having  a  chance  of  presenting 
their  petitions  to  the  House.  On  the  last  petition  day  it 
wss  with  difficulty  that  a  discussion,  which  would  htve 
occupied  the  House  the  whole  day,  was  avoided,  and 
the  people  precluded  from  having  their  petitions  re- 
ceived. If  the  question  was  decided  that  a  motion  not 
to  receive  a  petition  was  not  subject  to  the  45lh  rutei  be 
would  pledge  himself  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
rules,  because  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  any  one 
member  to  get  up  and  move  that  a  petition  be  not  re- 
ceived, and  then,  according  to  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker,  the  whole  day  might  be  consumed  in  discuss- 
ing that  petition.  He  hoped  the  House  would  decide 
the  question  at  once.  If  the  House  decide  that  the  de- 
cision of  the  Speaker  was  wrong,  Ft  would  be  equivalent 
to  an  amendment  of  the  rules.  Gentlemen  were  mis- 
taken if  they  thought  that  by  putting  this  question  oH' 
from  week  to  week  they  would  get  rid  of  it.  He 
believed  if  the  Speaker  would  reconsider  his  deci- 
sion he  would  reverse  it?  but  if  he  would  not,  he  (Mr. 
A.)  would  ask  the  House  to  decide  whether  the  peo- 
ple should  have  the  right  to  have  their  petitions  received 
or  not. 
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Tlie  motioii  to  postpone  was  ttien  tgreed  to:  Ayes  94» 
noes  59. 

After  trtnsectinl^  some  other  business. 

The  House  then  resamed  the  consideration  of  the  fol- 
lowmg  resolutiony  heretofore  offered  by  Mr.  Jabtis,  of 
Maine: 

Beaohed,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  sub* 
ject  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  Congress.  And  be 
it  further  resolved,  that  in  case  any  petition  praying 
the. abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia  be 
hereafter  presented,  it  is  the  defiberate  opinion  of  the 
House  that  the  same  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  table, 
without  being  referred  or  printed. 

To  which  Mr.  Wise  submitted  the  following  amend- 
ment: 

**  Reaoheit**  and  insert.  That  tliere  is  no  power  of 
legislation  granted  by  the  constitution  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  to  aboitsh  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Colottibia,  and  that  any  attempt  by  Congress  to  legislate 
upon  the  subject  of  slavery  will  be  not  only  unauthori- 
zed, but  dangerous  to  the  union  of  the  States. 

Mr.  Jab  VIS  subsequently  modified  the  original  reso* 
lution  as  follows: 

Whereas  any  attempt  in  this  House  to  sgitate  the 
question  of  slavery  is  calculated  to  disturb  the  compro- 
mises of  the  constitution,  to  endanger  the  Union,  and,  if 
persisted  in,  to  destroy  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the 
country:    Therefore, 

Ruohedt  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  sub- 
ject of  the  al>olition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia ought  not  to  be  entertained  by  Congress.  And  it  is 
further  resolved,  that  In  case  any  petition  praying  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbm  be 
hereafter  presented,  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
House  that  the  same  ought  to  be  laid  upon  the  table, 
without  being  referred  or  printed. 

The  question  before  the  House  being  Mr.  Wisa's 
amendment,  which  he  subsequently  moved  as  an  addi- 
tional resoltition  to  Mr.  Jamvis's— 

Mr.  PICKBNS  rose  and  observed  that  he  regretted 
exceedingly  the  necessity  that  induced  him  to  say  any 
thing  on  the  interesting  and  deeply  exciting  topics  be- 
fore the  House.  Sir,  when  I  had  occasion,  some  weeks 
since,  to  make  a  few  remurks  on  this  subject,  I,  as  well 
as  the  party  I  have  the  honor  to  be  associated  with,  were 
then  denounced  as  attempting  to  raise  a  discussion  and 
excitement  for  party  purposes.  It  was  said  that,  like 
the  Hartford  convention  men  and  abolitionists,  we  were 
put  down  and  sunk  in  the  country,  and  that  we  de- 
aired  some  sectional  excitement  to  raise  us  from  our 
weak  position,  &c.  I  would  disdain  to  notice  this,  if 
the  charge  lud  originated  from,  and  been  confined  to, 
a  miserable  whipster  editor,  who  has  been  hired  to  hunt 
down  all  that  is  virtuous  and  intellectual  in  the  country, 
who  has  fed  upon  calumny  and  fattens  upon  slunder,  and 
upon  whose  countenance  envy  and  malignity  hold  their 
cadaverous  union;  I  would  loathe  to  touch  this  pitiful 
thing,  that  lives  by  licking  the  spittle  of  men,  if  it  were 
not  that  it  is  understood  to  represent  the  executive 
branch  of  this  Government,  and  is  the  org^n  of  the 
dominant  party  that  now  rules  the  de&tines  of  this  repub- 
lic. This  being  the  fact,  I  call  upon  every  honest  and 
virtuous  man  to  brand  it  with  the  indignation  that  its 
falsehood  and  infamy  deserve.  Let  no  man  suppose  that, 
because  I  belong  to  a  comparatively  small  party,  perse- 
cuted and  misrepresented,  my  voice  is  ever  to  be  silen- 
ced upon  this  floor,  when  the  honor  or  the  interests  of 
those  I  stand  here  to  represent  may  be  involved,  directly 
or  indirectly.  No  earthly  consideration  shall  deter  me 
from  uttering  the  sentiments  of  my  heart  on  this  sub- 
ject. Let  no  man  make  it  a  question  for  partisan 
warfiire  or  for  party  triumph.  It  rises  above  all  par- 
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ties,  and  is  identified  with  the  dearest  and  paramount 
interests  of  every  southern  State  in  this  confederacy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  seen  enough  to  convince  me 
that  there  is  an  unsound  state  of  feeling  here  and  else- 
where, totally  at  war  with  our  rights  and  our  institutions. 
I  have  not  read  passing  events  for  the  last  year,  to  be 
now  deceived  at  what  I  see.  I  agree  with  gentlemen, 
when  they  .say  the  abolition  societies  and  their  open 
(>artisans  are  at  present,  compared  with  other  great  par- 
ties, small,  so  far  as  numbers  are  concerned.  But,  to 
ascertain  their  real  strength,  we  must  examine  the  pe- 
culiar division  of  parties  that  exists  in  the  non-slaveholdmg 
States.  Take,  for  instance,  New  York,  and  we  find  there 
the  anti-masonic  party,  the  whig  party,  and  the  party  I 
believe  called  the  ••  regency  party.*'  From  the  division 
of  these  parties,  the  abolitionists  become  important  and 
powerful,  as  holding  the  balance  of  power;  hence  it  is 
that  all  other  parties,  desiring  their  strength,  acquiesce, 
to  a  certain  extent,  in  their  measures  and  movements. 
There  is  a  high  game  playing  for  political  power,  and 
those  who  would  seem  to  be  weak  from  numbers  become 
strong  from  position.  Their  strength  consists  in  fanati- 
cism—in painting  scenes  of  imaginary  evil — in  appeal- 
ing to  the  passions  of  the  heart,  and,  as  th^  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adaxs]  says,  to  their  religion. 
And  when  was  fanaticism  arrested?  Look  at  its  history 
all  over  the  world.  In  its  first  commencement,  it  is  seen 
like  ^a  speck  in  the  distant  horizont  but  mark  it  as  it 
rises— it  spreads  and  widens,  and  grows  blacker  and 
blacker,  until  it  sweeps  with  the  fury  of  the  rushing  tor- 
nado, desolating  the  earth;  and  the  good  and  the  wise 
stand  as  if  stricken  with  dumbness,  while  the  bold  and 
the  strong  quake  and  tremble  like  unweaned  infants  un- 
der the  trumpet's  blast. 

In  its  first  struggles  it  is  despised  for  its  weakness, 
but  at  length,  "ereml  eundo^'*  until  it  walks  erect  in  its 
giant  strength  and  power,  and,  with  the  muscular  ac- 
tion of  a  madman,  tramples  into  the  dust  and  earth  those 
who  at  first  felt  pity  fur  its  deluyion,  and  contempt  for 
its  impotence.  The  only  way  to  contend  with  it  is  to 
meet  it  and  strangle  it  in  its  infancy. 

What  has  been  the  history  of  the  last  summer?  We 
have  seen  the  whole  country  excited  and  agitated  to  the 
highest  degree.  There  has  not  been  a  State,  nor  coun- 
ty, nor  town,  from  one  end  of  this  Union  to  the  other, 
that  has  not  been  tremblingly  alive  to  the  "general  weU 
lare."  Societies  upon  societies  have  been  formed, 
thousands  upon  thousands  have  been  raised,  for  the  avow- 
ed object  of  producing  a  change,  a  deep  and  vital 
change,  in  the  domestic  institutions  of  the  southern 
States.  There  is  scarcely  a  common  newspaper,  a  mag- 
asine,  or  review,  that  comes  from  the  North,  but  what 
brings  something  of  prejudice  aitd  denunciation  against 
us.  There  is  not  a  school  book,  not  a  common  geogra- 
phy, which  does  not  contain  something,  by  innuendo  or 
msinuation,  calculated  to  train  up  our  children  to  be- 
lieve that  the  inheritance  of  their  fathers  Is  full  of  evil 
and  iniquity.  The  prejudices,  opinions,  and  moral  pow- 
er of  the  whole  non-slaveholding  States  are  directly  and 
openly  against  us  on  the  subject  of  domestic  servitude. 
And  well  may  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Adams]  declare  that  every  member's  speech  on  this  sub- 
ject, from  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line,  would  be  an 
incendiary  pamphlet,  and  if  they  pursued  a  certain 
course  here,  they  would  be  swept  from  their  seats. 

Sir,  under  these  circumstances,  is  it  astonishing  that 
we  should  be  excited  here?  But  it  is  not  in  our  own 
country  only  that  we  have  to  encounter  prejudice. 
England  has  emancipated  her  West  India  islands. 
France  is  also  moving  in  the  same  direction —her  press, 
too,  is  calfmg  up  the  prejudices  of  the  nation  against 
this  institution.  And  in  England  tliere  is  no  Review, ' 
from  the  polished  and  talented  Edinburgh^  down  to  the 
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lies  nis  naiurai  viiigfftrny  coma  never  appreciaie. 
talk  about  eatial  rights  and  public  tnith,  when  he 
I  upon  a  splendid  income  raised  by  **grinding  the 
:  of  the  poor,"  by  drawing  the  )ast  farthing  from  a 


Jeremy  Bentham  levelling  Westminister,  that  does  not 
open  its  battery  and  denunciations  upon  us.  Even,  too, 
that  prince  of  modern  demagogues,  Mr.  O'Connell,  in 
the  plenitude  of  his  arrogance  and  vanity,  must  think 
fit  to  strike  the  vilest  and  basest  notes,  to  call  up  the  pas- 
sions and  prejudices  of  the  ignoble  and  low  against  in- 
stitutions the  true  nature  of  which  his  ignorance  forbade 
him  to  understand,  and  against  a  gallant  people,  whose 
virtues  his  natural  vulgarity  could  never  kppreciate, 

lie  talk    "  

lives 

face  .       .       ,  _ 

starving  and  devoted  people!  And  here  1  regret,  deep 
ly  regret,  that  a  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic, 
distinguished  for  his  learning  and  elegsnt  diction,  has 
recently  thought  proper  to  echo  back  these  notes,  and 
play  a  second  part  to  this  Irish  demagogue,  by  publishing 
sentiments  and  a  tissue  of  visionary  declamation,  calcula- 
ted to  have  no  other  effect  than  to  excite  feelings,  sym- 
pathies»  and  prejudices,  at  wsr  with  the  harmonjr  of  the 
Union  and  the  forbearing  principles  of  the  constitution, 
which  he,  as  well  as  every  other  good  citizen,  has  tacitly 
sworn  to  support.  1  allude  to  Dr.  Channing,  and  I  al- 
lude to  him  with  pain  and  regret.  Instead  of  standing 
on  his  palmy  eminence,  with  the  benevolence  and  char- 
ity of  an  enlightened  Christian,  to  pour  out  «  oil  upon 
the  troubled  waters,"  we  find  him  inculcating  senti- 
ments and  spreading  doctrines  calculated  to  alienate  the 
affection  and  sympathies  of  the  people  of  this  Union 
from  different  sections. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  cannot  mistake  all  these  things.  The 
truth  is,  the  moral  power  of  the  world  is  against  us.  It 
is  idle  to  disguise  it.  We  must,  sooner  or  later,  meet 
the  great  issue  that  is  to  be  mside  upon  this  subject. 
Deeply  connected  with  this,  is  the  movement  to  be  made 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.  If  the  power  be  asserted  in 
Congress  to  interfere  here,  or  any  approach  be  made 
towards  that  end,  it  will  give  a  shock  to  our  institutions 
and  the  country,  the  consequences  of  which  no  man  can 
foretell.  Sir,  as  well  might  you  grapple  your  iron  grasp 
into  the  very  heart  and  vitals  of  South  Carolina,  as  to 
touch  this  subject  here.  Georgia  has  perceived  this,  and 
felt  its  full  force.  She,  under  these  views,  has  recently 
paned  a  resolution  declaring  it  unconstitutional  for  Con- 
gress to  touch  this  matter  here,  and  met  the  whole  sub- 
ject as  became  her  and  her  interests.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  was  astonished  to  hear  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Holskt]  intimate  that  he  was  willing,  for 
tiie  present,  to  give  this  resolution  the  go-by.  [Here 
Mr.  HoLsxT  explained  that  he  was  willing  to  meet  the 
question  when  it  came  up  at  the  proper  time,  in  a  distinct 
and  independent  resolution,  &c.]  Mr.  P.  then  proceeded, 
and  said  that  he  would  not  press  these  circumstances  at 
present. 

Virginia  has  but  the  other  day  passed  a  resolution  to 
the  same  purport.  She,  alive  to  the  deep  stake  she  has 
in  the  question,  has  approached  near  to  unanimity  on  it. 
The  resolution,  denying  to  Congress  any  constitutional 
power  over  the  subject  in  this  District,  was  passed  by  a 
vote  of  one  hundred  and  Bfteen  to  nine,  in  her  House  of 
delegates.  7%«re,  there  is  one  subject  at  least  upon 
which  all  partiea  can  unite.  I  was  deeply  gratified  to  see 
that  noble  State  speaking  as  became  her  ancient  charac- 
ter. That  proud  State,  justly  proud,  from  having  en- 
rolled on  the  scroll  of  fsme  her  hundred  patriots,  has  felt 
her  vI'bI  interests  and  honor  concerned,  and  moved  with 
a  unanimity  and  spirit  that  became  the  land  of  Richard 
Henry  Lee,  George  Mason,  and  Patrick  Henry,  I  trust 
no  son  of  hers  here  will  fall  below  the  position  she  has 
chosen  to  occupy.  Before  she  can  waver  or  falter  on 
this  subject,  directly  or  indirectly,  you  must  first  break 
up  the  foundations  of  all  her  institutions;  you  must  make 
ft  new  race  of  people  in  her  bosom,  who  must  forget  the 


glory  of  the  patt,  whose  hearts  must  beat  with  impulses 
and  emotions  of  a  new  and  degenerate  nature,  whose 
mothers  must  qu\cken  with  a  new  and  unnatural  oflTspring. 
Sir,  I  deprecate  all  party  ties  and  party  feelings  in  this 
matter.  It  is  too  solemn  a  subject  for  this.  If  there  be 
any  man  here  who  has  any  misgivings  or  trembling  as  to 
the  future  on  this  subject,  let  me  say  to  him,  this  is  no 
place  for  him.  If  there  be  any  representstive  here,  from 
any  part  or  portion  of  the  ilaveholding  race,  whose 
heart  is  so  bowed  down  in  subserviency  and  servility  to 
party  discipline  and  party  organization  as  to  be  drawn 
oif  on  tliia  question  tor  the  vile  purpose  of  partisan  as- 
cendency and  political  triumph  in  the  miserable  conflicts 
of  the  day,  let  me  say.  to  him,  thia  is  no  place  for  him, 
unless  he  is  prepared  to  cover  himself  with  prostitution. 
If  there  be  any  gentleman  here,  from  the  same  region, 
whose  aspirations  are  to  please  the  dominant  interests  of 
this  confederacy  by  sycophancy  and  Battery,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  clothing  himself  in  the  livery  and  trappings  of 
office,  this  is  no  place  for  him,  unless  he  is  prepared  to 
abandon  the  inheritance  of  his  fathers,  and  cover  bis 
children  with  degradation  and  ruin. 

It  is  of  no  avail  to  close  our  eyes  to  passing  events 
around  us,  in  this  country  and  in  Europe.  Every  thing 
proclaims  that,  sooner  or  later,  we  shall  have  to  meet  the 
strong  and  the  powerful,  and  contend  over  the  tombs  of 
our  fathers  for  our  consecrated  hearth-stonea  and  house- 
hold gods,  or  abandon  our  country  to  become  a  black 
colony,  and  seek  for  ourselves  a  refuge  in  the  wilderness 
of  the  West.     It  is  in  vain  to  avoid  the  contest. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  to  the  constitutional  power  of  thia 
Government  to  touch  the  subject  in  any  shape  or  form, 
within  the  States  of  this  Union,  I  disdain  to  argue  that 
point.  If  the  dominant  interests  of  this  nation  should 
ever  become  so  bold  and  reckless  as  to  touch  the  matter, 
or  exercise  such  a  power,  directly  or  indirectly,  then,  if 
we  hold  our  seats  on  this  floor,  we  shall  become  the 
slaves  of  slaves,  and  deserve  our  infamous  destiny.  If 
ever  we  should  be  forced  to  bold  up  the  noble  but  muti- 
lated parchment  of  the  constitution  as  a  shield  between 
us  ana  the  Goths  and  the  Vandals  who  may  have  come  in 
to  desecrate  and  desolate  all  that  is  venerable  and  fur  In 
the  institutions  of  our  countr}',  then  indeed  shall  we  have 
lived  to  see  the  day  when  conflsgration  shall  sweep 
through  the  land  and  scath  its  living  monuments — when 
the  scattered  fragments  of  a  broken  and  dismembered 
empire  shall  exist  here  and  there,  only  to  mark  where 
the  republic  once  was. 

While  I  can  never  consent  to  discuss  the  constitutional 
power  of  this  Government  as  relates  to  the  States^  yet  it 
becomes  us  to  examine  the  powers  under  the  constitution 
given  in  this  District. 

Mr.  Speaker,  before  we  proceed  on  this  point,  it 
would  be  well  for  us  to  call  to  our  minds  the  circumstan- 
ces and  causes  that  induced  the  acts  of  cession  granting 
jurisdiction  in  this  District.  When  Congress  was  in  ses- 
sion at  Philadelphia,  a  mob  created  great  disturbance, 
and  they  found  themselves  unable,  for  want  of  authority, 
to  protect  themselves  and  their  officers.  Hence  it  be- 
came important  that  they  should  have  some  territory 
with  exclusive  jurisdiction  over  it.  The  object  and  sole 
desire  of  Congress  was  to  be  able  to  protect  itself,  its 
officers,  its  public  buildings,  and  make  such  other  muni- 
cipal regulations  as  might  be  deemed  necessary  fur  the 
harmony,  quiet,  and  independence  of  the  Government. 
When  we  look  at  these  circumstances,  and  then  compare 
the  clause  in  the  constitution  conferring  legislative  power, 
we  can  come  to  but  one  conclusion  as  to  the  great  leading 
objects  of  the  trust.  The  words  are,  that  Congress 
**  siiall  exercise  exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  whatso- 
ever over  such  district  (not  exceeding  ten  miles  square) 
as  msy,  by  cession  of  particular  States,,  and  the  accept- 
ance of  Congress,  become  the  seat  of  Government  of  ttie 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2245 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


2246 


Jiir.  31,  1836.] 


Slavery  in  the  Diatrid  of  Columbia^ 


[H.  OF  R. 


United  States,  and  to  exercise  like  authority  over  all 
places  purchased  by  the  consent  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
States  in  which  the  same  shall  be,  for  the  erection  of  forts, 
magazines,  arsenals,  dock  yards,  and  other  needful  build- 
ings." 

*'  Exclusive  legirtlatinn"  here  cannot  mean  absolute 
and  unlimited  legislation.  This  Government '  cannot 
legally  exist  in  any  position  without  all  the  restraints  of 
the  constitution  binding  upon  it.  It  is  created  by  the 
constitution,  and  cannot  act  in  any  sphere  except  under 
its  specific  grants;  and  to  contend  that  it  has  all  the 
powers  here  that  the  States  can  exercise  within  their 
territories,  is  a  solecism  in  constitutional  law;  for  the 
States  can  exercise  all  the  powers  not  prohibited  by  the 
principles  and  spirit  of  their  own  constitutions,  or  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  while  this  Government 
can  exercise  no  power  not  specifically  granted  by  the 
constitution,  or  absolutely  necessary  to  carry  into  effect 
some  specific  grant.  Exclusive  legislation  means  that 
no  other  Government  shall  have  concurrent  legislation. 
Congress  shall  exercise  •*  like  authority'*  over  all  places 
purchased  for  forts,  arsenals,  &c.  The  legislation  and 
authority  exercised  in  this  District,  in  like  manner,  shall 
be  exercised  over  places  purchased  for  forts,  &c.  If, 
then,  Congress  is  unlimited  here,  then  it  is  unlimited  in 
those  other  places  where  public  works  are;  and  if 
slavery  can  be  abolished  here,  then,  in  like  manner, 
can  it  be  abolished  in  all  those  places  in  the  heart  of  a 
State  where  there  may  be  public  works,  &c.  All  the 
power  intended  to  be  given  was  to  enable  this  Govern- 
ment to  protect  and  preserve  its  public  works  and  im- 
provements, and  **  like  authority''  was  intended  to  be 
given  in  this  District — ^authority  tliat  might  be  essential 
to  carry  out  the  legitimate  objects  of  the  original  trust, 
and  no  more.  Any  exercise  of  power  beyond  the 
obvious  meaning  and  plain  intentions  of  the  grant  of 
power  at  the  time  it  was  given,  is  a  violation  of  its  spirit 
and  perversion  of  its  purposes. 

Again:  The  ninth  section  expressly  excludes  Con- 
gress from  prohibiting  the  importation  of  slaves  until 
1808.  If  the  clause  giving  *•  exclusive  les[islation"  em- 
braces the  power  to  abolim  slavery,  then  it  was  created 
without  limitation  at  the  date  of  the  instrument.  But  if 
Congress  had,  before  1808,  attempted  to  prohibit  the 
importation  of  slaves,  here  or  elsewhere,  it  would  have 
been  directly  against  the  letter  of  the  constitution. 
There  has  been  no  new  acquirement  of  power  since  the 
date  of  that  instrument,  nor  enlargement  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  clause  granting  "  exclusive  legislation."  We 
cannot  do  that  indirectly  which  we  cannot  do  directly: 
and  if  Congress  had  abolished  slavery  here  prior  to  1808, 
it  would  have  been  the  most  effectual  measure  to  pro- 
hibit their  importation;  and  this  they  were  clearly  and 
expressly  prohibited  from  doing.  I  do  not  refer  to  this 
so  much  as  being  perfectly  conclusive  as  to  show  that 
it  was  the  whole  spirit  and  intention  of  the  constitution 
that  thia  Government  should  have  Ho  power  to  disturb 
this  delicate  and  exciting  subject.  We  all  know  the 
extreme  jealousy  that  existed  amongst  the  States  on  this 
matter  at  the  fornnation  of  the  constitution*— so  much  so, 
that  it  was  one  of  the  principal  difficulties  in  forming  a 
"  more  perfect  union." 

Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  Virginia,  sensitive  and  jealous 
as  she  was  at  that  time  on  the  subject  of  slavery,  would 
have  ceded  a  portion  of  her  territory  and  citizens,  if  she 
had,  for  one  moment,  conceived  that,  under  the  clause 
in  the  constitution  conferring  legislative  powers,  they 
were  to  be  thrown  at  the  mercy  of  other  interests,  and 
other  sections,  antagonist  to  herself  on  this  vital  point  .^ 
Thp  fifth  amendment  declares  that  *<  private  property 
shall  not  be  taken  for  public  use,  without  just  compen- 
sation." Much  less  can  it  be  taken  for  private  use.  It 
cannot  be  taken  e.xcept  for  public  use.   It  becomei^  then, 


important  to  ascertain  whether  slaves  are  private  prop- 
erty.. And  here  let  it  be  observed  that  there  is  a  loose 
idea  abroad,  that  we  hold  our  rights  to  that  species  of 
property  under  the  compromises  of  the  constitution. 
We  hold  them  as  original  rights,  before  and  above  the 
constitution,  coming  from  the  States  In  their  separate 
existence.  The  compromises  of  the  constitution  relate 
entirely  to  the  relative  representation  that  the  States,  as 
political  communities,  shall  have  upon  this  floor;  but 
this  is  not  the  source  of  rights  to  us  in  this  or  any  other 
private  property.  The  constitution  recognises  them  as 
private  property:  the  second  section,  apportioning  our 
representation,  the  clause  enabling  tlie  owner  to  recover 
his  fugitive  slave,  and  the  clause  sanctioning  their  im- 
portation until  1808,  all  show  that  the  constitution 
recognises  them  as  property,  as  things  other  than  per- 
sons. The  judicial  tribunals  of  the  non-slaveholding  as 
well  as  the  slaveholding  States  have  all  settled  this  prin- 
ciple. Then  they  cannot  be  taken  except  for  public 
use.  What  is  public  use?  If  they  were  wanted  on 
our  public  works,  if  they  were  needed  in  a  great  emer- 
gency, then  might  they  be  taken  on  just  compensation. 
But  if  there  be  any  one  thing  clearer  than  another,  it  is, 
that  abolition  was  not  the  public  use  contemplated  in 
the  constitution.  They  cannot  be  taken  without  just 
compensation,  even  for  public  use.  How  can  money  bo. 
drawn  from  the  public  Treasury,  except  through  ap- 
propriation by  law?  There  can  be  no  legal  appropria- 
tion, except  to  carrjf  into  effect  some  specific  power 
granted  in  the  constitution,  or  clearly  implied  as  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  carry  into  effect  some  specific  grant. 
There  is  no  specific  power  to  abolish  slavery,  and  it^ 
being  itself  a  high  exercise  of  substantive  power,  cannot 
be  implied  as  absolutely  necessary  to  carry  into  effect 
any  other  power.  As  well  might  we  pass  appropria- 
tions to  pay  the  people  of  this  District  for  their  cattle 
and  horses,  to  give  them  the  blessed  privilesre  of  running 
free  and  unrestrained  over  the  barren  hnls  and  waste 
commons  around  this  Capitol.  As  to  principle  and 
power,  it  is  the  ssme. 

But  it  is  said,  all  the  States  may  emancipate,  and  thia 
District  be  lefl  without  the  means  of  changing  its  condi- 
tion. This  is  certainly  any  thing  but  a  constitutional 
argument;  for  I  answer,  that  even  if  this  were  to  be  the 
case,  it  is  the  constitution,  and  will  be  so  until  it  is 
changed  by  the  proper  authorities.  There  is  really  no 
difficulty  on  this  point,  as  those  who  choose  can  now 
emanipate  by  deed  or  will.  In  connexion  with  the  con- 
stitution, let  us  for  a  moment  examine  the  act  of  cession 
from  Virginia.  The  proviso  declares  "that  nothing' 
herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  vest  in  the  United 
States  any  right  of  property  in  the  soil,  or, to  affect  the 
rights  of  individuals  therein,  otherwise  than  the  same 
shall  or  may  be  transferred  by  such  individuals  to  the 
United  States."  Let  it  be  understood  that  this  follows 
immediately  after  the  clause  describing  the  tract  of 
country  and  particular  extent  of  territory  ceded.  I  ad- 
mit the  terms  are  somewhat  equivocal  at  first.  If  the 
words,  "  the  rights  of  individuals  therein,"  refer  only 
back  to  control  the  property  in  the  soil,  then  they  were 
of  no  use;  for,  under  the  constitution  alone,  Congress 
Gpuld  not  have  interfered  in  the  freehold.  One  of  the 
first  principles  of  the  magna  charla  is,  that  no  freeman 
shall  be  deseized  of  his  freehold  without  a  judgment  of 
his  peers.  If  those  words  were  meant  only  to  limit  the 
power  of  the  Government  over  the  freehold  of  a  citizen, 
then  they  were  useless  verbiage.  Those  who  inserted 
them  must  have  meant  something  more.  When  we  look 
at  the  sensitiveness  of  Virginia  on  the  interesting  and 
yital  subject  of  the  peculiar  property  of  her  citizens  shu 
was  about  to  cede,  we  are  led  to  beKeve  that  she  must 
have  meant,  in  the  words  "  rights  of  individuals 
therein,"  other  rights  than  tho96  oi  "foil."    Connec  * 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2247 


GALES  &  SEATON'8   REGISTER 


2248 


H.  07  R.] 


Slaoery  in  ihi  Duinei  ofColumbim, 


[Jav.  31»  1836. 


this  with  the  dautet  in  the  conttitution,  and  no  man  can 
rerrtin  from  admitting  that  it  is,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  a 
doubtful  power,  which  every  patriot  in  a  limited  Gov- 
ernment would  refrain  from  claiming  as  under  the  con« 
Stitution. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take  higher  ground  than  this,  and 
contend  that,  according  to  the  bill  of  rights  of  Maryland, 
and  the  constitution  of  Virginia,  those  States  them- 
selves could  not  have  ceded  absolute  and  unrestrained 
power  over  private  property  of  any  kind  in  this  District. 
The  citisens  of  this  District  had  peculiar  rights  secured 
in  their  property  bv  the  constitutions  of  their  own 
States;  and  if  Virginui  and  Maryland  had  attempted  to 
cede  absolute  power  over  this  subject,  they  would  have 
violated  the  rights  of  their  own  citizens^  and  would  have 
committed,  not  a  legal  act,  but  an  act  of  force.  Next 
to  life  and  libertv,  these  citizens  had,  under  the  para- 
mount  laws  of  the  two  adjoining  States,  the  rights  of 
property  secured  in  the  most  solemn  and  unqualified 
manner;  and  as  well  might  Vjnginia  now  divorce  from 
herself  any  portion  of  her  freemen,  and  transfer  them, 
bound  band  and  foot,  to  the  jurisdiction  of  New  York, 
as  to  have  thrown  the  citizens  of  this  District,  in  their 
rights  to  a  peculiar  property,  upon  the  uurestrained  and 
tender  mercy  of  this  Government. 

Again:  No  State,  from  the  Potomac  to  the  Mississippi, 
under  its  constitution  as  it  now  stands,  has  any  right  to 
abolish  slavery  without  the  consent  of  the  individual 
owners.  I  assert  this  upon  that  great  principle  of  Eng- 
lish liberty  which  is  incorporated  into  every  constitution, 
that  no  freeman  shall  be  deprived  of  his  property  but  by 
the  judgment  of  his  peers  or  the  laws  of  the  land.  The 
constitutions  are  the  paramount  laws  of  the  land,  which 
the  action  of  no  Government,  constituted  under  them, 
can  le^lly  subvert.  States  may  do  unlawful  acts,  which 
their  citizens  may  assent  to  or  acquiesce  in,  but  this  does 
not  constitute  legal  authority.  Those  States  that  hold 
slaves  as  property  might,  if  they  desired,  assemble  in  their 
conventions,  representing  the  sovereign  power  of  the  com- 
munity, for  thejipecific  object  of  abolishing  that  property, 
and  the  people  might  choose  their  delegates  for  that  alone. 
But  this  would  be  a  reorganization  of  the  body  politic, 
above  the  constitution.  And  even  in  convention  they 
would  do  it  under  the  unwritten  and  organic  law  that  gov- 
erns all  simple  consolidated  communities,  and  which  exists 
from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  that  the  minority  must 
govern.  This  exists  only  in  a  consolidated  community, 
when  it  is  thrown  into  its  simple  and  original  elements. 
And  even  then  the  minority  acauiesces  more  from  a 
calculation  of  expediency  than  obligation. 

Sir,  if  this  view  be  true  of  the  great  principles  that 
regulate  even  the  power  of  the  Statea  on  this  subject, 
how  futile  and  shallow  is  that  argument  which  claims  for 
this  Government  all  the  legislative  powers  here  that  the 
Slates  have  within  their  territories.  But  it  is  stronger 
than  this.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  can 
acquire  no  legal  power,  even  by  consent  of  citizens.  It 
has  no  existence  beyond  the  express  grants  of  the  con- 
stitution, and  no  power  can  be  acquired  for  it  by  the 
action  or  acquiescence  of  the  people,  as  people  or  citi- 
zens: this  must  be  given  by  the  States  that  made  it,  and 
who  alone  can  alter  it. 

There  is  a  wide  mistake  and  loose  notion  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  power  of  Government  over  private  property. 
Gentlemen  draw  their  ideas  on  this  subject  from  the 
history  of  European  Governments  and  the  jurisprudence 
of  Great  Britain.  If  there  be  any  one  principle  that 
has  distinguished  our  Revolution  from  all  others,  it  is 
this:  that  we  have  succeeded  in  limiting  and  restricting 
the  power  of  Government  over  private  property,  and 
more  effectually  securing  the  rights  of  citizens  thereto. 
If  this  was  not  the  great  principle  of  the  American  Rev- 
olutioni  Uien  it  has  none.    The  line  that  separates  the 


power  of  Government  from  private  property  is  the  line 
that  defines  the  limits  of  liberty,  in  all  countries.  I 
know,  sir,  thst  the  British  Government,  under  the  clsims 
of  omnipotence  in  Parliament,  has  ag^in  and  again  tram- 
pled over  the  great  principles  of  the  magna  charta,  and 
it  is  not  there  that  we  are  to  look  for  examples  to  define 
our  notions  of  power  in  Government  over  the  properly 
of  a  free  people.  Under  the  plea  of  state  necessity  and 
the  high  prerogatives  of  police  power,  a  country  may  be 
protected  and  a  people  regulated,  but  the  Government 
may  be  a  despotism.  But  in  this  country,  with  our  con- 
stitutions and  limitations  defined,  1  deny  the  right  to 
interfere  with  private  property  except  by  *'  due  process 
of  law,"  through  the  verdict  of  a  jury  of  freemen. 

It  \up  however,  suggested  that,  although  you  cannot 
pass  an  act  to  abolish  slavery  at  present,  yet  you  may 
pass  it  to  take  effect  in  future,  upon  the  patl  noli  prin- 
ciple. Let  us  examine  this.  It  the  rights  of  citizens 
be  secured  unqualifiedly  at  present  under  the  constitu- 
tion, how  can  you  directly  or  indirectly  interfere  in  the 
future?  if  I  have  a  perfect  right  to  my  stock,  1  have  a 
right  to  its  proceeds,  and  the  Government  thai  attempts 
to  cut  ofi*  the  right  of  proceeds  is  as  absolute  and  des- 
potic as  that  which  would  take  the  property  itself.  A 
free  Government  may  regulate  and  shape  '•  descents, ** 
to  preserve  and  protect  them  for  the  benefit  of  its  citi- 
zens; but  no  Government  is  free  thst,  instead  of  a 
wholesome  and  judicioua  exercise  of  this  power,  usurps 
to  cut  them  off  entirely.  If  Government  have  no  right 
to  destroy  the  existing  property  itself,  ft  has  no  right  to 
destroy  its  proceeds.  The  principle  and  the  power  are 
the  same  in  the  one  ease  as  the  other. 

Mr.  Speaker,  allow  me  to  suggest  to  our  northern 
friends  the  propriety,  if  they  can,  of  taking  these  con. 
stitutionsl  grounds.  I  respectfully  suggest  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  for  them  to  raise  the  constitutional 
restrictions  as  a  shield  between  themselves  and  popular 
fanaticism,  than  to  rely  upon  the  grounds  of  expediency. 
If  they  intend  to  save  the  institutions  of  this  country, 
let  them  raise  the  constitutional  powers  against  the 
movements  for  abolition  in  this  District^  let  them  go 
hone  with  the  constitution  in  their  hands,  to  show  that  it 
precludes  any  interference.  1  entreat  them  to  take  this 
ground  now,  and  make  the  issue  with  this  abolition 
spirit,  when  the  good  and  the  virtuous  have  some  power 
and  control.  Put  them  down  now,  by  this  and  strong 
acta  of  local  legislation,  or  you  will  be  compelled  to  come 
here  and  cry  aloud  to  save  this  Union,  after  it  stiall  be 
too  late,  when  the  beacon-fires  of  an  indignant  people 
shall  blaze  over  a  thousand  hills,  and  the  swords  of  a 
hundred  thoussnd  freemen  sliall  gleam  on  high  toavenge 
our  wrongs  and  vindicate  our  rients. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  said  that  slavery  is  a  **  foul 
blot  upon  our  national  escutcheon,'*  *<an  evil,"  thai 
'*all  men  are  created  equal,"  &c  Let  ua  examine 
these  propositions  for  a  moment.  '*  All  men  are  created 
equal.*'  What,  Vir,  was  the  meaning  that  the  author  of 
the  Declaration  attached  to  this  proposition?  Was  it 
meant  that  all  men  are  created  equally  strong  and  of 
equal  size>  Surely  not.  Was  it  meant  that  all  men 
were  born  free?  From  the  child  in  the  bulrushes  up  to 
those  of  the  present  dsy,  there  never  was  aa  inCuit 
wrapped  in  '*  swsddling  clothes"  that  was  bom  free. 
Was  it  meant  that  all  men  were  born  with  equal  rights, 
to  an  equal  destiny?  From  the  time  it  was  declared  that 
the  iniquities  of  some  should  be  "  visited  unto  the  third 
and  fourth  generations"— from  the  days  of  Uoset  and 
the  children  of  Israel — the  history  of  mankind  proclainia 
that  there  is  <'sn  elect  and  chosen  few,"  made  the 
'  peculiar  receptacles  of  the  favors  and  blessings  of  an  all- 
wise  and  all-pervading  Providence.  This  is  the  world 
as  we  find  it,  and  it  is  not  for  us  to  war  upon  destiny. 

What|  then,  was  the  meaning?    It  was  intended  lo  de- 
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cUre  the  abstract  truth  that  all  men  vera  born  equally 
entitled  to  political  privtk^s.  Let  us  look  into  this  a^ 
practical  legislators.  Throw  man  baqk  into  a  state  of 
savaj^e  existence;  proclaim  bis  physical  and  brutal  pro- 
pensities  triumphant,  and  hiihself  lord  of  the  recesses  of 
the  wildernessy  and  then  this  abstract  truth  nuy  have 
some  practical  bearing.  But,  let  biro  accumulate  prop- 
erty; let  lus  intellectual  attributes  triumph  over  his 
brutal  nature;  make  him  civilizedt  and  send  him  forth, 
erect  in  the  imi^e  of  his  Maker,  with  the  light  of  rea- 
son and  benevolence  beaming  from  his  countenance, 
then  his  great  characteristic  is,  that  he  becomes  a  social 
being.  Organize  him  into  society,  to  act  with  his  fellow- 
man,  and  then  procUim  the  abstract  truth  that  all  men 
are  equal,  as  a  great  fundamental  doctrine  to  be  prac- 
tically acted  upon,  and  you  do  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  raise  his  hand  against  every  other  man,  end  every 
other  man's  liand  against  him;  and,  instead  of  its  be- 
coming a  doctrine  niU  of  light  and  peace  to  a  world 
sleeping  in  darkness  and  bondage,  it  becomea  a  doc- 
trine of  univensal  discord^  confusion,  and  ruin.  True, 
it  is  an  abstract  truth;  but,  like  all  other  mere  abstrac- 
tions, it  can  have  no  actual  existence.  True  and  prac- 
tical liberty,  in  my  opinion,  exists  amongst  a  people 
who  live  under  a  system  of  ascertained  and  well-regu- 
lated law,  that  has  grown  up  from  time  immemorial  out 
of  the  experience  and  absolute  necessities  of  the  society 
that  is  framed  under  it;  and  for  one  people,  living  in  a 
totally  different  region,  and  under  totally  different  cir- 
cumstances, to  attempt  to  give  a  system  of  political 
liberty  to  another  people,  living  under  entirely  differ-  I 
ent  wants  and  necessities,  is  one  of  the  moat  stupid  | 
pieces  of  folly  that  belongs  to  the  age,  and  partakes 
deeply  of  that  arrogance  and  presumption  which  would 
prompt  a  blind  despotism  to  proclaim  one  universal  aud 
consolidated  system  for  the  government  of  mankind. 

In  the  nineteenth  century,  when  the  great  institutions 
of  civilization  have  their  foundations  laid  deep  in  the 
wants  snd  experience  of  accumulated  centuries,  let  no 
man,«in  the  madness  and  folly  oi  his  zeal,  be  so  reckless 
as  to  proclaim  a  mere  abstract  theoretical  truth,  for  tlie 
purpose  of  calling  up  the  most  envious  and  malignant 
passions  of  the  human  heart,  which  must  result  in  pull- 
ing down  all  that  is  settled  and  peaceful,  and  spreading 
around  anarchy  and  blood.  Let  no  public  man  act 
upon  a  great  people  by  experimental  theories.  You 
may  proclaim  a  truth,  and  form  a  system  perfect  in  your 
own  mind,  but  put  it  into  practical  operation,  and  you 
may  bring  misery  and  wretchedness  upon  a  happy  land. 
Look  to  the  French  nation  for  the  last  half  century, 
that  great  source  of  lessons  so  full  of  practical  wisdom. 
They  commenced  by  declaring  that  **all  men  were  cre- 
ated equal.*'  And  the  next  great  solemn  act  was  to 
declare  there  was  no  God,  and  that  the  **  Bible  waa 
a  lie."  What  was  the  result.^  Afler  they  succeed- 
ed in  transferring  the  property  uf  the  nation  from  those 
who  had  accumulated  it  to  those  who  had  none,  tlien 
they  chanted  hallelujahs  to  their  imaginarv  aystem  of 
equality,  even  while  the  blood  of  virtue  and  innocence 
flowed  in  wide-spread  sluices  from  the  guillotine,  under 
the  bands  of  Kobespierre  and  Danton.  The  same 
sword  that  was  raised  on  high  at  Lodi  and  Marengo,  to 
vindicate  the  equal  rights  of  republican  France,  was 
aoon^  very  soon,  grasped  by  the  hand  of  a  tyrant  and 
despot,  who  waved  it,  dripping  with  blood,  over  an  en- 
slaved and  unhappy  people.  Let  no  man  proclaim  uni- 
versal equality  as  practically  to  be  enforced  in  any  so- 
ciety on  earth,  unless  he  is  prepared  to  appeal  to  uni- 
versal revolution  to  sustain  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  denounced  before  the  world  for 
holding  a  race  amongst  us  in  domestic  servitude.  It  is 
not  my  province,  nor  is  this  the  place,  to  expound  the 
precepts  of  divine  law;  but  I  lay  down  this  preposition 


as  ttnirertally  truet  that  there  is  not,  nor  never  was,  a 
society,  oiiganieed  under  one  political  system  for  a  pe- 
riod long  enough  to  constitute  an  era«  where  one  cUss 
would  not  practically  and  substantially  own  another 
class,  in  sonoe  shape  or  form*  Let  not  gentlemen  from 
the  North  start  at  this  truth.  We  are  yet,  as  a  people^ 
in  our  in&ncy.  Society  has  not  yet  been  pressed  down 
into  its  classifications^,  Let  us  live  through  an  er%  and 
then  we  sbaU  discover  tliis  great  truth.  All  society 
settles  down  into  a  clasaificatton  of  capitalists  and  la* 
borers.  The  former  will  own  the  latter,  either  collec- 
tively, through  the  Government,  or  individually,  in  a 
state  of  domestic  servitude,  as  exists  in  the  southern 
States  of  thia  confederacy.  The  only  contest  in  the 
world  is  between  the  twx)  systems.  If  laborers  ever 
obtain  the  political  power  of  a  country,  it  ia  in  fact  in  a 
state  of  revolution,  which  must  end  in  substantially 
transferring  property  to  themselves,  until  they  shall 
become  capitalists,  unless  those  who  have  it  shall  ap- 
peal to  the  sword  and  a  standing  army  to  protect  if. 
This  is  the  history  of  all  civilized  people.  Tliere  is  not 
a  Government  in  Christendom  that  does  not  rest  upon 
this  power,  except  our  own,  and  here  we  have  substi- 
tuted for  open  force,  constitutions,  and  the  concentra- 
ted public  opinion  of  communities.  But  we  have  not 
yet  Uved  through  experience,  and  it  is  yet  to  be  scon 
whether  bribery,  corruption,  and  fraud,  shall  not  tafca 
the  place,  for  the  present^  of  the  constitution  and  pub- 
lic opinioi^  and  finally  force  the  old  appeal  to  the 
sword* 

To  illustrate  this  position,  take  one  hundred  men,  and 
organize  them  under  one  government,  and  start  them 
with  your  imi^nary  notion  of  all  being  equal.  What  is 
the  result?  Tlie  Creator  has  made  some  more  active, 
more  economical,  more  industrious,  than  others;  and  in 
five  years,  in  all  human  probability,  forty  out  of  the  hun* 
dred  will  accumulate  property,  while  sixty  will  not.  The 
political  power  roust  be  supported  by  taXes  and  revenue; 
and  if  all  have  equal  power,  the  sixty  will  lay  taxes  upon 
the  forty,  and  distribute  the  revenue,  not  amongst  the 
forty,  but  amongst  themselves.  This  will  in  time  sub- 
stantially transfer  tlie  property  of  the  forty  to  the  sixty» 
or  the  former  must  sppeal  to  the  sword,  when  twenty 
out  of  the  sixty  wiU  be  paid  to  constitute  a  standing 
army,  and  form  the  basis  of  power  in  the  forty.  Liet  it 
be  understood  that,  in  the  political  action  of  classes,  the 
restraints  of  public  opinion  and .  public  re^ons'ibility  do 
not  operate  through  a  series  of  years,  but  that  roan,  act- 
ing in  his  collective  capacity,  is  essentially  impelled  by. 
his  appetites,  his  passions,  and  his  interests.  It  is  only 
in  hts  individual  capacity  that  he  becomes  an  intellectual, 
moral,  and  virtuous  beiug. 

Let  us  analyze  any  Government  on  earth:  take,  for 
instance,  the  British  constitution.  The  House  of  Lords 
represents  the  landed  capitalists  of  Great  Britain;  the 
House  of  Commons  the  commercial  and  manufacturing 
capitalists;  and  both  together  represent  the  aggregate 
capitalists  of  the  country.  The  King  is  supported  as  a 
third  power,  to  check  and  balance  the  two  other  equal 
powers,  and  give  vigor  to  the  system.  They  are  mutu- 
ally interested  in  one  thin|[  only,  and  that  is,  to  ascertain 
what  the  labor  of  the  nation  will  live  on4  and  all  over 
and  above  that  they  take  and  divide  among  themselves 
and  the  interests  tliey  represent,  by  the  power  of  raising 
revenue,  and  in  its  distribution.  This  they  do  in  the 
ten  thousand  shapes  and  forms  which  human  ingenuity 
and  wickedness  can  invent:  through  a  standing  army  and 
navy,  the  civil  and  diplomatic  corps,  and  half  a  million 
of  pensioned  profligates,  besides  the  whole  system  of 
taxation,  by  which  all  the  burdens  shall  indirectly  fall 
on  one  class,  and  tlie  blessings  on  another. 

And  this  woukl  inevitably  be  the  reault  in  every  non- 
slaveholding  State  of  this  Union,  in  the  course  of  time* 
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under  a  sepante  and  individual  existence.  As  certain 
as  destiny,  property  wouM  there  change  hands,  or  those 
who  have  it  would  be  compelled  to  appeal  to  the  sword, 
or  sink  into  political  degradation.  In  addition  to  our 
infancy  as  a  society,  and  the  unparalleled  superabun- 
dance of  freehold,  the  Government  here,  through  its 
distributions,  has,  to  a  certain  extent,  satisfied  the  labor- 
ers of  the  North,  and  diverted  them  from  their  capitalists 
at  home.  But  nothing  but  open  agrarianism  can  much 
longer  keep  in  peace  and  subjection  ait  excited  and  hun- 
gry multitude,  who,  under  the  cry  of  the  ''poor  against 
the  rich,"  may  be  raised,  to  clamor  for  vengeance  around 
tlie  vaults  of  hoarded  wealth. 

The  capitalists  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line  have 
precisely  the  same  interest  in  th^  labor  of  the  country 
that  the  capitalists  of  England  have  in  their  labor.  Hence 
it  is  that  they  want  a  strong  Federal  Government,  through 
which  they  may  more  effectually  control  the  labor  of  the 
nation.  But  it  is  precisely  the  reverse  with  us.  We 
already  have  not  only  a  right  to  the  proceeds  of  our  la- 
borers, but  we  own  a  class  of  laborers  themselves.  Hence 
it  is  that  we  want  a  strong  Government  at  home  and  a 
weak  one  here,  except  so  far  as  concerns  our  foreign  re- 
lations. And  hence  it  is  that  no  doctrine  that  makes  this 
Government  controlled  by  the  simple  action  of  a  majority 
of  mere  numbers,  can  be  more  desolating  and  fatal  in  its 
effects  upon  us.  This,  sir,  is  at  the  basis  of  sll  difference 
between  the  slaveholding  and  non-slaveholding  States 
of  this  confederacy.  Rut  let  me  say  to  gentlemen  who 
represent  the  great  class  of  capitalists  in  the  North,  be- 
ware that  you  do  not  drive  us  into  a  separate  system; 
for  if  you  do,  as  certain  as  the  decrees  of  Heaven,  you 
will  be  compelled  to  appeal  to  the  sword  to  maintain 
yourselves  at  home.  It  may  not  come  in  your  day,  but 
your  children's  children  will  be  covered  with  the  blood 
of  domestic  factions,  and  a  plundering  mob  contending 
for  power  and  conquest. 

Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  look  for  a  moment  into  this  mod- 
ern crusade,  raised  all  over  the  world  against  domestic 
servitude.  The  British  Government  violated  the  rights 
of  property  to  emancipate  a  race  in  the  West  Indies, 
only  to  throw  them  upon  the  world,  strolling  vagrants 
and  vagabonds.  And  it  is  remarkable  that  the  same 
minister  who  held  in  his  hand  the  act  of  emancipation  to 
the  black  man  abroad,  rose  in  his  seat  to  congratulate 
the  nation  that  he  was  enabled  to  withdraw  troops  from 
foreign  stations,  and  to  "  place  them  in  the  manufactur- 
ing districts"  at  home,  '*  to  keep  down  insurrection  and 
disturbance."  While  a  mistaken  sympathy,  and  bigoted 
and  fanatical  religion,  can  prompt  men  to  feel  for  the 
imaginary  evils  of  the  black  or  red  man  of  distant  re- 
gions, there  seems  to  be  no  heart  for  the  suffering  and 
slavery  of  the  white  man  at  home.  The  same  Govern- 
ment that  suffered  itself  to  be  forced  to  an  act  of  eman- 
cipation, through  the  influence  of  stupid  fanaticism, 
aided  by  the  instigations  of  the  British  East  India  Com- 
pany, for  the  purposes  of  gain  and  monopoly,  actually 
holds  in  political  vassalage  at  home,  Ireland — the  land 
of  genius  and  eloquence.  While  seven  millions  of  men 
around  them  feel  all  the  pressure  of  despotism  and  ab- 
ject slavery,  in  want  and  misery,  they  have  the  hardi- 
hood and  shamelessness  to  proclaim  emancipation  abroad. 
While  England  holds  in  bondage  one  hundred  millions 
of  human  beings  in  her  East  India  possessions,  where, 
if  any  native  should  dare  to  raise  a  voice  (even  although 
that  voice  should  be  a  female  princess^  against  British 
clemency  or  the  British  Government,  immediately  finy 
thousand  bayonets  would  spring  up  for  plunder  and 
murder;  yet,  sir,  while  this  is  notoriously  the  case,  she 
has  the  hypocrisy  to  preach  universal  emancipation. 

Take,  sir,  a  case  nearer  home.  In  the  city  of  New 
York  it  is  that  societies  upon  societies  have  been  form- 
ed, and  thousands  upon  thousands  raised,  to  alleviate  the 


evils  of  the  far  South,  and  to  regenerate  our  country. 
Go  into  that  city— visit  «« Five  Points,"  and  there 
gaze,  if  you  can,  upon  the  scenes  of  wretchedness, 
guilt,  wo,  and  misery.  Behold  thousands  upon  thou. 
sands,  <  of  all  hues  and  complexions,  dragging  their 
starving  and  emaciated  forms  from  their  dens  and 
cellars  into  the  light  and  warmth  of  day,  to  support 
sinking  nature.  I  believe  (here  is  more  want,  moreerii, 
and  more  suffering,  in  that  single  city,  than  exists  froin 
the  Potomac  to  the  Mississippi.  It  would  take  all  tlie 
resources  of  their  societies  to  relieve  those  who  suffer 
at  home.  Yet  the  stupidity;  bigotry,  and  fanaticism  of 
modern  days,  which  are  sweeping  through  the  land, 
seem  only  to  seek  out  distant  objects,  where  the  imagi. 
nation  exaggerates  evil,  on  which  to  exercise  their  blind 
and  ignorant  benevolence. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  to  the  particular  treatment  of  thoi^e 
we  avow  to  hold  in  bondage,  and  our  peculiar  rights  in 
them,  I  scorn  to  vindicate  either  the  one  or  the  other 
here.  But  let  me  say,  sir,  that  our  system  of  domestic 
servitude,  where  all  the  sympathies  and  interests  that 
can  bind  individual  capitalists  and  individual  laborers 
together  exist,  is  the  same  patriarchal  system  that  exist- 
ed in  the  first  ages  of  society.  Our  classifications  is  in- 
to blacks  and  whites;  and  we  openly  avow  before  the 
world  that  we  own  the  former,  through  both  intellect- 
ual and  physical  force.  We  have  nothing  to  con- 
ceal or  disguise.  Ours  is  the  ancient  system  of  society 
that  existed  amongst  the  Greeks  and  the  Romans, 
and,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  the  feudal  serf  system  of  the 
Gallic  race.  And  here  let  me  refer,  when  the  world 
supposes  it  full  of  intrinsic  weakness  and  evil,  let  me 
but  refer  to  a  single  instance.  I  allude  to  Attica,  where 
there  were  536,000  souls,  and  out  of  them  only  122,000 
free  citizens.  And  where  does  the  world  look  for  the 
highest  specimens  of  art,  and  taste,  and  refinement— 
where  for  the  loftiest  and  purest  strains  of  poetry  and 
eloquence — where  for  the  noblest  and  most  exalted 
examples  of  arms  and  patriotism,  but  to  Athens?  Ours 
is  a  frank  and  bold  system,  that  sustaiins  itself  by  open 
and  undisguised  power.  And  let  me  say  that  here  con- 
sists the  great  difference  between  the  ancients  and  the 
moderns:  the  former  were  more  open,  frank,  and  bold; 
the  latter  have  more  ingenuity,  duplicity,  and  cunning. 
The  modern  system  of  ruling  classes  through  the  Govern- 
ment, and  party  ascendency,  rests  upon  duplicity,  bri- 
bery, and  fraud. 

Hence  it  is  that  there  has  not  been,  for  the  last  hun- 
dred years,  a  statute  passed  in  Great  Britain,  professing 
to  give  equal  rights  and  privileges  to  the  great  mass  of 
the  people,  whose  preamble  is  not  full  of  falsehood  and 
hypocrisy.  Public  men  are  trained  up,  from  the  institu- 
tions of  modern  society,  to  practise  deception,  duplicity, 
flattery,  and  fraud,  th4t  one  half  of  society  may  rule  the 
other  half. 

Look,  for  instance,  to  the  State  of  New  York,  as  things 
now  exist  there.  We  find  an  artful,  profligate,  and  da- 
ring party,  leagued  together  by  moneyed  corporations, 
by  the  distribution  of  offices,  and  the  power  and  terror 
of  perfect  organization,  for  the  open  purpose  of  swaying 
the  political  destinies  of  the  country.  Sir,  I  solemnly 
believe  that,  for  baseness  of  purpose  and  in  degrading 
means,  no  party  has  ever  risen  in  any  civilized  country 
to  equal  it,  since  the  Jacobinic  clubs  of  France  held 
their  midnight  meetings;  when  no  man  dare  whisper  the 
secrets  of  his  heart,  even  to  the  partner  of  bis  bosom, 
without  being  arraigned  under  their  terrible  inc^uisition. 
I  appeal  to  the  minority  from  that  State,  on  this  floor, 
to  know  if  they  do  not  live  under  a  system  of  political 
vassalage,  in  which  the  dominant  party  openly  spread 
out  upon  their  banners,  "booty — booty!**  the  ••spills  of 
victoiy  belong  to  the  conquerors!"  and  under  this  vile 
standard  call  upon  their  mercenary  bands  to  gather  into 
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the  plunder  of  a  sacked  camp.  Sir,  they  preach  democ- 
racy and  universal  equality  to  us,  and  practise  political 
despotism  at  home.  This  is  the  cant,  duplicity,  aiid  prof- 
it gacy  of  modern  times. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  owe  perhaps  an  apology  to  this  House 
for  speaking  so  plain;  but,  sir,  I  have  been  taught  from 
iny  father's  boani  to  disguise  no  sentiment  I  entertain. 
i  know  I  have  uttered  sentiments  little  calculated  to 
please  those  interests  that  now  hold  the  destinies  of  the 
country  in  their  hands.  I  know  that  what  I  have  said  is 
ill  calculated  for  popularity  in  this  country,  but  1  speak 
the  truth  as  I  believe  it  to  exist,  and  ask  no  favors  of 
any  man  or  set  of  men  living,  save  my  own  constituents. 
.  Sir,  it  may  be  said  that  what  I  have  uttered  tends  to 
disunion.  1  did  not  come  here,  demagogue  like,  to  talk 
about  the  glories  and  the  blessiiu^  of  this  Union.  These 
stand  recorded  in  the  history  or  the  country,  and  need 
ho  feeble  voice  of  mine  to  hold  them  up  to  the  admira- 
tion of  the  world.  But  let  me  here  say  to  gentlemen 
from  the  slaveholding  race,  beware!  beware!  unless,  in 
your  generous  and  patriotic  attachment  to  this  Union, 
you  should  find  yourselves  finally  dragged  down,  and 
kneeling  in  idolatrous  worship  before  some  idol  made 
by  human  hands  of  the  present  day. 
^  That  union  which  sprin|^  from  ambition  and  fanati- 
cism—an unnatural  ofispring,  begotten  in  sin  and  ini- 
quity, foul  and  loathsome  from  its  leprosy,  blood-shot- 
ten  and  bloated  from  revelling  in  spoils  plundered  from 
others — I  scorn  to  love.  Raise  not  up  this  monster -god, 
and  call  upon  me  to  bow  down  and  worship  at  its  un- 
holy and  unhallowed  shrine.  I  disdain  to  do  it.  Give  me 
that  union  which  springs  from  truth  and  virtue^fair 
and  comely  in  its  form — in  a  bending  attitude,  with 
an  outstretched  arm,  to  raise  the  feeble  and  protect  the 
weak — dispensing  equal  political  favors,  and  imposing 
equal  burdens  on  all  sections.  Give  me  the  Union  un- 
der the  constitution— give  me  the  Union  that  has  borne 
our  stars  and  our  stripes  to  the  remotest  quarters  of  the 
habitable  globe— give  me  the  Union  that  our  fathers 
gave  us,  and  I  will  pledge  the  last  drop  of  blood  in 
my  veins  to  vindicate  and  defend  it — but  no  other 
Union. 

As  soon  as  Mr.  P.  had  concluded, 
^    Mr.  HOAR,  of  Massachusetts,  obtained  ihe  floor;  and 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  called  for  the  orders  of  the  day; 
but  the  House  did  not  sustain  the  motion:  Ayes  84, 
noes  90. 

Mr.  HOAR  then  addressed  the  House  as  follows: 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  resolutions  on  your  table  present 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House  a  dry  constitutional 
question.  Not  only  has  this  question  been  discussed 
by  several  {gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the  House, 
but  the  subject  of  slavery,  as  it  exists  in  the  States,  its 
bearing  on  the  union  of  the  States,  the  relation  which 
the  several  States  and  the  General  Government  bear  to 
each  other,  as  far  as  this  subject  is  concerned,  have 
been  freely  and  warmly  debated.  I  propose  to  offer 
some  remarks  on  the  constitutional  question,  and  to  an- 
swer some  of  the  observations  respecting  the  conduct 
of  the  Governments  of  the  northern  States,  which  have 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  of  these  res- 
olutions. 

Before  I  enter  on  the  consideration  of  the  question 
whether  Congress  can  constitutionally  abolish  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  I  wish  to  express  my  views  on 
the  subject  which  seems  to  have  caused  the  principal 
alarm  and  apprehension  in  the  minds  of  gentlemen  from 
the  southern  portion  of  the  Union.  It  has  been  ob- 
served, by  a  number  of  the  members  from  that  part  of 
the  country,  that  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  this  District 
is  an  *' entering  wedge"  to  the  abolition  of  slavery 
Jn  the  States  in  which  it  exists.  This  seems  to  be 
a  very  favorite  expression    with   many  of  the    gen- 


tlemen who  have  addressed  the  House  against  these  pe- 
titions. Notwithstanding  the  very  high  authority  in  its 
favor,  the  figure  does  not  seem  to  me  in  the  least  degree 
appropriate.  By  an  **  entering  wedge,"  gentlemen  are 
understood  to  mean,  in  this  case,  a  method  of  passing 
the  boundary  between  right  and  wrong,  in  a  manner 
almost  imperceptible  at  first,  and  advancing  graduallv 
to  the  completion  of  the  wrongful  purpose.  It  is  dim- 
cult  to  imagine  a  more  clearly  defined  limitation  of 
power  than  is  aflbrded  by  the  constitutioik  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  <*  hitherto  shalt  thou  come,  and  no  further," 
is  as  clearly  marked  here  as  in  any  other  part  of  that  in- 
strument. If  the  wedge  shall  ever  be  used,  it  will  be 
introduced  head  foremost. 

There  is  no  section,  clause,  nor  expression,  in  the 
constitution,  which  would  seem  to  suggest  or  counte- 
nance the  idea  that  it  was  intended  by  its  framers  to 
give  to  Congress  the  power  to  abolish  slavery  in  the 
States.  If  the  existence  of  slavery  is  recognised,  the 
control  of  it  is  lef\  by  the  framers  of  the  General  Gov- 
ernment where  they  found  it,  with  the  States,  where  it 
exits.  Among  the  numerous  political  heresies  started  in 
different  parts  of  the  country,  I  may  have»heard  the 
doctrine  that  the  General  Government  does  possess  the 
power  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  States  alluded  to  as  one 
entertained  by  **some  people,"  and  **somewhere(" 
but,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect,  I  have  never  heard  any 
person,  from  any  part  of  the  country,  assert  or  pretend 
that  Congress  possesses  this  power.  Whether  slavery 
be  right  or  wrong,  in  iUelf,  the  subject  is  exclusively 
for  the  consideration  of  the  State  Governments  within 
the  limits  of  the  States  where  it  exists.  The  southern 
States  cannot,  therefore,  for  a  moment,  admit  the  pow- 
in  the  General  Government  to  interfere  with  this  subject 
in  the  States,  without  yielding  their  claim  to  indepen- 
dence. No  northern  State  can  wish  them  to  make  this 
admission;  because,  by  parity  of  reasoning,  their  own 
State  powers  would  be  merged  in  the  power  of  the  Gen- 
eral Government. 

Far  different  are  the  provisions  of  the  constitution  in 
regard  to  this  District.  To  Congress  is  given  the  power 
**  to  exercise,  exclusive  legislation,  in  all  cases  whatso- 
ever, over"  this  District. 

This  language  is  as  comprehensive,  as  plain,  as  unam« 
biguous,  as  any  which  could  have  been  used  to  confer 
the  power  in  question.  If  gentlemen,  denying  the  ex- 
istence of  this  power,  were  called  on  for  proof  of  the 
existence  of  any  other  power  in  Congress,  they  would  find 
it  difficult,  as  far  as  the  mere  form  of  expression  is  con- 
cerned, to  name  one  more  indisputably  conferred.  U 
then  is  incumbent  on  those  who  deny  the  existence  of 
this  power  to  show  that,  notwithstanding  the  universality 
of  this  expression,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  framers  of 
the  constitution  to  except  from  the  grant  the  power  in 
question.  This  seems  to  be  conceded.  It  is  not  pre- 
tended, and  indeed  cannot  be  pretended  rationally,  that 
the  language  used  is  not  sufficient  to  convey  the  power. 
It  is  said,  however,  that  though  the  language  used 
would,  by  its  import,  convey  all  power  of  legislation,  or 
rather  exclusive  power  of  legislation,  yet  it  cannot  be 
supposed  that  it  was  intended  to  confer  on  Congress  un- 
limited  power  over  the  inhabitants  and  property  within 
the  District.  It  is  said  that  this  is  not  '*  an  unlimited, 
absolute,  despotic  power  of  legislation  over  this  Dis- 
trict."—[Mr.  LxioH.]  "  That  private  property  cannot 
be  taken  for  public  use,  and  much  less  for  private  use, 
without  compensation."— [Mr.  Pickbhs.]  That  «the 
local  Legislature  of  this  District  can  pass  no  law  which 
the  States  are,  by  the  constitution,  prohibited  from 
passing;  that  there  are  great  leading  principles  in  the 
nature  of  society,  and  of  government,  which  prescribe 
limits  to  our  legislation;  and  that,  fortunately,  here  the 
constitution  speaks  too  plainly  to  be  misunderstood,  de- 
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ckring  tbM  firivate  propmy  dwll  not  b«  fiiken  for  pttb- 
Ke  ute»  without  joflt  coitopeMitlofli."— [Mr.  Wni.] 

Compfrtiemivo  fthd  ilrong  ts  la  the  tengiMge  of  the 
0Oti«llttttion  aboTe  cited,  I  do  not  contend,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  it  waa  Ita  deaign  to  confer  unlimited  and  deapotie 
power  on  Conirreai  over  ihia  Disfriet.  I  hkre  not  very 
ctitieallf  eJDUmned  all  the  excentiona  which  hare  been 
mentioned  in  the  coorae  of  thia  debate,  beeauae  itioit  of 
them  are  trreterant  to  the  preacnt  question.  Those 
which  hare  been  urged  ai  havmg  a  bearing  on  the  prca- 
ent  qoettion  will  be  carefully  examined. 

If  slavery  canhcl  be  abolished  in  this  District,  without 
violating  the  princlpte  which  prohibtta  Government 
from  tslcing  private  property  for  poblic  use,  without 
oompeniation,  slavery  here  must  remain  undisturbed. 
In  determining  the  question,  however,  whether  this 
great  rale  of  legislation  would  be  violated  by  granting 
the  pi^yrr  of  theae  petitions  it  wiH  be  well  to  advert  to 
a  rule  which  seems  alaiost  a  mere  troiam,  via:  *<That 
the  intention  of  the  parties  to  a  contract,  or  of  the  Le- 
gtslatttfe  in  passing  a  law,  is  to  govern  the  construc- 
tion." The  intention,  then,  of  the  framers  of  the  con- 
stitution is  here  the  object  of  inquiry.  The  authora  of 
this  inatmrnent  knew  well  the  force  of  the  langua|^e 
they  employed.  They  were  ezceedingty  cautious  in 
guarding  all  points  where  danger  was  apprehended.  It 
wiH  not  be  aaid  that  there  is  any  more  direct  expression, 
WMd  in  any  part  of  the  oonatitution,  declaring  the  sense 
of  the  partiea  to  thia  instrument,  and  indicating  an  in- 
tended exception  to  the  general  gram,  than  has  been 
above  mentioned. 

I  shall  not  much  insist  on  the  proposition  that,  though 
alavea  be  property,  they  are  also  persons,  aqd,  as  persons, 
their  rights  may  be  abridged  or  enlarged,  as  Justice  and 
the  good  of  the  whole  system  may  seem  to  require.  It 
might  be  urged  that  the  Government  of  any  State,  con*, 
aiateolly  with  all  the  rights  of  individuals,  might  extend 
the  property  of  a  free  parent,  in  the  labor  of  his  child, 
one  year,  or  five  vears,  beyond  the  common  law  age  of 
freedom;  or  abridge,  to  the  aame  extent,  tliat  property 
in  the  parent,  and  give  it  to  the  child. 

It  is  to  be  observed  that  these  resolutions  equally  em- 
brace all  other  modea  of  aboliahin^  shivery,  aa  well  as 
the  immediate  and  universal  emancipation  of  the  slaves. 
Some  of  the  arguments  also  are  founded  on  the  supposed 
embarrasanent  to  the  aoothern  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, coming  to  this  District  with  their  families,  while 
resident  here  for  the  discharge  of  poblic  duties.  It  is 
very  apparent  that  all  these  difficulties  may  be  easily 
avoided. 

In  order  to  solve  the  question,  then,  '*  how  did  the 
partiea  to  this  instrument  regard  the  point  now  in  iasue, 
when  the  constitution  was  made?"  mquiry  should  be 
flMde,  what  was  the  practice  of  the  aeveral  Governments 
with  which  the  partiea  recently  had  been,  or  then  were, 
connected? 

That  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  posseaaed  this 
power,  probably  will  not  be  doubted.  That  Govern- 
ment  has  recently  exercised  the  power  in  relation  to  her 
West  India  poasessions.  But  I  do  not  rely  on  this,  ex- 
cept to  show  that  the  stretch  of  power  which  Parliament 
had  exercised  towards  the  coloniea  induced  the  framers 
of  the  constitution  to  guard  vigilantly  against  conferring 
dangerous  powers  on  Congress.  A  more  important  in- 
quiry is,  what  was  in  fact  the  understanding  and  the 
practice  of  the  parties  themselves  on  this  subject  at  this 
time?  The  answer  to  this  inquiry,  it  is  believed,  must 
settle  this  question. 

Several  yeara  before  the  United  SUtes  constitution  was 
made,  (aa  early  as  1780,)  one  State  in  the  confederacy 
had  wholly  abolished  slavery  within  its  limits.  Several 
others  had  passed  lawa  by  which  the  same  end  haa  since 
that  time  been  gradually  attained.    Each  of  these  States 


adopted  such  means  aa,  to  ita  own  LegiaUture,  itemed 
advisable.  No  ripecfail  power  waa  f^nted  to  liny  one  of 
the  State  Legiilatmtt  by  the  people,  nor  was  aadh  pow- 
er ever  aaked.  The  language  used  in  the  S%at6  consti- 
tutions, or  charters,  neither  was^  nor  oould  be,  more 
clear  or  explicit,  in  conferring  the  power  under  which 
they  acted,  than  that  ^ove  quoted  firom  the  oonatitution 
of  the  United  States. 

It  ia  said  that  the  constHotions  of  the  present  shvehold- 
ing  States  give  no  power  to  their  respective  Legislatures 
to  abolish  slavery  in  those  States,  and  that  new  power 
must  be  given  to  enable  these  Legishtores  to  accomplish 
that  purpose. 

Conceding  that  the  gentlemen  who  have  osade  this  re- 
mark are  better  qualified  to  give  a  tnt  conMraction  of 
the  constitutions  of  their  respective  States  than  I  am,  and 
that  these  constitutions,  in  fact,  give  to  the  Legislatures 
of  thoae  Statea  no  such  power,  I  still  contend  that  the 
Ikct  Of  it  be  such)  has  but  little  effect  on  tbe  present 
question,  ft  is  perfectly  ondeniable  that  the  southern 
members  of  the  United  States  ctmvention  who  framed 
the  constitution  knew  ss  well,  when  that  instrument 
waff  formed,  as  any  one  now  knows,  whst  the  views  and 
what  the  practice  were  in  the  northern  SUtea  of  thia 
confederacy  on  this  subject.  They  tlien  knew  that,  in 
the  northern  part  of  the  country,  it  was  clearly  and  fully 
believed,  and  indeed  was  doubted  by  no  one,  that  lan- 
guage no  more  plain  and  explicit  than  the  cbuse  now 
under  consideration  did  confer  the  power  on  the  aeveral 
Legishtures  to  abolish  shvery,  without  any  other  con- 
sent of  the  owners  of  the  ataves  than  that  which  they 
gave  as  members  of  the  community,  when  they  formed 
their  respective  constitutions,  or  when  they  entered  into 
their  respective  societies.  Having  this  knowledge  of  the 
views  and  the  practice  of  the  northern  States,  the  south- 
ern members  at  that  time  did  not  dissgree  with  the 
northern  in  opinion  on  this  subject;  or,  if  they  in  fiict 
entertained  a  different  opinion,  they  gave  no  notice  of 
this  difference,  which,  as  far  as  the  present  question  is 
affected,  would  be  the  same  thing. 

It  probably  will  not  be  denied  by  any  one,  tluit  the 
reault  of  thia  inquiry  will  be  the  aame,  whether  it  is  sup- 
posed that  the  aame  opinion  was  enteruined  by  the  mem- 
bers from  the  North  and  the  South  on  the  constractloa 
then  given  to  the  State  constitutions  at  the  North,  or  that 
there  waa  a  difference  of  opinion  on  this  pohit  at  that 
time,  and  the  difference  was  concealed,  or  not  expreasly 
notified,  by  the  southern  members  of  this  confederacy. 

Suppose,  for  the  sake  of  stating  clearly  the  argument, 
(what  no  person  would  seriously  impute  to  the  sages 
who  represented  the  southern  portioh  of  the  country  in 
the  convention,  on  account  of  its  disingenuousness,)  that, 
having  assembled  for  conference  apart  from  their  north- 
ern associates,  they  should  have  held  thia  language:  *«  It 
is  understood  at  the  North,  that  the  power  to  abofiah 
slavery  is  vested  in  their  State  Legislatures^  and  given 
them  by  language  no  more  comprehensive  or  strong  than 
that  by  which  this  constitution  gives  the  power  intended 
to  be  conferred  on  Congress  over  the  future  seat  of  Gov- 
ernment. At  the  South,  this  is  understood  diflfbrently. 
We  believe  that  people  of  the  respective  Statea  must 
give  the  power  of  abolishing  slavery  in  so  many  words^ 
or  by  other  and  more  precise  language;  or  we  believe 
that  the  liberation  of  the  alaves  would  be  a  viohition  of 
the  great  rule,  that  private  property  cannot  be  taken  lor 
pubnc  use  without  compensation.  It  is  not  necessary 
ror  us  to  state  our  opinion  on  thia  aobject  to  them.  It  is 
not  neceasarv  for  us  to  state  to  the  people  of  the  North, 
that  we  thinic  their  ideas  of  justice  and  propriety  on  this 
aubject  too  much  reaemble  the  principles  and  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Britinh  Government,  which  we  unitedly  con> 
demn.  When  they  ahall  attempt  to  act,  in  the  goverr  « 
meni  of  the  district  to  be  ceded,  on  the  same  pnnciples 
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on  which  they  now  act  to  their  respective  State  Govern- 
ments, we  may  then  urge  our  objections  to  their  princi- 
ples and  their  measures." 

This  is  as  favorable  a  statement  of  the  case  as  the  his- 
tory of  the  transactions  in  question  will  warrant.  On 
this  statement,  considering  the  North  and  the  South  as 
two  parties  to  the  constitutional  compact,  the  South  are 
bound  to  adopt  the  northern  exposition  by  every  system 
of  law  which  men  hold  sacred,  whether  moral,  honorary, 
municipal,  or  international. 

It  is  believed  that  no  part  of  this  statement  of  facts  is 
questionable.  The  views  of  the  northern  Slates  on  the 
subject  of  slavery,  and  the  power  to  control  it  by  the 
State  Legislatures,  were  as  well  known  at  the  South 
then  as  now-^as  well  known  as  that  there  were  northern 
States  in  existence.  If  the  difference  of  opinion  on  this 
subject  then  existed,  as  no  limitation  to  the  comprehen- 
sive language  was  introduced  into  the  constitution,  cer- 
tainly the  limitation  cannot  now  be  introduced  b^  impli- 
cation. But  it  is  not  easy  to  perceive  any  ^od  reason 
for  believing  that  such  a  difference  of  opinion  did  then 
exist.  The  idea  of  this  implied  limitfttion  of  power 
comes  nearly  half  a  century  too  late. 

An  objection  to  the  existence  of  the  power  in  Con- 
gress to  legislate  on  this  subject  has  been  mentioned  by 
several  gentlemen,  in  the  course  of  this  debate  in  this 
House,  founded  on  the  construction  of  the  constitutions 
of  the  SUtes  of  Virginia  and  Maryland. 

It  is  thus  stated  by  a  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
[Mr.  PiCKsss.]  That  gentleman  observes:  "I  take 
higher  ground,  and  contend  that,  acoording  to  the  bill 
of  rights  of  Maryland,  and  the  constitution  of  Virginia, 
these  States  themselves  could  not  have  ceded  absolute 
and  unrestrained  power  over  private  property  of  any 
kind  in  this  District."  "  If  Virginia*and  Maryland  had 
attempted  to  cede  absolute  power  over  this  subject,  they 
would  have  violated  the  rights  of  their  own  citizens." 

A  gentleman  [Mr.  Lxioh]  whose  high  intellectual  and 
moral  worth  tends  strongly  to  give  a  currency  to  his 
opinions,  even  on  questions  of  doubt  and  difficulty,  in 
an  argument  published  in  the  newspapers,  observes: 
••  The  argument  for  the  power  of  Congress  I  understand 
to  be  this:  that  the  grant  to  Congress  of  the  power  of 
exclusive  legislation,  in  all  cases  whatsoever,  over  the 
District,  vests  in  Congress  all  powers  which  the  Legisla- 
tures of  Virginia  and  Maryland  may  rightly  exercise 
within  their  respective  jurisdictions."  Undoubtedly,  sir, 
Virginia  and  Maryland  neither  did  cede,  nor  could  cede, 
absolute  power,  nor  any  power  over  persons  of  any  de- 
scription, nor  private  property  of  any  description,  in 
this  District.  If  they  could  do  this,  the  absurdity  stated 
by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  would  follow.  A 
State  Government  might  cut  up  its  territory,  and  sell  that 
and  its  citizens  to  any  Government,  savage  or  civilized, 
on  earth.  This  proposition  rests  on  a  principle  no  less 
clear  and  certain  than  that  Government  is  a  trust  not 
transferable — an  agency  without  power  of  substitution. 
Precisely  so  far  as  either  of  these  States  shotild  attempt 
to  con/ey  any  power  of  legislation  of  any  kind  to  the 
General  Government,  so  far  would  that  State  Govern- 
ment attempt  to  alienate  its  trust  or  agency.  So,  sir, 
with  great  deference,  I  contend  that  the  power  which 
Virginia  and  Maryland  might  have  exercised  over  this 
District  is  not  the  measure  of  the  power  which  Congress 
may  exercise  here.  AH  that  Virginia  and  Maryland 
could  do,  and  all  they  professed  to  do,  as  to  power  over 
the  District,  was  to  relinquish  each  its  own  power. 
Most  manifest  it  is,  that  no  State  in  the  Union  could 
transfer  any  poHion  of  its  power  to  the  United  States, 
or  to  any  other  Government.  Unless  it  be  true  that  a 
releasor  of  property,  after  a  release,  made  without  con- 
dition or  reservation  in  the  instrument  of  release,  still 
retains  dominion  over  the  property  released,  no  more 
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reference  is  to  be  made  to  the  constitutions,  or  laws,  or 
usages,  of  Virginia  or  Maryland,  than  to  the  constitu- 
tions, laws,  and  usages,  of  any  other  State  in  the  Union. 
All  the  power  which  Congress  possesses  is  derived 
through  the  constitution  of  the  United  Slates,  from  the 
people  of  the  United  States— equally,  and  no  more  than 
equally,  with  the  rest,  from  the  people  of  Virginia  and 
Maryland.  It  is  a  contradiction  to  ssy  that  Congress 
shall  exercise  exclusive  legislation,  and  yet  that  the  laws 
or  constitutions  of  either  of  these  States  limit  that  power 
of  legislation,  or  are  in  any  way  binding  on  Congress. 
The  above-cited  provision  of  the  constitution  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  it  is  contended,  is  *'the  only  source,"  if  not 
•*  the  only  measure,"  of  the  power  of  Congress. 

The  act  of  cession  of  Virginia  contains  this  proviso: 
*'  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  con- 
strued to  vest  in  the  United  States  any  right  of  propedy 
in  the  soil,  or  to  affect  the  rights  of  individual  therein." 
The  author  of  the  argument  above  cited  [Mr.  Lbtoh] 
contends  that  the  word  "therein"  refers  to  both  mem- 
bers of  the  sentence;  and  that  the  sense  is  the  same  as  if 
it  had  been  written,  "any  right  of  property  in  the  soil 
therein,  or  to  affect  the  rights  of  individuals  therein." 

If  this  be  the  true  construction,  the  citizens  of  Alex- 
andria have  still  the  right  to  be  represented  in  the 
Legislature  of  Virginia,  and  have  still  all  the  rights  which 
they  ever  enjoyed  as  citizens  of  that  State.  If  nothing 
in  the  act  of  cession  affects  the  rights  of  sny  individual 
in  the  ceded  territory,  those  rights  remain  wholly  un- 
changed by  the  act,  and  Congress  for  many  years  has 
been  exercising  an  un warrant^  power  in  every  act  of 
legislation  over  this  District. 

The  resolutions  under  consideration  deny  all  power  in 
Congress  to  interfere  with  slaverv  in  this  District. 

It  has  been  said,  "if  we  are  deprived  of  the  f^e  use 
of  our  property,  we  are,  in  effect,  deprived  of  our 
property." 

The  South  claims  to  hold  its  slaves  as  property,  with 
airthe  incidents  and  rights  pertaining  to  other  property. 
Be  it  so:  what  is  the  power  of  Congress  over  the  trade 
of  the  country  in  all  sections  of  the  Union?  Not  a  bale 
of  broadcloth,  not  a  hogshead  of  sugar,  not  a  cask  of 
wine,  no  article  of  necessity  nor  of  luxury,  can  be  intro- 
duced into  the  country,  but  by  observance  of  the  rules 
prescribed  by  Congress.  An  excise  is  imposed  and  col- 
lected on  the  sale  of  such  articles  of  domestic  growth, 
and  at  such  times  and  places,  as  Congress  chooses  to 
prescribe.  Acts  of  Congress  have  long  aince  been 
passed  to  facilitate  the  sale  and  transfer  of  slaves  within 
this  District;  and  yet  it  is  contended  that  Congress  has 
not  the  constitutional  power  to  prohibit  the  making  this 
ten  miles  square  the  factory  of  slave  dealers  from  the 
southern  and  western  sections  of  the  Union.  Heretofore 
Congress  has  legislated  on  the  subject  of  the  transporta- 
tion of  slaves  from  one  State  to  another,  prohibiting  with 
much  particularity  certain  proceedings  with  them,  con- 
sidered injurious  to  the  community.  [Act  1807,  oh.  77, 
(or  67,)  sec.  8,  9,  10;  act  of  1820.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  northern  States  are  required  to  in- 
terpose, by  legislative  enactments,  to  suppress  the  ef- 
forts of  the  abolitionists,  and  to  deliver  up  to  the  officers 
and  Governments  of  the  South,  for  trial  and  punishment 
at  the  South,  northern  citizens,  who  have  never  left  the 
limits  of  their  respective  States,  for  a  violation  of  a  law 
enacted  by  a  southern  Legislature.  Charges  of  a  grave 
character  are  made  against  the  whole  northern  section 
of  the  Union,  collectively,  imputing  to  that  portion  of 
the  country  insincerity  in  their  professions  of  regard  for 
the  peace  and  welfare  of  the  South,  because  they  have 
not  complied  with  these  requests. 

A  case  is  brought  into  notice  by  a  gentleman  fbom 
Tennessee,  [Mr.  Psttoh,]  which  he  considers  and  urges 
as  a  case  supporting  this  heavy  accusation  against  the 
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North,  and  as  a  violation  of  the  law  of  comity,  which 
e\ery  independent  State  or  nation  is  bound  to  observe 
towards  a  neighboring  State.  The  case  stated  is  this: 
A  ^rand  jury  of  Alabama  prefers  an  indictment  against 
a  citizen  of  New  York,  who  has  never  entered  the  liroits 
of  the  territory  of  Alabama,  for  tlie  commission  of  an 
alleged  crime  in  violating  a  law  of  the  last-mentioned 
State.  The  Governor  of  Alabama  demands  of  the  Gov- 
ernor of  New  York  the  surrender  of  the  supposed  cul- 
prit to  the  Government  of  Alabama,  to  be  tried  by  the 
courts  of  the  last-named  State,  by  the  laws  of  the  same 
State,  and  for  a  violation  of  a  law  enacted  by  a  State  into 
whose  territory  the  offender  never  entered  until  trans- 
ported there  for  trial  and  punishment. 

The  bare  atatement  of  such  a  claim  would  seem  to  be 
sufficient  to  place  it  in  its  true  light,  but  for  the  charac- 
|er  and  standing  of  those  who  thus  come  forward  in  its 
support.  It  is  because  the  Chief  Blaristrate  of  one  of 
the  States  in  the  Union  and  an  honorable  member  of  this 
House  urge  tliis  claim  on  the  North,  and  especially  be- 
cause a  refusal  by  one  northern  Governor  to  comply 
with  this  request  is  made  a  ground  of  criminating  the 
whole  northern  section  of  the  country,  that  gives  it  a 
claim  to  notice. 

What  is  the  great  fundamental  principle  of  our  Gov- 
ernment? Is  it  not  that  the  people  shall  govern  them- 
selves^ In  the  case  above  stated,  the  law  is  enacted  by 
a  Legislature  wholly  foreign  to  him  who  is  claimed  as  its 
subject.  The  legislator  is  in  no  way  nor  degree  amena- 
ble to  him,  or  to  those  who  are  said  to  be  aubject  to  the 
law{  nor  have  the  latter,  in  any  way  or  degree,  given  to 
the  former  any  authority  or  power  to  control  their  con- 
duc^ 

To  allow  this  principle  would  indeed  introduce  a 
strange  state  of  things.  The  highest  judicial  tribunals 
of  (lie  Sute  of  New  York  cannot  officially  understand 
the  laws  of  another  Slate,  until  they  are  proved  as  facts 
in  the  particular  case  in  which  they  are  to  be  applied) 
and  yet  the  most  uneducated  adult  person  in  the  State 
of  New  York  would  be  exposed  to  be  seized,  transported 
a  thousand  miles  from  his  home,  tried  for  a  breach  of 
one  of  those  laws,  which  the  judges  of  his  own  State 
cannot  know,  and,  it  may  be,  condemned  to  fine,  im- 
prisonment, or  death,  for  doing  an  act  which,  if  judged 
by  the  laws  of  his  own  State,  is  perfectly  innocent.  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  this  be  not  slavery,  I  will  acknowledge  the 
obligation  to  any  one  who  will  inform  me  what  slavery  is. 

There  are  many  provisions  of  the  constitution  mani- 
festly repugnant  to  the  claim  set  up  in  this  case,  but  it 
cannot  be  necessary  further  to  examine  the  subject. 

It  is  said  tliat  the  abolitionists  wish  to  abolish  slavery 
in  this  District,  in  order  that  they  may  have  a  proximate 
and  convenient  position  in  which  to  carry  on  their  future 
operations  against  the  South.  The  petitioners  are  rep- 
resented as  saying,  "  give  us  whereon  to  stand,  and  we 
will  move  the  [soutliern]  world."  Any  person  casting 
his  eye  on  a  map  of  the  country,  and  noticing  the  length 
of  line  by  which  Virginia  and  Maryland  are  now  bounded 
by  non-slaveholding  SUtes,  will  probably  think  they 
must  be  miserable  engineers  to  suppose  this  little  spot 
of  ten  miles  square  can  afford  much  aid  to  the  accom- 
•plishment  of  their  plans.  The  abolition  of  slavery  in 
this  District  would  probably  have  very  little  effect  on  the 
slaves,  or  on  slavery,  in  any  of  the  States. 

Another  ground  of  complaint,  urged  by  several  gen- 
tlemen in  the  course  of  the  debate,  is  this:  It  is  said  that 
the  essays  of  the  abolitionists  have  for  their  object  the 
excitement  of  uneasiness  and  discontent  among  the 
alavesy  and  that  their  tendency  is  to  produce  insurrection 
and  servile  war.  They  further  allege  that  the  writing 
and  printing  of  the  essays,  being  carried  on  within  the 
limiU  of  independent  SUtes,  and  being  injurious  to  the 
alaveholding  communities,  the  latter  communities  have 


a  right  to  complain  of  the  proceecling,  and  to  demand 
the  suppression  of  those  publications,  as  libellous  and 
seditious  in  their  nature,  by  the  punishment  of  their  au- 
thors. 

This  complaint  deserves  serious  attention.  It  presents 
for  consideration  queations  of  great  and  acknowledged 
difficulty.  That  a  person  standing  on  one  side  of  the 
line  between  two  States,  may,  in  various  ways,  inffict  an 
injury  on  a  person  on  the  other  side  of  the  line,  and  that 
the  guilty  party  ia  justly  punishable;  that,  in  many  cases 
which  may  be  imagined,  be  ought  not  to  be  protected, 
and  would  not  be  protected,  in  any  well-ordered  State, 
would  seem  not  to  be  questionable.  Although  this  case 
has  been  stated  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  to  prove  the 
propriety  of  the  complaint  and  demand  above  aUted,  it 
does  not  seem  to.  accomplish  the  purpose.  It  remains 
still  necessary  to  inquire  how  far  the  publications  above 
alluded  to  are  wrong  in  their  nature  or  tendency,  and 
how  far,  if  wrong,  it  is  practicable  to  correct  the  wrong. 
I  trust,  sir,  that  the  northern  Legislatures,  and  people 
generally,  desire  faithfully  to  observe  the  federal  con- 
pact,  and  as  faithfully  to  perform  all  the  duties  of  good 
neighborhood.  Gentlemen  from  the  South,  I. suppose, 
will  admit  the  impropriety  of  asking  from  northern  legis- 
latures the  enactment  of  laws  such  as,  under  hke  circum- 
stances, the  southern  I^egislatures  would  refuse  to  sanc- 
tion. Obligations  of  the  kind  in  question,  if  they  ex'ist» 
are  reciprocal.  It  is  said  that  the  principlea  of  interna- 
tional bw  require  this  interposition  on  the  part  of  the 
northern  States.  There  doubtless  are  precedenU,  in 
great  abuiMlance,  for  indictments  and  punishments  of 
real  or  aupposed  seditious,  fanatical,  and  treaaonable 
publioations.  The  eminent  scholar  and  philanthropis*. 
Dr.  Channing,  the  pride  and  the  boaat  of  his  countrymen, 
one  of  the  great  lighu  of  the  age,  who  has  been  so  pe- 
culiarly noticed  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
[Mr.  PicxKiis,]  has  heretofore  written  several  essays, 
any  one  of  which  would,  under  the  reign  of  Henry  YUI. 
or  of  either  of  bis  daughters,  have  csrried  him  to  the 
stake.  Thej>ioneer  of  truth,  he  who,  in  advance  of  his 
coteroporaries,  discovera  and  fearlessly  advocates  tl»e 
cause  of  truth,  will  often  find  that,  like  a  aoldier  in  an 
enemy's  country  in  advance  of  his  corps,  be  is  concen- 
trating on  himself  the  missiles  of  the  foe.  It  is  not 
enough,  however,  to  cite  precedents  in  distant  age?,  or 
in  countries  where  principles  of  government,  essentially 
different  from  our  own,  are  in  operation.  Authorities, 
to  avail  as  authorities,  must  be  generally  approved  in  our 
own  age  and  country.  One  case,  and  one  case  only,  has 
been  cited  to  prove  this  law  and  practice.  It  is  the  case 
of  the  indictment,  in  England,  of  Peltier,  on  the  complaint 
of  Bonaparte's  minister.  The  gentleman  who  citea  this 
case  [Mr.  Hammohd]  sayp,  *'  If  England,  where  more 
battles  have  been  fought  for  tl>e  liberty  of  speech  and 
the  press  than  in  any  portion  of  the  world,  felt  bound  to 
indict  a  journalist  for  libelling  her  greatest  enemy— the 
enemy  of  the  whole  human  race — is  it  unreasonable  to 
ask  you  to  extend  the  samejuatice  to  the  gnisaly  slan- 
dered and  deeply  injured  people  of  the  South?''  It  woukl 
be  very  easy  to  adduce  almost  any  number  of  precedents 
of  indictments  and  punisliments,  found  and  inflicted  for 
libels  on  Governments,  or  for  seditious  writings.  That 
such  precedents  exist,  by  no  means  proves  what  must 
be  proved,  to  lay  a  just  foundation  fur  the  complaint  in 
question,  which  is,  that,  at  the  present  dsy,  the  southern 
States  would  themselves  prescribe  to  their  own  citizens 
such  laws  as  they  require  to  be  enacted  at  the  North . 
In  the  above-cited  case  of  Peltier  it  ought  to  appear  that 
his  punishment  (if  sentence  had  been  awarded  and  pun- 
ishment iiiflicted)  was  approved  by  the  public  voice  of 
the  citizens  of  free  Statea.  The  gentleman  did  not  state 
whether,  after  a  deliberate  consideration  of  the  argument 
of  Peltier's  counsel,  he  thinks  his  punishment  would  have 
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been  approved  by  the  gentleman^  who  cited  the  cue, 
bimaeir. 

Siifipose  the  language  above  cited  from  the  gentle- 
man's tpeech  had  been  used,  not  in  public  debate,  but 
had  been  printed  by  him  in  the  reign  of  Bonaparte,  and 
application  had  been  made  by  Bonaparte's  minister  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  of  South  Caro- 
lina, to  institute  a  prosecution  against  him  for  the  words, 
as  libellous:  who  can  believe  that  the  application  would 
have  been  successful?  Yet  what  could  have  been  said 
of  that  tyrant  worse  than  that  **  he  was  the  enemy  of  the 
whole  human  race?"  I  do  not  mean  to  say  or  to  Intimate 
that  this  language  is  unjust.  Far  from  it.  language 
of  like  import  was  used  concerning  him  by  persons,  and 
in  instances  innumerable,  in  every  State  of  the  Union, 
and  probably  in  every  month  from  his  accession  to  the 
throne  to  the  day  of  his  departure  for  St.  Helena.  A 
similar  statement  might  be  made  concerning  each  of  the 
successive  Governments  of  France,  for  many  years  sub- 
sequent to  1789.  What  remarks  have  we  heard  In  this 
debate  concerning  the  treatment  of  Ireland  by  the  Eng- 
lish (vovernment'  Chsrges  of  tyranny,  of  oppression, 
of  unrelenting  cruelty,  have  been  uttened,  repeated,  and 
reiterated,  in  the  public  prints  of  our  country,  with  all 
the  force  and  in  all  the  forms  which  the  Knglish  laogusge 
can  supply.  While  this  IsngusM  has  here  been  used, 
numerous  insurrections  and  rebellions  have  broken  out 
and  been  suppressed,  with  more  or  less  bloodshe<1,  in 
Ireland.  Yet  who  has  heard  of  an  indictment  in  this 
country  for  a  libel  of  the  British  Government?  Would 
southern  juries  consent  to  indict  and  convict  their  fellow- 
citizens  for  this  liberty  of  speech  or  of  the  press,  as  an 
offence  at  common  law,  or  by  the  law  of  nations?  Would 
southern  legislators  prohibit  the  utterance,  with  perfect 
freedom,  of  any  opinion  concerning  sny  Government  on 
earth?  The  members  of  the  holy  sllisnce  have  not 
always  been  spoken  of  as  perfectly  ••  holy"  by  Ameri- 
cans. Probably  no  one  here  has  been  very  apprehensive 
of  punishment  on  this  account. 

I1)e  present  Chief  Magistrate  of  South  Carolina,  a 
gentlenum  who  has  often  instructed  and  delighted  not 
only  his  auditors  in  this  hall,  but  the  people  of  this 
nation,  has  recently,  in  an  official  communication  to  the 
Le^slature  of  his  State,  given  utterance  to  sentiments 
which,  carried  to  their  legitimate,  practical  consequen- 
ces, would  produce  great  and  radical  changes  in  the 
Government  of  every  northern  State,  and,  if  received  as 
true,  would  produce  as  much  discontent  among  the  in- 
habitants of  the  North  as  any  thing  wliich  has  been 
uttered  by  any  northern  abolitionist  could  produce  at 
the  South.  Now,  should  a  northern  man  ask  for  an 
indictment  against  any  citizen  of  South  Carolina  for 
uttering  similar  sentiments,  either  orally  or  in  print,  he 
would  be  thought  insane.  Yet  the  difference  between 
the  two  cases  is  this:  In  one  case,  those  on  whom  the 
unfavorable  inffuence  is  to  be  exerted  cannot  generally 
read  any  thinff  which  is  written,  whether  good  or  bsd. 
In  the  other  case,  those  who  are  to  be  affected  can  read, 
and  do  habitually  read,  whatever  is  written  on  public 
affairs.  In  the  one  esse,  liberty  and  its  institutions  are 
brought  in  question!  in  the  other,  slavery  and  its  con- 
Gomitsnts  are  the  subjects  of  discussion. 

An  instance  of  legislation  on  the  subject  of  seditions 
writings  has  occurred  in  the  Government  of  the  United 
SUtes.  What  was  the  opinion  of  that  law  generally  at 
the  South  need  not  be  stated.  It  certainly  was  not  such 
as  to  render  it  probable  that  any  ststute  regulstion  of  the 
press,  as  far  as  expression  of  opinions  on  subjects  of 
public  interest  should  be  concerned,  would  soon  be  at- 
tempted. 

Could  any  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  for 
instance,  be  induced  to  prohibit,  by  ststute,  the  most 
full  and  free  expressbn  or  opinion  on  any  subject,  either 


of  politics,  morals,  or  religion?  Could  the  Legislature 
of  that  State,  by  any  act  of  legislation,  succeed  in  pre- 
venting the  citizens  of  that  State  from  a  full  and  free 
expression  of  opinion;  or  deter  them  from  a  fearless 
discussion  of  any  subject  pertaining  to  the  public  wel- 
fare; or  hinder  their  advocating  any  plan  tor  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  greatest  good  of  the  greatest  number, 
however  wild  or  heretical?  It  may  be  presumptuous  in 
an  inhabitant  of  another  State  to  express  an  opinion  on 
the  subject;  but  it  is  believed  they  could  ss  easily,  by 
legislation,  exclude  the  tide  waters  from  their  own 
Chesapeake. 

I  have  thus  far,  Mr.  Speaker,  proceeded  on  the  sup- 
position tliat  the  abolitionists  are  wholly  in  error  in  their 
theory;  and  I  do  not  intend  at  present  to  discuss  the 
question,  whether  slavery  is  a  blessing  or  a  curse,  nor 
whether  the  abolitionists  be  fanatical  or  rational.  Sup- 
pose, then,  that  there  is  an  opaque  body  at  the  North, 
**  radiating  darkness"  on  the  regions  of  the  South,  and 
producing  unreasonable  discontent  in  a  portion  of  the 
inhabitants:  what  ought  to  be  done?  A  band  of  furies 
in  Paris,  in  the  reign  of  Robespierre,  were  hurrying  a 
victim  to  their  common  gallows,  (the  Isntern  post,)  and 
were  about  to  execute  on  him  what  (in  some  sections  of 
our  country)  is  calteil  Lynch  law,  on  account  of  some 
real  or  supposed  heretical  opinion  on  the' subject  of 
government,  when  the  object  of  their  rage  saved  his 
life  by  proposing  the  pertinent  question  to  those  who 
held  him  in  custody,  whether  they  expected  to  see  sny 
better,  after  they  should  have  suspended  him  at  the 
lantern  post,  than  before  ? 

What,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  the  antagonist  principle,  or 
the  appropriate  corrective,  of  speculstive  errorf  Is  it 
physical  force?  Will  you  enact  a  bill  of  pains  and 
penalties  for  sbsurd  reasonin)»,  or  hypocritical  cant? 
Will  you  punish,  as  criminal,  false  inferences  in  regard 
to  facts,  in  newspapers  or  pamphlets^  The  practice 
would  be  new  In  this  country.  A  late  King  of  France 
tried  an  experiment  there,  within  a  few  years,  on 
the  freedom  of  the  press;  the  result  need  not  be 
stated.  It  is  universally  admitted  that,  in  this  country, 
there  are  newspapers  in  great  numbers  so  conducted 
that  their  statements  scarcely  afford  the  alightest  pre- 
sumption in  fsvor  of  their  truth;  yet,  for  the  sake  of  the 
incalculable  benefit  to  be  derived  on  the  whole  from  a 
free  press,  the  immense  evil  is  tolerated,  and  probably 
will  be  tolerated.  The  slander  of  individuals  depends 
on  diff'erent  principles,  and  will  be  punished  by  grand 
juries  and  traverse  Juries.  Seldom,  however,  I  believe, 
will  an  attempt  be  successfully  made  to  punish,  by  in- 
dictment, any  one  for  any  writing  professing  to  have  in 
view  the  advancement  of  the  public  good,  on  account 
of  its  seditious  nature  or  tendency.  I  do  not  mean  to 
assert  that  a  case  never  has  occurred  in  which  this  has 
been  judiciously  done,  nor  that  it  can  never  be  done 
hereafter;  but  it  does  seem  that  a  careful  exsmination  of 
the  cases  in  which  this  has  been  attempted  will  not  lead 
to  a  conclusion  very  favorable  to  them. 

What,  then,  is  to  be  done?  It  is  asked,  when  was 
fanaticism  put  down  by  reasoning^  I  answer,  that  it 
has,  probably,  been  put  down  by  reasoning  as  often  as 
by  force.  If  honest  but  mistaken  men  are  to  be  oppo- 
sed, let  the  sword  lie  still  in  the  scabbard,  and  take  up 
the  pen.  Southern  gentlemen  will  not  distrust  their 
own  power  to  meet  argument  with  arpiment,  when 
truth  is  on  their  side.  I  sm  quite  sure  thst  some  of  th^ 
southern  gentlemen  will  admit  the  inexpediency  and 
injustice  of  sending  a  man  to  become  cool  within  the 
walls  of  a  prison,  merely  because  he  has  been  a  little  too 
much  heated  in  debate.  If  mere  fanaticism  is  in  ques* 
tion,  tlie  most  effectual  antidote  is  neglect.  If,  in  two  - 
centuries,  there  has  been  but  one  insurrection  among 
the  slaves  of  the  South,  it  is  difficult  to  believe  that  gen« 
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llcmen  have  not  over-estimated  the  danffer  to  be  appre- 
hended from  that  source,  in  consequence  of  any  essays 
to  be  sent  from  the  Nortli.  The  southern  States  can 
malce  such  provision,  as  to  them  shall  seem  expedient, 
for  the  puniiiiment  of  any  person,  from  whatever  quarter 
of  the  world  he  may  come,  who  shall  be  found  attempt- 
ing to  instigate  their  slaves  to  insurrection  and  rebellion. 
If  an^  such  person  shall  suffer,  having  been  fairly  tried 
for  his  offence,  he  will  probably  suffer  with  little  more 
sympathy  than  others  excite  who  suffer  for  their  crimes. 

I  have  no  more  of  an  inclination  than  I  have  of  a  right 
to  dogmatize  on  this  threadbare  subject.  Perhaps  my 
views  are  wholly  wrong.  It  may  appear,  within  some 
few  months,  that  northern  legislators  will  find  no  diffi- 
culty in  accomplishing  what  is  required  of  them;  or,  if 
they  should  meet  dimculties,  some  southern  statesmen 
may  suggest  a  method  of  obtaining  their  object,  which* 
upon  examination,  will  be  approved  by  the  public  voice. 
If  so,  all  freemen  will  rejoice  that,  at  length,  that  great 
desideratum  in  legislation  is  supplied — a  method  of 
effectually  suppressing  the  licentiousness  of  the  press, 
without  infringing  its  liberty. 

It  it  readily  granted  that  it  is  scarcely  possible  for 
man  to  inflict  a  greater  evil  on  his  fellow-man  than  is  in- 
flicted by  the  malicious  or  thoughtless  dissemination  of 
falsehood.  But  can  human  tribunals  so  distinguish 
between  the  different  classes  of  writers,  as  to  send  one 
class  to  the  penitentiary,  and  give  due  rewards  to  the 
other?  That  this  can  in  no  instance  be  done,  is  not 
affirmed.  The  experience  of  the  world  thus  far,  how- 
ever, would  seem  to  apply  to  this  case  generally  the 
mandate — **  let  both  grow  together  until  the  harvest." 

Before  Mr.  Uoak  had  concluded  his  speech,  as  given 
entire  above, 

II r.  GRENNELL  moved  an  adjournment,  but  gave 
way  for  the  Speaker  to  present  the  folluwing  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 

WisHiiroToir,  January  20, 1836. 

S»:  I  herewith  transmit  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives a  report  from  the  director  of  the  mint,  exhibiting 
the  operations  of  that  institution  during  the  year  1835. 

The  report  contains  also  some  very  useful  suggestions 
as  to  certain  changes  in  the  laws  connected  with  our 
coinage,  and  with  that  establishment,  which  arc  recom- 
mended to  your  early  attention. 

Besides  some  remarks  in  it  on  the  progress  made  in 
the  erection  of  the  branch  mints,  and  procuring  machi- 
nery therefor,  I  enclose  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  submitting  more  detailed  statements  as  to 
the  new  buildings,  from  each  of  the  agents  appointed  to 
auperintend  the  erection. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

Hon.  Jas.  K.  Polk, 

Speaker  if  the  Houu  of  Repreaentativet. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  message  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed;  and  then 

The  House  adjourned. 

Fbidat,  Javuabt  22. 

FORTIFICATION  BILL  OF  LAST  SESSION. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  rose  and  claimed  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  for  a  few  moments,  while  he  noticed  an 
attack  made  in  one  of  the  morning  journals  [supposed 
to  be  the  United  States  Telegraph]  upon  himself.  He 
would  not  notice  it,  but  for  the  reason  that  it  was  an 
attack,  not  only  upon  himself,  but  also  upon  the  House, 
in  relation  to  a  queation  now  before  the  Senate.  The 
paper  to  which  he  referred  stated  that  his  (Mr.  C's) 
published  remarks  upon  the  three  million  appropriation 


bill  were  not  made  till  af^er  the  adjournment  of  Con- 
gress, or,  in  other  words,  that  they  were  never  made  at 
all.  At  this  time,  when  be  had  higher  game  in  viewt 
he  would  not  condescend  to  notice  this  statement  at  all* 
but  for  the  consideration  to  which  he  bad  alluded.  And 
he  now  noticed.it  only  for  the  purpose  of  pronouncing 
it  false,  and  to  atate  that,  when  an  opportunity  offered 
for  going  into  a  discussion  of  the  loss  of  the  appropria- 
tion bill  in  question,  there  would  not  only  be  one,  but 
many,  of  both  parties  in  this  House,  who  would  feel  it 
their  duty  to  vindicate  the  proceedings  of  this  body  in 
relation  to  that  affair  from  any  reflectiona  whicli  had 
been,  or  might  be,  cast  upon  them. 

Mr.  J.  'Q.  ADAMS  rose  and  said:  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
connexion  with  this  subject,  I  desire  the  consent  of  the 
House  to  offer  a  resolution i  I  aak  that  it  may  be  read. 

The  resolution,  which  is  in  tlie  following  terais,  was 
then  read, 

Reaokoit  That  so  much  of  the  message  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  Congress  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  session  as  relates  to  the  failure,  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  of  the  bill  containing  the 
ordinary  appropriations  for  fortifications,  be  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into, 
and  report  to  this  House,  the  causes  and  circumatances 
of  the  failure  of  the  bill. 

Objection,  having  been  made, 

Mr.  MILLER,  of  Pennsylvania,  moved  a  suspension 
of  the  rule. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
that  motion;  which  were  ordered  by  the  House. 

And  the  question  on  the  motion  to  suspend  was  then 
taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas  129,  nays  60. 

So  the  House  determined  to  suspend  the  rule. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  then  offered  the 
following  amendment  to  the  resolution: 

*'  And  that  the  said  committee  be  authorized  to  send 
for  persons  and  papers.*' 

Mr.  ADAMS  then  proceeded.  That  part  of  the  Prea- 
ident's  message  which  relates  to  this  iwbject  ii  in  these 
words: 

*•  Much  loss  and  inconvenience  have  been  experien- 
ced  in  consequence  of  the  failure  of  the  bill  containing 
the  ordinary  appropriations  for  fortifications,  which 
passed  one  branch  of  the  national  Legislature  at  the  last 
session,  but  was  lost  in  the  other.  This  failure  was  the 
more  regretted,  not  only  because  it  necessarily  inter- 
rupted and  delayed  the  progress  of  a  system  of  national 
defence,  projected  immediately  after  the  last  war,  and 
since  steadily  pursued,  but  also  because  it  contained  a 
contingent  appropriation  inserted  in  accordance  with 
the  views  of  the  Executive  in  aid  of  this  important  ob- 
ject, and  other  branches  of  the  national  defence,  some 
portions  of  which  might  liave  been  most  usefully  applied 
during  the  past  session." 

I  think  this  is  all  that  is  said  in  the  message  upon  the 
subject.  I  have  offered  the  resolution  for  the  appoint- 
ment ofa  committee,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into  and 
report  the  facts  relating  to  the  loss  of  this  bill,  princi- 
pally in  consequence  of  what  has  occurred  in  another 
place  on  this  same  subject,  in  which  not  only  the  facts 
stated  by  the  President  in  this  part  of  bis  message  have 
been  denied  to  be  true— 

The  SPEAKER  (interrupting  Mr.  A.)  aaid  that  allu- 
sions to  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  were  not  in  order. 
It  was  indispensable  that  this  rule  should  be  observed,  in 
order  to  preserve  harmony  between  the  two  branchea  of 
the  Legislature. 

Mr.  ADAMS  continued.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  perfect- 
ly disposed  to  observe  the  rules  established  for  the  in- 
tercourse between  the  two  Housea  of  the  Legislature, 
and  I  will  go  no  further  in  relation  to  any  thing  which 
has  taken  place  in  the  Senate  tl^an  tboae  rules  authorise. 
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ForHJlcaihn  BittofLaat  Sestion. 


[H.  or  R. 


Sir,  the  House  hat  heard  me  ny  that  I  offered  this  reao- 
lution  in  coniequence  of  what  has  occured  in  another 
place.  I  do  not  say  that  place  vras  the  Senate  of  the 
United  Statesf  that  is  a  matter  which  any  gentleman  in 
this  Hotwe  is  competent  to  determine  for  himself.  I 
say  this,  because,  although  I  am  fully  aware  that  any 
allusion  to  what  is  going  on  in  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  formal  rule  of 
the  House,  yet  it  is  perfectly  well  known  that  not  a  de- 
bate of  any  importance  occurs  in  this  House,  but  that  a 
practical  reference  and  allusion  itf  made  to  it  in  the  Sen- 
ate; and  because,  however,  this  formal  rule  may  be  car- 
ried into  force  and  effect  upon  ordinary  occasions,  if  it 
is  not  to  be  subject  to  any  exceptions  whatever,  it  must 
take  from  me  the  possibility  of  stating  the  real  grounds 
upon  which  I  ask  tor  the  appointment  of  this  committee. 
I  say,  therefore,  that  I  do  not  refer  nominally  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  the  Senate,  but  I  do  refer  to  what 
has  taken  place  elsewhere.  And  I  shall  proceed,  sir,  and 
continue  to  make  reference  to  what  has  occurred  in  that 
place,  so  long  as  it  shall  please  the  Speaker  and  the 
House  to  allow  me  to  proceed. 

The  SPEAKER  said  he  merely  gave  the  intimation, 
that  no  reference  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  was 
allowed.     He  had  the  authority  before  him. 

Mr.  REED,  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Speaker  read 
his  authority? 

Loud  cries  of  < 'order!  go  on!  go  on!" 

Mr.  ADAMS  continued.     Sir,  in  another  place — 

Mr.  MERCER,  of  Virginia,  called  to  order.  The 
member  from  Massachusetts  said  he  did  not  nominally  re- 
fer to  the  Senate.  If,  however,  he  did  so  intentionally, 
be  was  equally  out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  said  he  could  not  anticipate  what  the 
member  from  Massachusetts  intended  to  say.  The  mo- 
ment he  made  a  remark  in  violation  of  the  rule,  the 
Chair  would  enforce  the  observance  of  it.  The  Speak- 
er here  read  the  rule  of  the  House  applicable  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  again  apprized  Mr.  A.  that  all  allusions  to  the 
Senate  were  out  of  order. 

Mr.  MERCER  desired  to  confine  the  attention  of  the 
Chair  and  the  House  to  the  language  already  used  by 
the  member  from  Massachusetts.  Now  was  the  time  to 
decide  whether  the  latter  gentleman  might  be  permitted 
to  proceed;  that  is  to  say,  whether  he  did  not  intention- 
ally allude  to  the  Senate,  although  not  so  nominally,  by 
using  the  word  "place"  instead  of  «<Senate." 

The  SPEAKER  said,  before  a  decision  could  be  had, 
the  exceptionable  words  must  be  committed  to  writing. 

Mr.  MERCER  deferred  his  point  of  order  for  the 
present. 

Mr.  ADAMS  continued.  I  will  endeavor,  so  far  as  my 
humble  ability  will  permit  me,  to  avoid  any  collision,  not 
only  with  the  letter,  but  with  the  spirit  of  the  rule  to 
which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  has  appealed;  and  I 
will  transfer  the  location  of  tne  "place"  where  these 
things  to  which  I  shall  be  under  the  necessity  of  refer- 
ring have  happened,  from  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  (if  the  gentlemen  thinks  proper  to  fix  upon  the 
Senate  as  the  place  to  which  I  allude)  to  the  office  of  the 
''National  Intelligencer."  If  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia has  any  objection  to  that— 

Mr.  MERCER.  I  object  to  any  quibbling  calculated 
to  produce  a  collision  between  this  House  and  the 
Senate.  i 

Cries  of  "  order!  order!"  after  which, 

Mr.  ADAMS  continued.  In  the  "  National  Intelligen- 
cer," the  newspaper  of  the  official  printer  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  (1  hope  I  am  not  out  of  order  in 
that,)  there  is  published  a  report  of  proceedings  which 
have  taken  place  in  a  certain  quarter;  and  in  that  paper 
I  find  it  charged,  not  only  that  the  statement  in  the  mes- 
sage of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  I  bad 


the  honor  to  read,  was  untrue,  but  that  the  failure  of  the 
appropriation  bill  was  not  caused  in  the  Senate;  that  it 
did  not  fail  there,  but  that  it  failed  in  another  House. 
Where  was  that,  air?  Was  it  this  House?  No,  sir;  that 
House  exists  no  longer;  but  it  was  in  this  hall;  and  this 
House,  which  is  now  here,  consists  in  a  very  great  meas- 
ure, of  the  identical  individuals  who  composed  that 
House.  One  hundred  and  forty  members  of  that  House 
are  also  members  of  this;  and  in  the  "National  Intelli- 
gencer" I  find  it  charged,  not  only  that  the  failure  of 
this  bill  was  owing  to  the  fault  of  that  House,  but  'Uhat 
it  died  there,  and  that  there  its  bones  are  to  be  sought." 
I  find  it  also  charged  that,  in  the  process  of  losing  that 
bill,  and  in  the  introduction  of  that  portion  of  it  which 
caused  its  failure,  the  most  violent  attacks  were  com- 
mitted upon  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  by  the 
President  and  by  that  House,  in  conspiracy  together. 
Sir,  it  is  admitted,  upon  all  hands,  I  believe,  and  upon 
all  sides,  that  the  failure  of  that  bill  was  occasioned, 
materially,  by  the  introduction  of  a  section  in  which 
three  millions  of  dollars  were  appropriated,  under  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  country  then  found  itself, 
for  the  defence  of  the  country;  and  the  President  tells 
us  that  the  failure  of  that  appropriation  bill,  and  of  that 
particular  item  of  appropriation,  is  now  a  subject  of 
great  inconvenience  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
Upon  this  subject,  sir,  an  issue  has  been  taken  in  the 
"National  Intelligencer."  That  issue  involves  not  mere- 
ly the  President  of  the  United  States,  but  it  involves 
this  House. 

Sir,  there  is  an  additional  reason  why  I  wish  for  a 
committee  to  inquire  into  this  matter.  That  reason,  in 
itself,  I  hope,  will  be  sufficient  inducement  forever}*  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  who  feels  his  own  honor  implicated  in 
the  charges  against  it,  to  call  for  this  investigation,  to 
have  the  subject  exposed  before  the  nation,  and  to  show 
where  the  failure  is  to  be  truly  charged.  I  have  re- 
peatedly said,  in  this  House,  that  I  consider  the  first  duty 
of  every  branch  of  the  Government  is  to  harmonize  with 
every  other  branch  in  the  transaction  of  the  business  of 
the  people;  that  the  first  duty  of  every  member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  is  to  support  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  to  support  the  Executive  Government 
of  the  country  in  every  measure  belonging  properly  to 
its  high  office,  in  every  measure  in  which  the  judgment 
of  the  individual  acting  can  support  the  proceedings  of 
the  Executive.  I  have  repeatedly  said  that,  in  like  man- 
ner, it  was  equally  his  duty  to  support  the  measures 
which  pass  in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature,  and  that 
this  duty  is  reciprocally  obligatory  upon  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Representatives.  This  I  have  always  con- 
sidered as  the  first  duty  of  every  person  concerned  in 
the  administration  of  the  Government,  whether  in  the 
legislative  or  executive  branches.  There  is  another 
subsequent  duty,  by  which  each  of  these  three  branches 
is  made  a  guardian  and  sentinel  over  the  acts  of  the 
other,  and  in  which  it  may  be  their  duty  (and  a  painful 
one  it  must  be  at  all  times)  to  oppose  any  measure,  be  it 
of  the  Executive  or  the  other  branches  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, which  they  may  think  inconsistent  with  the  consti- 
tution, or  with  the  interests  of  the  people.  Harmony 
between  the  two  branches  of  the  Legislature  is  of  ex- 
treme importance;  harmony  between  the  legislative 
branches  and  the  Executive  is  scarcely  less  important. 
Now,  sir,  in  the  transactions  of  that  day,  or  rather  of 
that  night,  circumstances  occurred  between  the  two 
branches  of  the  Legislature,  which  I  deem  proper  ob- 
jects of  inquiry  for  a  committee  of  this  House.  I  allude 
simply  at  this  time  to  two  of  them  which  relate  to  this 
very  bill.  This  appropriation  of  three  millions  of  dol- 
lars for  the  defence  of  the  country  was  inserted  in  the 
general  appropriation  bill,  by  an  amendment  proposed 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  CaxBBsujre,] 
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proposed  in  consequence  of  a  resolution  which  had 
passed  unanimously  in  (liis  House  the  night  before,  and 
in  which  the  House  declared,  by  that  unanimous  rote, 
« that  the  execution  of  the  treaty  of  the  4th  of  July, 
1831,  with  France,  should  be  insisted  on."  It  was  well 
known  to  every  member  of  this  House,  and  I  believe, 
also,  it  was  known  to  every  person  in  the  city  out  of  this 
House,  that  the  appropriation  of  three  milliona  of  dollars 
was  introduced  into  the  appropriation  bill  in  conse- 
quence of  the  vote  which  had  passed  the  night  before. 
It  is  well  known  (and  I  see  the  faces  of  a  hundred  per- 
sons who  know  it  as  well  as  I  do;  for  they  were  present 
at  the  debates  which  took  place,  and  which  occupied  a 
week,  or  nearly  ten  days,  before  that  vote  was  taken) 
that  that  resolution,  which  finally  passed  by  a  unanimous 
vote,  was  contested  in  the  most  ardent  manner,  on,  the 
ground  that  it  would  give  occasion  for  a  war.  If  you 
look  to  that  resolution  as  it  passed,  and  to  the  resolutions 
-  which  were  offered  as  substitutes,  you  will  perceive  that 
the  resolution  was  debated  with  the  most  extreme  ani- 
tnation,  and  that  it  was  opposed  and  resisted  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  bring  the  nation  into  a  war.  Welt, 
sir,  under  these  circumstances,  although  the  House  did 
not  g^ve  just  occasion  for  war  by  the  adoption  of  that 
resolution,  how  was  it  possible  for  statesmen,  looking  to 
the  interests  of  tlieir  country,  not  to  perceive,  from  the 
opposition  and  resistance  which  had  been  made  previous 
to  the  unanimous  vote  on  the  resolution,  that  those  argu- 
ments, being  conjectural,  and  looking  into  future  events, 
might  possibly  be  correct;  and  that  it  was  proper  and 
right  that  this  country  should  be  put  upon  its  defences, 
and  into  an  attitude  to  meet  and  sustain  the  resolution 
which  they  had  unanimously  passed?  This  is  the  ground 
upon  which  that  item  of  appropriation  was  introduced^ 
into  the  general  appropriation  bill  upon  the  last  day  of 
the  session.  And  why  upon  the  last  day?  Because  it 
was  only  on  the  night  before,  nearly  at  midnight,  that 
the  vote  had  passed;  not  a  single  day  was  to  be  lost.  In 
all  this  debate  in  the  «  National  Intelligencer"  there  is 
no  more  trace  of  such  a  resolution  passing  this  House, 
than  if  it  had  never  existed;  no  more  trace  than  could 
be  found  on  the  journal  of  the  Senate  of  what  they 
would  have  done  to  defend  the  country,  or  to  insist  upon 
the  execution  of  the  treaty.  Now,  in  this  debate  in  the 
National  Intelligencer,  I  find  a  prodigious  display  of 
eloquence,  to  show  that  it  was  unconstitutional  to  intro- 
duce this  section,  appropriating  the  three  millions,  be- 
cause it  had  not  been  recommended  by  the  President. 

Mr.  MERCER  called  to  order. 

Loud  cries  of  "  go  on!"  "go  on!" 

Mr.  HARDIN,  of  Kentucky,  hoped  the  gentleman 
would  withdraw  his  point  of  order,  and  permit  the  mem- 
ber from  Massachusetts  to  be  heard  to  the  last. 

Mr.  MERCER  gave  in  writing  the  exceptionable 
words,  namely,  that  it  had  been  contended  that  the 
"  section  appropriating  the  three  millions  was  unconsti- 
tutional," &c.,  thus  referring  to  a  late  debate  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  He  made  this  call  to  order 
with  great  regret.  In  the  present  position  of  this  coun- 
try, it  was  of  great  importance  to  preserve  comity  and 
harmony  in  the  intercourse  between  the  two  Houses. 
In  the  present  crisis  of  our  affairs,  this  was,  more  than 
ever,  of  indispensable  importance. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  words  objected  to  would 
be  read;  the  member  using  them  might  deny  them,  and 
then  the  House  would  decide  whether  they  were  the 
words  or  not.  Did  the  member  from  Massachusettff 
deny  them? 

Mr.  ADAMS.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  expres- 
sed a  great  aversion  to  quibbling  on  this  subject,  and  in 
order  to  avoid*- 

Criesof  "order!" 

Mr.  PARKER  said  that  the  avenues  of  the  House  | 


were  so  crowded,  and  the  noise  so  great,  tbat  he  could 
not  bear  what  was  going  fbrward. 

The  SPEAKER  insisted  on  membera  retaining  their 
seats. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Do  I  understand  that  the  Speaker  oalls 
upon  me  to  say  whether  those  are  my  words  or  not? 

The  SPEAKER.  Such  is  the  course  prescribed  by 
the  rules. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  1  say  then  that,  in  order  to  keep  per- 
fectly within  the  rules,  I  did  some  time  ago  do  away 
with  any  possibility  of  Ihe  application  of  my  remarks  to 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  by  transferring  them  to 
the  "  National  Intellifrencer."  I  did  not  say,  if  I  recol- 
lect right,  although  m  the  warmth  of  debate  1  cannot 
remember  every  single  expression  1  have  used,  that  this 
publication  in  the  "National  Intelligencer"  was  a  de- 
bate in  the  Senate.  I  said  there  was  a  report  of  a  de- 
bate in  that  paper,  and  that  I  referred  to  whatever 
charge  there  was  in  that.  I  therefore  wish  that  the 
correction  may  be  made,  that  the  words  "Senate  of  the 
United  States"  may  be  stricken  out,  so  that  tliere  may 
not  be  on  the  minutes  an^  formal  allusion  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MERCER  recapitulated  the  substance  of  Mr. 
Adams's  words,  as  they  were  understood  by  himself. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had 
arrived  at  his  meaning,  but  not  at  his  words. 

The  SPEAKER  called  to  order. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  wished  to  say  a  word.  He  did, 
on  recollection,  remember  that  he  had  introduced  the 
word  "  Senate"  in  his  observations,  but  it  was  not  in  rela- 
tion to  any  thing  now  passing  in  the  Senate.  He  allu- 
ded to  what  occurred  at  the  last  session  of  Congress; 
and  such  allusion  as  this,  he  considered,  came  within 
the  compass  of  the  rule.  He  had  as  much  right  to  refer 
to  what  occurred  at  the  last  session,  as  he  had  to  any 
circumstance  in  history.  If  not,  he  must  retract  his 
words,  and  say  these  things  occurred  elsewhere.  He 
had  no  recollection  of  using  the  word  "  Senate,"  or  of 
referring  to  it,  except  as  to  what  occurred  at  the  last  ses- 
sion; and  what  occurred  then  was  now  on  the  journal 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MERCER  said  that  if  the  membef  from  Massa- 
chusetts intended  to  refer  exclunvely  to  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  Senate  of  the  last  si^ssion,  he  (Mr.  M.) 
would  withdraw  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  was  extremely  unfortunate  in 
not  being  able  to  make  himself  understood.  He  did  n€>t 
say  that  he  referred  exclusively  to  the  last  session  of 
Congress;  he  said  he  did  not  name  the  Senate,  after  the 
objection  made  by  the  member  from  Virginia,  aa  to 
what  was  doing  at  this  time.  As  to  what  had  been  done 
now,  he  referred  to  what  appeared  in  the  "  Intelligen- 
cer," let  it  be  where  it  might,  in  the  Senate  or  any 
where  else.  But  he  did  allude  to  what  took  place 
in  the  Senate  the  last  session  of  Congress;  and  if  he 
might  not  do  this,  he  had  as  well  sit  down  quietly  and 
take  the  vote  upon  his  resolution;  for  it  appeared,  from 
what  was  done  at  the  last  sestion,  that  the  constitutional 
question  was  connected  with  the  subject  of  his  resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.  MERGER  renewed  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  WISE  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
would  be  permitted  to  proceed,  in  order  or  out  of  or- 
der.  If  ever  there  was  a  time  when  the  whole  truth 
ought  to  be  told,  touch  whom  it  mirht,  the  Senate,  th« 
House  of  Representatives,  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  or  any  other  person,  now  was  that  time,  t^t 
the  House  have  a  fair  chance  now^  to  hear  the  truth,  and 
he  begged  that  every  gentleman  would  be  permitted  to 
tell  all  he  knew,  and  of  whom  he  knew  it. 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  objectionable  words  WOuM 
be  read;  which  having  been  done. 
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The  SPEA.KER  said  the  geotlemtn  from  l€»aMUBhu- 
•etu  bad  declared  that  these  were  not  hia  precise  words, 
and  the  question  for  the  House  to  determine  was,  whe- 
ther they  were  the  words  or  not;  and  then  the  Chair 
would  decide  on  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  MERCER  inquired  if  the  member  from  Massa- 
chusetts desired  to  alter  the  words,  as  written  down. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  Yes;  strike  out  ertTy  word  in  which 
I  am  represented  as  alluding  to  a  present  debate  in  the 
Senate.     I  allude  to  the  <*  National  IntelliKencer." 

Mr.  REED,  of  Massachusetts.  To  whose  speech 
does  the  gentleman  allude? 

Loud  cries  of  **  order!  order!" 

Mr.  IlARDIN  rose  to  say  something,  but  the  House 
called  loudly  for  order,  and 

The  SPEAKER  decided  that  that  gentleman  was  out 
of  order. 

Mr.  HARDIN.  Oh!  very  well,  Mr.  Speaker,  but  t 
will  be  heard  some  time  yet. 

"Owier!"  "order!** 

And  the  question  was  then  put,  "  Are  the  words  re- 
duced to  writing,  the  words  spoken  by  the  member 
from  Massachusetts?" 

Whereupon,  the  House  decided  tliat  they  were  not 
the  words  spoken;  and  so  there  was  no  question  of  or- 
der before  the  House. 

Mr.  ADAMS  then  proceeded.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  as- 
sure this  House  that  my  object,  in  the  resolution  I  Itave 
now  offered,  is  precisely  the  same  with  that  which  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  has,  with  sincerity  I  doubt  not, 
offered  as  his  motire  for  endeavoring  to  arrest  me  in  my 
address  to  the  House.  It  is  my  wish  to  restore  harmo- 
ny between  all  the  departments  of  this  Government, 
not  only  between  this  House  and  the  Senate,  but  also 
between  both  Houses  of  Congress,  if  possible,  and  the 
executive  department.  For,  let  me  now  say,  that  if 
•ever  there  was  a  'time  when  harmony,  perfect  and  com- 
plete, between  the  different  departments  of  this  Govern- 
ment was  necessary,  that  time  is  the  present.  1*he 
people  of  this  country  call  for  it;  the  interests  of  the 
nation  demand  it;  and  this  is  my  motive  for  submitting 
the  resolution  before  you.  Sir,  I  trust  that  if  this  House 
will  indulge  me  with  the  appointment  of  the  committee 
I  demand,  that  committee  will  have  it  in  their  power  to 
report  that  all  the  charges  which  have  been  made 
against  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  last  session 
of  Congress  are  utterly  groundless  and  unfounded.  Be- 
lieving that  such  will  be  the  result,  in  the  appointment 
of  this  committee,  I  hope  that  it  will  contribute  to  re- 
store the  harmony,  which  can  no  longer  exist  under 
present  circumstances,  between  tlie  two  branches  of 
the  Legislature  of  this  country.  The  restoration  of  that 
harmony  depends  upon  the  vindication  of  the  honor  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  at  the  last  sessicm  of  Con- 
.gress;  for,  if  that  vindication  cannot  be  made  complete, 
I  see  no  prospect  of  any  harmony  between  this  House 
and  the  other  at  the  present  session  of  Congress,  and 
more  especially  upon  that  most  important  of  all  subjects 
before  us,  our  relations  with  a  foreign  Power— the 
qtiestion  of  peace  or  war. 

Sir,  the  foundation  of  my  resolution  is  entirely  defen- 
sive; its  object  is  to  vindicate  the  late  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives from  reproaches,  such  as  I  believe  to  be  ut- 
terly undeserved.  It  is  difficult  for  me  to  reconnect 
together  the  train  of  thoughts  which  I  was  presenting 
to  the  House  at  the  time  I  was  interrupted;  but  I  will 
come  to  one  or  two  points,  which,  I  believe,  require  to 
be  elucidated,  in  order  to  restore  harmony  between  the 
.  two  Houses.  Whibt  giving  the  history  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  that  section  fur  the  appropriation  of  the  three 
millions,  I  assigned  the  cause  for  it,  and,  in  assigning  the 
cause,  I  said  that,  in  the  multitude  of  reproaches  as  to 
the  unconstitutionality  of  ihe  proceedings,  both  of  the 


Executive  and  the  House  of  Representatives,  at  the  last 
session,  one  of  the  great  charges  was,  that  the  House 
inserted  this  appropriation  without  a  recommendation 
from  the  Executive.  This,  sir,  was  the  ^at  basb 
upon  which  was  founded  that  burst  of  patriotjc  indigna- 
tion and  eloquence,  which  would  rather  have  seen  an 
enemy  «  battering  down  the  walls  of  this  Capitol"  than 
have  agreed  to  this  appropriation  for  the  defence  of  the 
country.  Sir,  only  one  step  more  was  necessary,  and 
an  easy  step  it  was,  for  men  who  would  refuse  an  ap- 
propriation, even  in  the  terms  and  under  the  specifica- 
tions  in  which  that  was  proposed,  if  the  enemy  were  at 
the  gates  of  the  Cspitol—I  say,  there  was  only  one  step 
more,  and  tliat  a  natural  and  easy  one— to  join  the  ene- 
my in  battering  down  these  walls. 

[At  this  sUge  of  Mr.  A's  remarks,  there  was  a  loud 
burst  of  applause  from  every  part  of  the  House.  The 
Speaker  called  upon  the  House  to  aid  him  in  the  prrs- 
ervation  of  order,  and  remarked  that  such  an  innova- 
tion of  the  rules  and  dignity  of  the  House  bad  not  been 
known  for  the  last  ten  years.] 

Mr.  A.  continued.  Sir,  1  pass  from  that  subject  to 
the  incidents  which  occurred  in  the  passage  of  that  bill. 
I  have  stated  that  this  section  was  introduced,  from  abso- 
lute necessity,  upon  the  very  last  day  of  the  session,  be- 
cause it  was  the  consummation  of  the  unanimous  vote 
of  the  preceding  day;  which,  in  the  opinion  of  many 
reflectuig  men,  and  even  of  those  who  voted  for  the  res- 
olution, might  probably  lead  to  hostile  measures,  and 
might  compel  the  country  to  appropriate  all  its  re- 
sources to  the  purposes  of  iu  own  defence.  This  was 
the  foundation  upon  which  the  appropriation  was  intro- 
duced into  the  bill.  And  are  we  now  to  be  told  that 
this  and  the  other  House  must  not  appropriate  money 
for  the  defence  of  the  country  unless  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Executive?  Why,  sir,  the  Executive 
has  told  you,  in  his  message,  that  this  appropriation  was 
perfectly  in  accordance  with  his  views,  and  that  decla- 
ration is  made  the  ground  of  the  charge  of  unconstitu- 
tional conspiracy  and  man-worship  upon  the  part  of  this 
House,  for  consenting  to  that  appropriation.  Where 
was  the  possibility  of  a  recommendation  from  the  Exec- 
utive of  all  the  estimates  to  be  made  from  the  Depart- 
ment, of  all  the  messages  and  communications  from  this 
to  the  other  House  of  Congress,  to  demand  these  three 
millions?  The  resolution  of  the  House  passed  the  day 
before;  that  resolution  was  passed  in  consequence  of  a 
communication  from  the  Executive,  and  was  the  act  of 
this  House,  upon  the  recommendation,  and  in  further- 
ance of  his  views,  as  expressed  in  his  communication  to 
Congress.  What,  sir,  is  the  meaning  of  all  these 
charges  of  man-worship?  Ani  I  a  man-worshipper  of 
the  President?  t  appeal  to  the  conscience  of  every 
man  in  this  House.  I  voted  for  that  appropriation  in 
the  bill;  and  if  there  is  one  act  in  which  1  glory  more 
than  another  in  my  life,  it  is  the  vote  I  gave  on  that 
occasion.  Am  1  chargeable  with  man-worship  for  so 
voting?  Sir,  in  the  repeated  occasions  which  1  had  to 
address  the  House  on  this  subject  whilst  before  it,  I 
certainly  did  Uke  the  liberty  of  differing  with  the  Ex- 
ecutive in  relation  to  certain  measures  proposed  by  him. 
This  House  differed  from  the  Executive;  this  House  did 
not  adopt  the  measures  recommended  by  the  Executive. 
But  this  House,  and,  thank  God,  the  people  of  th'» 
country,  have  done  homage  to  the  spirit  of  the  Execu- 
tive which  suggested  the  measures  they  did  not  approve. 
Now,  I  repeat  again,  why  is  it  that  this  House  must  be 
charged  with  man-worship  and  unconstitutional  conspi- 
racy with  the  Executive  of  the  United  States,  because 
they  passed  an  appropriation  for  three  millions  of  dol- 
lars for  the  defence  of  the  country,  at  the  time  when 
there  was  believed  by  m%ny  to  be  imminent  danger  of 
war,  without  a  messsge  from  the  President,  and  esti- 
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matei  from  the  Departments? — when  it  was  well  known 
that  the  resolution  passed  upon  the  last  day  previous  to 
the  day  on  which  the  session  was  to  close,  and  when 
this  very  appropriation  was  proposed,  instead  of  another 
resolution,  founded  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Executive?  If  you  will  look  to  the  journal,  you  will 
find  that  the  present  chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  at  that  time  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreig^n  Relations,  at  that  time  gave  notice  to 
the  House  and  to  the  world,  that,  instead  of  the  resolu- 
tion founded  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Execu- 
tive, he  should  propose  this  very  appropriation  of  three 
millions  of  dollars. 

We  are  told  in  the  newspaper  that  no  one  knew  any 
thing  of  the  matter;  that  it  was  not  known  till  afterwards. 
No,  sir,  nothing  that  passed  in  the  House,  more  especial- 
ly going  to  defend  the  honor  of  this  country,  was  known 
to  a  certain  party  of  another  House;  nothing  of  that 
kind  had  been  done  there.  In  that  place  there  had  been 
abundant  evidence  shown  upon  their  journals  that  they 
would  not  do  any  thing  which  had  the  recommendation 
•of  the  Executive.  Jf  you  look  to  the  journal  of  that 
year  to  find  a  syllable  of  what  they  thought  should  be 
done  for  the  interest  of  the  country,  you  will  look  in 
vain,  or  you  have  better  eyesight  than  1  have. 

Here  is  a  fiict  as  regards  the  relations  of  the  country 
with  France  at  that  time;  there  were  two  systems  of 
policy,  or,  rather,  three.  There  were  the  measures 
recommended  by  the  Executive.  (I  may  refer  to  these 
matters  now,  because  they  are  matters  of  history.)  In 
another  place,  there  were  resolutions  passed,  very  ex- 
plicitly declaring  that  they  would  not  do  what  the  Exec- 
utive recommended;  but  there  was  no  resolution  saying 
what  they  would  do;  there  was  no  resolution  having  any 
allusion  to  a  question  with  a  foreign  Power.  This  is  not 
to  be  found  upon  their  journal.  In  this  House  a  differ- 
ent course  was  pursued.  This  House  d;d  not,  under 
the  influence  of  man-worship,  adopt  the  specific  recom- 
mendation of  the  Executive,  but  it  adopted  that  unani- 
mous resolution  to  show  that,  although  the  specific  rec- 
ommendations of  the  Executive  did  not  meet  their 
views,  yet  that  the  rights. of  the  country  and  the  execu- 
tion of  the  treaty  were  to  be  insisted  on.  Well,  sir,  in 
another  branch  of  this  building  it  seems  it  was  not  even 
known  what  was  doing  in  this  House,  and  we  are  told  now 
that  they  knew  nothing  about  this  resolution  of  the  House 
which  had  passed  unanimously,  there  being21Tapproving 
ayes  recorded  on  your  journal. 

That  resolution,  sir,  was  the  cause  of  the  appropria- 
tion; and  I  believe  that  in  the  impartial  estimate  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  of  posterity,  it  will  be  found 
a  sufficient  cause  for  the  appropriation  of  the  money  for 
the  eventual  defence  of  the  country,  notwithstanding 
that  there  were  no  estimates  from  the  Departments,  and 
no  formal  declaration  of  the  Executive,  betwixt  the  2d 
of  March  at  12  o'clock  at  night,  and  the  3d  of  March  at 
8  o'clock  in  tlie  evening,  when  that  resolution  was  pro- 
posed. The  simple  statement  of  the  fact  that  the  ap- 
propriation arose  from  the  vote  of  the  House,  knocks 
to  the  ground  the  whole  scaffolding  against  it,  that  it 
was  not  recommended  by  the  Executive.  I  ask,  where 
is  the  objection  now?  All  the  eloquence  and  indigna- 
tion  and  horror  of  the  violation  of  the  constitution, 
of  the  conspiracy  with  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  of  man-worship  on  the  part  of  this  House, 
are  all  gone;  not  a  shadow  is  lef>.  Rut,  sir,  it  is  not 
an  unnatural  thing,  in  looking  for  motives  for  public 
actions,  to  imagine  that  this  diversity  of  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  House  was  by  no  means  welcome  in  the 
other  part  of  this  building,  for  the  reason  that  the  course 
taken  by  this  House  in  the  face  of  the  nation  was,  with- 
out  qiiestion,  a  declaration  that,  in  another  place,  there 
had  not  been  sufficient  attention  paid  to  the  righU,  honor, 


and  interest  of  the  country.  The  force  and  power  of 
this  resolution  was  felt.  What  was  the  consequence? 
We  did  vote  the  appropriation;  and  if  that  vote  could 
have  had  any  effect  abroad  on  the  foreign  country  upon 
whose  action  all  was  depending,  to  sustain  the  honor 
and  rights  of  this  nation,  the  failure  of  the  bill  wss 
equally  calculated  to  destroy  any  effect  which  that  vote 
might  produce. 

Well,  sir,  the  three  million  appropriation  was  received 
in  the  Senate  in  a  most  unfortunate  temper.  I  now 
s{>eak  of  that,  sir,  and  beg  to  refer  to  the  proceedings. 
In  the  first  place,  A  motion  was  made  for  the  three  mil- 
lions in  this  House  at  seven  or  eight  o'clock  in  the  eve- 
ning: the  yeas  and  nays  were  taken  upon  it-^there  was 
little  objection  made  to  it  here.  It  was  understood  by 
the  whole  House,  upon  both'  sides,  that  the  proposition 
was  in  consequence  of  the  resolution  the  night  before; 
and  that  that  was  the  foundition  of  the  appropriation. 
There  was  not  a  syllable  of  objection  made  here,  on  the 
ground  that  no  recommendation  from  the  President  or 
estimates  from  the  Department  bad  been  received.  No 
man  rose  to  object  to  it  on  this  ground.  All  knew  what 
was  the  real  cause  of  the  proposition;  that  it  was  the 
vote  of  the  previous  night;  for  notice  had  been  given  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  in 
withdrawing  his  resolution,  that  measures  ought  to  be 
taken  to  put  the  country  into  a  state  of  defence.  This 
was  the  resolution  for  which  was  substituted  the  appro- 
priation of  the  three  millions,  explicitly  confined  to  a 
contingent  necessity,  intended  to  provide  againat  the 
possibility  of  an  enemy  battering  down  the  walls  of  this 
Capitol.  1  said,  sir,  that  the  proposition  was  received 
in  another  place  in  a  bad  temper.  Now  for  the  authority : 
the  resolution  appears  on  the  journal  of  thia  House,  as 
follows: 

«  Jind  be  itfwtker  waded^  That  the  sum  of  three  mil- 
lions of  dollars  be,  and  the  saihe  is  hereby,  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, to  be  expended,  in  whole  or  in  part,  under  the 
direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
military  and  naval  service,  including  fortifications  and 
ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy;  provided  such  ex- 
penditure should  be  rendered  necessary  for  the  defence 
of  the  country  prior  to  the  next  meeting  of  Congreas." 

This  was  the  object.  Was  this  House  squandering 
the  public  money  when  they  made  this  appropriation? 
No,  sir.  But  will  it  be  said  that  this  appropriaticm 
might  have  been  abused?  Well,  air,  when  the  country 
is  invaded,  when  the  country  has  an  enemy  at  her  walls, 
it  is  a  sorry  objection  to  make  to  an  appropriation  for 
defence,  that  it  might  possibly  have  been  abused.  It  is 
a  sorry  objection  to  say,  that  you  have  no  confidence  in 
the  man  at  the  head  of  your  Government,  that  he  would 
apply  the  money  to  the  proper  purpose.  I  had  no  such 
objection.  I  did  believe,  m  the  honesty  of  my  heart, 
that  if  an  occasion  had  arisen  for  the  expenditure  of  this 
money,  it  would  have  been  faithfully  expended  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  devoted  by  this  House;  and 
whatever  may  be  my  opinion  of,  or  my  relations  with, 
the  head  of  this  Government,  I  hope  the  sentiment  with 
which  I  voted  for  the  appropriation  cannot  be  charged 
to  man-worship. 

Upon  this  appropriation  109  names  are  recorded  in 
the  affirmative;  and  of  this  number  my  own  name  is 
recorded  as  the  first.  And  if  all  the  ^embers  of  the 
House  are  here  present,  there  are  seventy-two  gentle- 
men who  now  hear  my  voice,  whose  names  are  also 
recorded  for  it.  Are  they  man-worshippers?  Are  tbey 
conspirators  against  the  constitution  of  the  United  States, 
with  the  President,  or  any  other  human  being,  or  aaoo- 
ciation  of  human  beings?  If  we  are,  I  apprehend  that 
those  who  charge  us  moat  bring  some  other  evidence  of 
the  fact  before  they  will  be  believed  by  the  people  of 
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thit  country,  or  by  impartial  posterity.  And,  sir,  among 
those  seventy-two  names,  I  recognise  some  whose 
opinions  by  no  means  accorded  with  those  of  the  Execu- 
tive, or  with  those  of  the  majority  in  this  House — names 
of  men  who,  if  they  were  capable  of  any  things  like 
man-worship,  which  I  do  not  believe,  it  would  not  be 
for  the  present  tenant  of  the  executive  mansion,  but  for 
some  other  men,  even  for  men  who  now  make  this 
charge  against  them. 

I  said  that  this  section  of  the  bill  was  received  in  a 
bad  temper  in  the  Senate.  There  was  a  burst  of  indig- 
nation and  of  eloquence  against  this  appropriation;  and 
the  Senate  immediately  disagreed,  with  very  little  de- 
bate«  I  believe.  They  sent  their  disagreement  to  this 
House.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  know  that  I  appeal  with 
certainty  to  your  recollection  as  the  then  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  when  I  say  that 
upon  this  disagreement  you  did  me  the  honor  to  ask 
me,  as  I  had  voted  for  the  bill  and  the  appropriation, 
what  the  House  should  do?  and  that  I  said  that  I  should 
vote  for  receding,  because*  with  the  temper  which  pre- 
vailed elsewhere,  I  was  satisfied,  if  we  did  not  recede, 
that  the  whole  bill  would  be  lost.  That  was  my  opinion; 
and  that  was  the  occasion  upon  which  it  will  be  found 
upon  the  journal  that,  afler  the  Senate  bad  first  dis- 
agreed,  my  name  is  found  changed,  so  far  as  to  vote  to 
recede.  I  did  so  vote,  as  I  here  declare  in  the  face  of 
the  country,  not  because  I  meant  to  recall  the  vote  I 
had  ^iven,  but  solely  under  the  impression  which  I  say 
I  believed,  and  then  communicated  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  that,  if  the  House 
did  not  recede,  the  whole  bill  would  be  lost.  Now,  as 
the  object  of  the  bill  was  for  an  appropriation  of  the 
same  kind  as  ordinary  appropriations  for  the  defence  of 
the  country,  and  believing-  it  impossible  to  gain  the  as- 
sent of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  as  it  then  stood,  I  was  un- 
willing to  hazard  the  loss  of  the  whole  bill,  and  I  agreed 
to  g^ve  up  the  three  millions.  A  motion  in  this  House 
was  made  to  recede;  and  although  my  vote  was  given  in 
favor  of  receding,  yet  such  was  not  the  sense  of  the 
House.  Upon  that  motion,  the  vote  stands  87  yeas, 
against  110  nays,  being  two  or  three  more  than  voted 
for  the  original  proposition,  and  from  which  I  voted  to 
recede.  The  sense  of  this  House,  therefore,  was  strong, 
earnest,  and  repeated. 

How  was  the  bill  treated  in  the  Senate?  How  was  it 
treated  in  the  Senate }  Sir,  the  next  communication  which 
the  House  received  was,  that  the  Senate  adhered  to 
their  disagreement.  Adhered!  Every  man  knows  that, 
in  the  process  of  intercourse  between  the  two  Houses, 
adhering  is  the  last  term  in  the  disagreement,  and  that 
'it  is  scarcely  ever  recurred  to  except  as  a  challenge  of 
defiance  to  the  other  House  to  persist  What  is  its  con* 
sequence?  It  is,  that,  by  the  vote  to  adhere  to  that  sin- 
gle section,  the  Senate  does  substantially  say  to  this 
House,  "take  back  your  appropriation,  or  lose  your 
bill,"  and  that  at  the  earliest  stage  at  which  they  could 
pass  such  a  vote. 

It  is  well  known  to  every  man  in  this  House,  who  has 
experience  in  these  matters,  that  this  vote  to  adhere 
never  is  passed  between  the  two  Houses  in  a  good  tem- 
per. It  is  always  considered  as  a  gauntlet  thrown  upon 
the  floor  as  a  challenge,  which  says,  *nhere,  lose  your 
bill,  or  do  what  we  think  right." 

As  I  adduce  this  Circumstance  as  evidence  that  the 
appropriation  was  received  in  bad  temper,  I  think  my- 
self called  upon  to  prove  what  I  state,  that  this  is  not 
the  ordinary  and  courteous  mode  of  communication  be- 
tween the  two  Houses.  Mr.  Jefferson's  Manual,  under 
the  title  of  '<  Amendments  between  the  two  Houses," 
says: 

'*  When  either  House  [i.  e,  the  House  of  Commons] 
•ends  a  bill  to  the  other,  the  other  may  pass  it  with 
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amendments.  The  regular  progression  in  this  case  is, 
that  the  Commons  disagree  to  the  amend menti  the  Lords 
insist  on  it;  the  Commons  insist  on  their  disagreement; 
the  Lords  adhere  to  their  amendment;  the  Commons  ad* 
here  to  their  disagreement.  The  term  of  insisting  may 
be  repeated  as  often  as  they  choose,  to  keep  the  ques- 
tion open."  The  term  "insist"  (continued  Mr.  A.)  is 
the  courteous  and  decorous  term:  one  House  hfsists 
upon  its'  own  view,  the  other  upon  its  own,  and  then  a 
committee  of  conference  is  appointed.  The  Manual 
goes  on  to  say: 

"  But  the  first  adherence  by  either  renders  it  neces- 
sary for  the  other  side  to  recede  or  adhere  also,  when 
the  matter  is  usually  suffered  to  fall;*'  that  is  to  say, 
(continued  Mr.  A.,)  that  when  both  Houses  adhere,  the 
bill  is  lost.    The  Manual  then  says: 

"The term  of  insistine  was  certainly  (in  1679)  a  hap- 
py innovation,  as  it  muTttpries  the  opportunities  of  try- 
ing modifications  which  may  bring  the  Houses  to  a  con- 
currence. Either  House,  however,  is  f^ee  to  paks  over 
the  term  of  insisting,  and  to  adhere  in  the  first  instance. 
But  it  is  not  respectful  to  the  other."  > 

Now,  sir,  I  adduce  this  as  an  evidence  that  the  appro- 
priation was  received  in  the  other  House  in  bad  temper; 
The  Senate  did  not  take  the  ordinary  course  of  insisting 
upon  their  disagreement  and  asking  a  conference,  or 
insisting  and  giving  an  opportunity  for  this  House  to  in- 
sist andask  a  conference.  The  Manual  says  it  is  usual 
to  insist  three  or  four  tiroes,  sooner  than  come  to  this 
disrespectful  mode  of  communication. 

This,  sir,  is  the  practice  of  the  British  Parliament;  we 
know  it  is  the  practice  here;  we  know  that  if  the  Senate 
send  here,  and  the  House  determines  to  have  no  commu- 
nication whatever,  thev  do  sometimes  adhere.  I  know 
not  a  single  instance  of  the  kind.  When  a  thing  is  so  in- 
herently odious  that  the  House  will  net  listen  to  it,  they 
send  it  in  this  form  tu  the  Senate.  The  Senate  does  the 
same  thing  under  similar  circumstances;  but  I  doubt 
whether  another  instance  can  be  found  in  which,  at-  so 
early  a  stage,  the  Senate  has  adhered.  No,  sir,  it  was 
a  special  odium,  a  bad  odor  with  which  this  appropria- 
tion was  recteved  in  that  House,  which  induced  them  to 
draw  the  sword  and  throw  away  the  scabbard,  and  they 
adhered  to  their  refusal  to  appropriate.  But,  sir,  not- 
withstandin|f  that,  on  the  adherence  of  the  Senate,  the 
natural  feeling  (which  I  confess  was  in  my  bosom)  was, 
that  the  House  should  adhere  also;  and,  although  a  mo- 
tion to  that  effect  was  made,  yet  so  anxious  was  the 
Houte  to  pass  the  bill,  that  they  did  not  adhere.  Thev 
passed  over  the  uncourteous  and  disrespectful  proceed- 
ing of  the  Senate,  and  they  neltberadhered  nor  receded; 
but  they  insisted  again,  and  they  asked  the  appointment 
of  a  committee  of  conference,  to  which  the  Senate 
agreed.  When  that  agreement  was  made,  the  hour  of 
13,  by  the  real  time  of  the  night,  had  already  passed  { 
not  by  a  few  minutes,  but,  according  to  my  recollection, 
by  nearly  half  an  hour.  When,  I  say,  the  conferees 
were  appointed,  that  clock,  to  be  sure,  (pointing  to  the 
clock  abovethe  Speaker's  chair,)  whoever  had  the  man- 
agement of  it  had,  so  far  as  a  clock  could  show,  the  pow- 
er of  Joshua,  who  commanded  the  sun  and.  moon  to 
stand  still.  But  that  was  not  the  power  to  which  old 
Time  submitted;  he  moved  along,  not  regarding  the 
hands  of  this  or  any  other  clock. 

Well,  sir,  the  committee  of  conference  went  out,  and 
the  conferees  of  the  House  on  that  committee,  I  am 
bound  to  believe,  felt  constrained  very  reluctantly  to 
consent  to  a  reduction  of  this  appropriation  to  #800,000, 
and  thus  this  dreadful  oonstitutional  conspiracy  all  melt- 
ed down  to  a  single  question  of  dollars  and  cents— 
whether  ^3,000,000,  or  only  #800,000  should  be  appro- 

firiated  for  the  defence  of  the  country  in  case  of  abso- 
ute  necessity.    The  sppropriation  was  mtde  poaitivey 
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Instead  of  being  contingent  upon  %  necessity  not  certain 
to  come,  and  it  was  confined  to  two  objects  of  perma- 
nent ordinary  appropriation,  still  leaving  the  possible  con- 
tingent danger  unprovided  for.  I  say,  sir,  I  believe  the 
committee  on  the  part  of  the  House  had  been  constrain- 
ed to  accede  to  this  reduction,  for  the  same  reason  for 
which  I  had  myself  voted  to  recede  from  the  appropri- 
ation  itself,  and  that  was,  to  save  the  bill.  But,  sir, 
when  that  committee  returned,  this  House  was  no  more^ 
it  was  a  lifeless  corpse.  A  friend  and  colleague  of  mine, 
now  in  my  view,  remarked  indeed  that,  if  it  was  dead,  it 
was  the  noisiestldead  body  be  had  ever  seen  or  heard  of, 
and  he  said  truly.  It  was  so,  but  it  was  nevertheless 
dead  defaeto/  and  your  journal  will  show  that,  from  that 
time,  it  was  impossible  to  form  a  quorum.  Just  be- 
fore that,  not  only  a  quorum,  but  a  very  large  quo- 
rum, had  been  found;  and  I  say  this,  because,  among 
the  charges  made  in  the  **  National  Intelligencer," 
I  find  a  contrasted  view  in  which  the  extreme  assiduity 
of  the  members  of  the  Senate  upon  this  last  day  of  the 
session  is  compared  with  that  of  the  House,  where  busi- 
ness was  not  transacted  for  want  of  a  quorum;  and  that 
circumstance  is  much  dwelt  upon.  But  why  was  the 
House  without  a  quorum^  Because  there  were  at  least 
some  sixty  or  seventy  members  who,  being  conscien- 
tiously convinced  that  they  were  no  longer  representa- 
tives of  the  people,  refused  or  forbore  to  answer  to  their 
names.  Your  journal  will  show  that  motion  after  mo- 
tion was  made  to  ascertain  if  there  was  a  quorum;  your 
journal  will  show  that  one  of  the  members  of  this  House, 
[Mr.  GiLKxa,]  upon  a  call  of  the  yeas  and  nays,  declined 
to  answer,  upon  the  ground  that  the  House  was  not  in 
existence;  and  your  records  will  show  that  no  motion  was 
mad^  to  resort  to  the  rules  of  the  House  in  order  to  com- 
pel him  to  vote. 

Sir,  I  must  say,  in  candor,  that  I  was  not  one  who 
believed  that  the  powers  of  this  House  expired  at  mid- 
night. I  held  a  different  opinion,  and  I  then  expressed 
it.  More  than  two  hours  after  the  hour  of  midnight,  I 
here  stated  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  two  years'  duration 
of  Congress,  and  the  four  years'  duration  of  the  office  of 
President  of  the  United  States,  was  from  the  time  of 
the  day  at  which  the  President  of  the  United  States  was 
inaugurated,  and  the  time  at  which  the  House  first  com- 
menced its  operations—say  the  hour  of  noon  on  the  4th 
of  March.  « This,  I  believe,  is  the  true  construction  of 
the  constitutional  term  of  two  years;  but  it  is  a  constitu- 
tional question,  and  it  is  not  for  me  to  judge  of  the  mo- 
tives of  others  who  conscientiously  believed  that,  after 
midnight^  they  no  lon^r  held  in  their  hands  the  trust 
which  bad  been  committed  to  them.  This  was  the  case 
with  many  of  the  members,  and,  as  a  proof  of  it,  I  refer 
to  a  vote  taken  a  few  moments  before  the  want  of  a 
quorum  was  discovered.  Upon  the  last  bill  which  had 
passed,  (the  Cumberland  road  bill,)  the  question  was 
taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  there  appeared  ninety-four 
members  voting  in  the  affirmative,  and  eighty  in  the 
negative,  making  a  total  of  one  hundred  and  seventy- 
four  votes.  One  hundred  and  twenty-one  members 
constitute  a  malority  of  this  House;  and  I  say  this  in 
vindication  of  this  House  upon  one  of  the  charges  to 
which  it  has  been  subjected— of  negligence  to  do  busi- 
ness to  such  a  degree  as  not  to  have  a  quorum.  Within 
ten  minutes  of  the  dissolution  of  this  House,  there  were 
one  hundred  and  seventy-four  members  voting;  and  the 
want  of  a  quorum  was  not  in  consequence  of  members 
not  being  nere,  but  because  they  conscientiously  be- 
lieved that  they  no  longer  had  a  right  to  act  as  the  rep- 
resentatives of  the  people.  He  recollected  the  particular 
instance  of  an  honorable  member  from  Georgia,  a  man 
as  able,  as  conscientious,  upright,  and  intelligent,  as 
any  member  of  that  House  or  the  present,  who,  being 
called  upon,  refused  to  ansiSrer»  and  gavQ  as  a  reason  for 


refusing  to  answer,  that  be  was  no  longer  a  representa- 
tive of  the  people;  and,  when  the  vote  was  taken,  he 
left  his  seat,  and  went  out  of  that  door,  from  which  he 
never  returned.  I  speak  of  Mr.  Gilmer,  of  Georgia. 
At  the  time,  then,  when  there  appeared  an  absence  of 
a  quorum,  it  was  not  that  there  was  not  an  amply  suffi- 
cient number  of  members  to  vote  so  long  as  they  thought 
it  their  right  to  vote,  but  from  the  conscientious  conviction 
of  so  large  a  number  as  reduced  the  remainder  to  less 
than  a  quorum,  that  they  had  no  longer  a  right  to  vole, 
because,  at  the  very  next  calling  of  the  yeas  and  nays» 
the  whole  number  that  appeared  to  answer  to  their 
names  was  one  hundred  and  thirteen,  being  sixty  or 
seventy  names  less  than  the  previous  vole  had  shown. 

Sir,  after  that  took  place,  the  committee  of  conference 
returned  from  the  Senate  to  this  House.  No  report 
was  made  upon  the  conference  to  this  House,  and  the 
reason  assigned  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  was, 
that  there  was  no  House.  The  yeas  and  nays  were 
called,  and  it  appeared  that  no  quorum  could  be  formed. 

I  have  said,  sir,  that  it  was  not  my  opinion  that  the 
constitutional  powers  of  Congress  expired  at  midnight 
on  the  3d  of  March;  and  it  becomes  a  question  of  some 
importance,  because,  if  this  were  bo,  you  would  have  no 
continued  Government.  Every  two  years  there  would 
be  twelve  hours  during  which  there  would  be  an  inter- 
regnum, a  vacuum,  an  anarchy,  in  which  no  Congress  of 
the  United  States  existed.  And  worse  than  that,  upon 
the  same  principle,  at  the  expiration  of  the  term  of  ser- 
vice of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  you  would 
again  have  twelve  hours  of  interregnum,  of  anarchy, 
before  the  President  elect  was  inaugurated  in  bis  office. 
1  believe,  therefore,  that  the  two  years'  duration  of 
Congress  and  the  four  years*  duration  of  the  presidential 
term  commence  from  noon,  the  time  of  the  inauguration 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  the  time  at 
which  the  first  Congress  assembled  to  commence  ita 
operations  under  the  constitution.  There  is  nothing 
said  upon  this  subiect  in  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States;  it  cannot  be  made  a  question  of  constitutional 
law.  What  is  the  amount  of  the  term  of  two  years?  It 
would  be  difficult  to  prove  astronomically  that  two  yearsi 
computed  from  the  4th  of  March  at  noon,  expired  In 
two  years  on  the  3d  of  March  at  midnight;  there  would 
be  a  chasm  of  twelve  hours.  The  time  at  which  a  day 
shall  commence  and  terminate  is  a  matter  purely  ar- 
bitrary and  conventional.  Some  nations,  in  their  civil 
computations,  have  commenced  the  day  at  sunrise,  some 
at  sunset,  some  at  midnight,  and  some  at  noon.  Do  nol 
all  navigators,  and  individuals  engaged  in  the  operations 
of  astronomy,  compute  the  day  from  noon  to  noon?  Eve- 
ry navigator  knows  this.  The  principle,  once  established, 
could  be  attended  with  no  inconvenierice,  whereas  the 
computation  from  noon  to  midnight  must  be  subject 
every  two  years  to  a  solution  of  continuity  for  twelve 
hours  by  the  non-existence  of  a  House  of  Represents- 
tives,  and  once  in  every  four  years  to  an  interregnum, 
or  vacancy,  in  the  omce  of  President  of  the  United 
States;  and  emergencies  might  arise,  might,  perhaps^ 
even  be  precontrtved,  in  which  either  of  these  events 
would  be  attended  with  great  national  inconvenience. 
Now,  astronomically  speakinr,  if  you  must  come  to  a 
definite  conclusion,  I  should  say  that,  since  the'  first 
Congress  met  at  noon  on  the  4th  of  March,  1789,  two 
years  from  that  time,  at  noon,  the  Congress  would  cease 
to  exist;  and  so  on  up  to  the  present  time.  Monarchical 
Governments  are  always  guarded  with  every  possible 
care  against  the  solution  of  continuity — ^their  kings  never 
die.  It  would  be  a  radical  defect  in  every  republican 
Government  not  to  be  invested  with  similar  oflicial  iiii« 
mortality;  the  office  always  filled,  however  often  the  in« 
cumbent  might  be  change^!.  Such  is  my  opinion,  and 
if  the  House  had  concurred  with  me,  I  would  have  staid 
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here  until  noon  of  the  4th  of  March.  But  such  wu  not 
the  opinion  of  a  large  number  of  the  members.  It  was 
their  opinion  that,  when  the  hour  of  midnight  arrived, 
(making  some,  and  no  triflin|r  allowance  for  the  differ- 
ent indications  of  different  timepieces^probably  more 
than  half  an  hour — and  willing  to  do  that,  some,  per- 
haps, more,  and  some  less,  when  the  time  could  no 
longer  be  doubted,)  they  believed  they  had  no  right  to 
vote.  But  all  that  allowance  of  time  had  passed,  and  it 
was,  in  my  opinion^  at  least  one  o'clock  before  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  of  conference  returned  to  this 
House.  Well,  sir,  it  was  understood  to  be  a  fact,  and 
much  discussion  has  appeared  in  the  newspapers  respect- 
ing it,  that  at  the  time  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
of  conference  returned,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  had  left  the  Capitol,  declaring  that  he  would 
receive  no  further  communication  from  Congress,  be- 
cause he  considered  that  the  constitutional  term  of  that 
Congress  had  expired.  Sir,  I  believe  this  to  be  true, 
and  that  he  did  not  leave  the  Capitol  till  very  shortly 
before  one  o'clock,  if  it  was  not  quite  one.  What  was 
doing  in  this  House  at  the  time  .must  have  been  known 
to  the  members  of  the  Senate,  if  they  had  seen  fit  to  take 
the  pains  to  learn.  It  was  well  known  to  all  here  that, 
aRer  this  time,  no  quorum  could  be  formed.  No  vote 
could  be  had — none  was  taken— the  House  was  de  fado 
dead,  however  noisy,  in  this  atate  of  things,  after  the 
House  had  expired,  and  after  it  was  a  lifeless  corpse, 
equally  impotent  for  aggression  or  defence,  there  came 
a  message  to  this  House  from  the  Senate.  And  what 
was  it^  I  ask  the  Clerk  to  read  it. 
[The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

*'  Rooked,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  honorable 
the  House  of  Representatives,  respectfully  to  remind 
the  House  of  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference 
appointed  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  respecting 
the  fortifications  of  the  United  States."] 

Mr.  A.  continued.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  one  of  the  oldest 
members  of  this  House,  and  as  being,  from  your  official 
character,  the  guardian  and  vindicator  of  the  honor  of 
this  House,  I  ask  you  if,  in  your  experience  in  the 
legislation  of  this  country,  you  have  any  recollection  of 
aucb  a  message  passing  between  this  House  and  the 
Senate  ?  A  message  reminding  the  House  of  their  duty ! 
reminding,  the  House  of  what  they  were  to  do!  remind- 
ing the  House  of  that  particular  business  which  it  was 
their  duty  to  take  up  and  pass  upon!  Turning  from 
you,  sir,  1  ask  the  oldest  member  in  this  House,  I  ask 
the  youngest  member  in  this  House,  whether  he  has  any 
recollection  of  such  a  message  passing  between  the  two 
Houses,  in  his  experience?  Any  recollection  of  such  a 
message  from  the  House  to  the  Senate,  or  from  the 
Senate  to  the  House?    I  pause  for  a  reply. 

I  hear  none,  sir^  and,  under  these  circumstances,  I 
take  upon  myself  the  responsibility  of  saying  that  no 
such  message  had  been  recorded  on  the  journals  of  the 
two  Houses  since  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  haa 
exiated.  What,  sir,  one  of  the  two  Houses  of  the  Legis- 
lature turning  task-master  to  the  other!  to  teach  them 
their  duty!  Why,  sir,  we  read  in  Holy  Writ  of  a  judge 
of  Israel  who  undertook  to  teach  the  men  of  Succoth, 
and  it  was  by  scourging  them  with  the  briers  of  the 
wilderness i  and  this  was  precisely  such  a  feature.  Here 
are  the  briers  of  the  wilderness  sent  in  a  message  from 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  teach  this  House 
what  they  are  to  do^  and  what  are  their  duties.  I  dwell 
upon  this,  sir,  because,  if  there  is  to  be  any  such  thing 
as  harmony  between  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duty  to  the  people  of  this  country,  I 
hope  this  resolution  will  sUnd  a  solitary  warning  and 
monument,  never  to  be  repeated.  I  hope  that  no  such 
nie«age  will  ever  go  from  this  House  to  the  other,  for 


it  is  not  the  province  of  this  House  to  remind  the  other 
of  its  duty.  I  hope  that  this  House  will  always  under- 
stand the  courtesy  that  is  due  from  one  public  man  to 
another,  and  from  one  public  body  to  another,  suffi- 
ciently to  suppose  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
knew  themselves  what  was  their  duty,  and  would  dis- 
charge it  accordingly. 

I  have  said  that  no  such  example  exists  on  the  records 
of  the  journal  of  the  two  Houses.  There  are,  I  am 
aware,  instances  in  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  of 
such  messages,  and  they  are  referred  to  in  the  same 
Manual  of  Mr.  Jefferson.  This,  sir,  is  the  passage, 
under  the  head  of  Messages: 

*'  When  a  bill  is  sent  by  one  House  to  the  other,  and 
is  neglected,  they  may  send  a  message  to  remind  them 
of  it." 

Mr.  A.  proceeded.  But,  air,  even  there  the  impro- 
priety of  such  a  message,  in  all  cases  inexpedient,  and 
as  an  act  of  the  grossest  discourtesy  from  one  House  to 
another,  is  noted)  and  it  is  said:  *<  But  if  it  be  mere  in- 
attention, it  is  better  to  have  it  done  informally,  by  com« 
munications  between  the  Speakers  or  members  of  the 
two  Houses." 

This,  sir,  is  the  practice  in  England.  Now,  this 
communication,  in  the  first  place,  presupposes  that  the 
House  to  be  reminded  had  neglected  the  business^  and 
the  only  case  in  which  the  Manual  says  it  is  practised  in 
England,  is  where  one  House  neglects.  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ferred to  the  authorities  in  Hatsell  and  Gray,  set  down 
in  this  Manual,  for  the  instances  adduced;  and  I  find  that 
the  last  instance  of  such  a  messag^e  passing  between  the 
two  Houses  of  the  British  Parliament  was  in  the  year 
1721,  one  hundred  and  fifteen  years  agO{  and  in  all  the 
cases,  and  there  are  several  referred  to  there,  principally 
in  the  Parliamentary  Debates,  these  messagea  were 
never  aent  unless  where  there  was  a  serious  misunder- 
standing between  the  two  Houses,  and  when  the  neglect 
of  a  bill  sent  from  one  House  to  the  other  was  great  and 
exceedingly  injurious. 

Such  is  the  nature  of  this  message,  which  I  hope,  as  I 
have  said  before,  will  never  be  repeated  in  the  future 
intercourae  between  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.    But, 
sir,  to  complete  the  true  character  of  that  message,  let 
me  inquire  at  what  time  it  was  sent.     It  was  sent  at  two 
o'clock  in  the  morning i  it  was  sent  after  it  was  perfectly 
well  known  here  and  in  the  Senate  that  no  quorum  of 
this  House  could  be  formed;  that  the  majority  consider- 
ed itself  as  having  closed  its  labors,  and  as  being  no 
longer  the  representatives  of  the  people.     What  was 
the  consequence?    When  that  message  waa  delivered,  [ 
was  sitting  in  this  chair,  and  I  must  confess  that,  if  ever 
pain  and  indignation  filled  my  bosom,  it  was  at  that  mo- 
ment.    I  felt  it  as  an  insult  to  the  immediate  represent- 
atives of  the  people;  and  if  the  message  had  been  sent 
at  a  moment  in  which  the  House  was  competent  to  act, 
with  the  power  to  resent  an  unprovoked  insult,  I  verily 
believe  that,  imitating  the  example  given  us  by  the 
Congress  of  our  confederacy  during  the  revolutionary 
war,  not  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  but  on  an- 
other occasion,  I  should  have  moved  that  the  message 
be  sent  back  by  two  members  of  the  House  to  the  Sen- 
ate, and  cast  upon  the  floor,  with  tlie  declaration  that  it 
was  not  the  custom  of  the  House  to  receive  insolent 
messagea.     Probably  it  waa  well,  I  believe  it  was,  that  I 
had  no  opportunity  of  giving  vent  to  those  feelings  which 
arose  in  my  bosom  at  that  time.     What  were  the  feel- 
ings of  other  members  of  the  House  I  know  not;  it  waa 
not  for  me  to  say  in  what  light  others  considered  the 
message.     I  do  not  know  that  I  have  ever  communica- 
ted my  feelings  to  any  member  of  that  House;  I  did  not 
communicate  them  at' the  time;  I  suppressed  them,  for  I 
saw  that  this  inault  waa  committed  upon  a  dead  body;  I 
saw  that  it  was  the  Achilles  of  the  American  nation. 
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dragpng  aroand  tlie  wafts  of  Troj  bit  proitrate  and  life- 
less foe. 

Yes,  sir,  there  was  great  indignation,  great  eloquence, 
and  great  horror,  displayed  at  the  eonspiracy  and  man- 
worship  of  this  House,  with  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States,  for  passing  a  bill  appropriating  three  millions  of 
money  for  the  defence  of  the  country,  and  that  was  the 
source  of  this  triumphant  message.  Now,  sir,  techni- 
cally speaking,  orobsbly  the  bill  containing  these  appro- 
priations did  fail  in  this  House;  but  if  it  failed  at  all,  it 
failed  before  the  appointment  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference {  it  failed  in  consequence  of  the  vote  rejecting 
that  particular  item  of  appropriation ;  it  failed  because  it 
plessed  the  Senate,  in  their  wisdom  and  patriotism,  to 
stake  the  whole  fortifications  of  the  country  upon  the 
rejection  of  that  single  item.  In  the  interval  between 
that  day  and  this,  we  have  all  had  time  to  suffer  our  feel- 
ings to  cool.  I  have  submitted  in  silence  to  that  opera- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  the  manner  in  which  it 
was  conducted,  and  the  temper  which  was  manifested 
not  only  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  but  to 
this  House.  I  say  I  have  submitted  to  it  in  silence;  and 
if  it  bad  not  been  revived,  if  the  charges  against  the 
House  bad  not  been  renewed,  with  redoubled  vigor, 
and  with  the  transcendent  abilities  which  belong  to  those 
who  led  the  Senate  to  this  course  of  operation,  1  would 
have  remained  silent,  I  would  have  sacrificed  every 
thing  to  peace  and  harmonv.  But  now,  sir,  under  these 
charges,  repeated,  revived,  and  enforced  with  all  the 
argument  that  nine  or  ten  months  of  meditalion  could 
supply  to  minds  of  the  highest  order — when  such  charges 
go  out  to  the  people  of  this  nation,  accusing  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  conspirscy  with  the  Executive 
against  their  rights  and  interests,  and  of  unconstitution- 
ality in  their  proceedings  upon  this  bill,  I  could  no  longer 
sit  m  silence.  I  have  therefore  moved  this  resolution, 
so  that  this  House  may  not  put  trust  in  what  I  have  said 
to  them,  but  thst  they  msy  appoint  a  committee  to  in- 
quire into,  and  with  instructions  to  report  to  this  House, 
what  were  the  true  causes  and  circumstances  of  the 
fisihire  of  that  bill. 

After  Mr.  Aiiims  had  concluded  his  speech, 
Mr.  WISE  addressed  the  House  to  the  following  ef- 
fect: 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  did  not  expect  this  discussion  to  srise 
to-day.  I  was  in  preparation  for  it  on  another  occasion, 
and  if  my  facts,  and  inferences  from  them,  be  not  pre- 
sented so  well  arranged  as  they  might  be,  and  as  is  aesi- 
rable  they  should  be,  I  hope  I  shall  be  excused  on  the 
score  of  being  thus  called  up  unexpectedly.  The  whole 
matter  shall  be  right  in  print. 

Sir,  this  has  become  a  very  important  subject,  and 
should  be  so  considered.  The  question,  <'  Who  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  failure  of  the  fortification  bill  of  the 
last  session?"  is  now  made  to  supersede  almost  every 
other  question,  no  matter  how  deeply,  pressingly,  snd 
immediately,  it  may  involve  the  most  important  public 
interests*  for  the  future.  I  readily  confess  that  we 
should  be  providing  for  the  future,  rather  than  be 
aquabbling  about  the  past.  But  so  it  is,  "the  party" 
has  seen  fit  to  make  this  a  test  Question  of  politicsl 
merit;  it  haa  been  discussed  in  all  the  public  prints, 
particularly  in  that  which  is  the  organ  of  the  ad  minis- 
tration {  is  made  the  most  prominent  subject  of  discus- 
sion in  Congress;  the  most  woful  misrepresentations 
concerning  it  have  obtained  currency  and  credence;  the 
innocent  are  made  to  bear  the  sins  of  the  guilty;  truth 
and  justice  both  have  been  violated;  a  presidential  can- 
vass is  made,  in  part,  to  depend  upon  this  question;  the 
public  mind  is  anxiously  inquiring  about  it,  and  I  am 
determined  that  the  whole  truth  shall  be  told,  and  that 
all  the  light  which  I  can  shed  upon  it  shall  be  given  to 
the  world.    The  discussion  thus  far  has  been  perfectly 


blindfold.  By  one  party  the  Senate,  by 'another  the 
House  of  Representatives,  has  been  chM-ged  with  the 
loss  of  thst  bill.  Now,  sir,  the  main  fact  which  I  rise 
to  establish  is,  that  neither  the  Senate  nor  the  House  of 
Representatives  is  justly  chargeable  with  its  fulure. 

I  say,  sir,  let  all  elimination  and  recrimination  be- 
tween 4he  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives^  both 
inntfcent,  forever  cease,  fbr  I  can  prove  by  this  joamal 
(holding  up  the  journal  of  the  last  House)  alone,  and 
by  other  indubitable  testimony  besides,  that  neither  the 
Senate  nor  the  House  was  responsible  or  censurable  for 
the  failure  of  that  bill.  The  Senate  did  its  duty,  the 
House  did  its  duty,  and  both  were  not  only  willing  but 
anxious  for  its  passage.  No  blane  for  its  failure  is  fairly 
attributable  to  either.  Called  upon  to  say  upon  whom 
the  blame  should  fall,  1  say,  as  Nathan  said  unto  I>avid» 
•<Thou  art  the  man!"  [pointing  directly  to  Mr.  Cah- 

BBXLSaO.] 

Sir,  let  not  the  ||fentleman  from  New  York,  {Mr.  Cm  - 
BBKLKHe]  take  this  as  personally  unfriendly  or  unkind. 
That  gentleman  has  always  been  courteous  and  kind  to 
me,  and  I  desire  ever  4o  be  courteous,  kind,  and  re- 
spectful to  him.  But  truth  and  duty  impose  a  task 
upon  me  on  this  occasion,  which  I  must  perform,  re- 
gardless  of  all  personal  considerations.  This  subject  is 
introduced  by  himself,  the  question  is  up,  it  is  fair  to 
discuss  it,  he  is  here  present  to  defend  himself,  **  eye  to 
eye,  and  face  to  face:"  this  House  is  the  place  for  the 
trial,  before  the  eyes  of  the  whole  nation,  and  the 
truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  ao 
help  us  Qod!  should  go  forth  to  the  people  from  thie 
Capitol! 

I  here  charge  him  as  being  wholly,  or  in  part,  with 
others  of  his  party,  responsible  for  the  failure  of  tlie 
fortification  bill  at  the  last  session  of  the  last  Congress. 
And,  sir,  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Bt- 
Kux,]  who  spoke  a  few  days  ago  on  the  increase  of 
navy  appropriations,  need  not  have  been  so  particular 
to  throw  a  stumbling-block  in  the  wsy  of  freedom  of 
speech  snd  of  inquiry  on  this  subject,  by  repeating  em- 
phatically so  oflen  thst  it  was  **not  true"  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  was  responsible  for  the  failure 
of  that  bill.  No  man  who  knows  the  truth  of  the  case 
will  presume  or  pretend  to  charge  the  House  of  Repre- 
senUtives  with  that  fiiilure.  Whether  the  House  of 
Representstives  wss  guiltv  or  not  guilty,  is  not  the  true 
issue.  No  one  will  join  that  issue  with  the  gentleman, 
and  no  one  who  knows  the  truth  of  the  esse  will  accuse 
the  Senate. 

I  here  make  the  charge,  as  1  believe  it,  firom  the 
journal,  my  own  evidence,  and  that  of  othera,  to  be 
true;  and  I  appeal  to  the  facts  to  sustain  it.  To  the 
facts,  then,  to  the  fsetsi 

On  the  night  of  Tuesdsy,  the  3d  of  March,  1835,  the 
three  millions  amendment  to  bill  No.  600,  "An  act 
making  appropriationa  for  certain  fortifications  of  the 
United  States,  heretofore  commenced,  for  the  year 
1835,"  was  reported  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union.  That  amendment 
reads  as  follows: 

^*And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  the  sum  of  three 
millions  of  doilsrs  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  appro- 
priated, out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  to  be  expended,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
under  the  direction  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  for  the  military  and  naval  service,  including*  for* 
tifications  and  ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy»  pro- 
vided such  expenditures  shall  be  rendered  necessary 
for  the  defence  of  the  country  prior  to  the  next  meet- 
ing of  Congress." 

On  the  question  that  the  House  do  concur  with  the 
committee  in  this  amendment,  the  vote  stood:  Yesia 
109,  naya  77.    Number  of  votes,  186. 
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[H«  or  R. 


I  beg  of  the  Houae  to  mark  the  number  of  Totet 
given,  M I  proceed. 

On  the  bill  to  esttblish  brtnchet  of  the  mint,  the  next 
vote,  upon  %  call  of  ayes  and  noes,  wa%  yeaa  115,  nays 
60.    Number  of  Totes,  175. 

A  message  was  afterwards  received  from  the  Senate, 
informing  the  House  that  they  disagreed  to  the  three 
millions  amendment.  A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr. 
Gfaolson  that  the  House  do  recede  from  ito  amendment. 
The  previous  question  was  then  called,  and  on  the  main 
question,  •<  Will  the  House  recede  from  the  said  amend- 
ment?"  the  vote  stood:  Yeas  87,  nays  110.  Number  of 
votes,  197. 

The  House  then  insisted  on  its  amendment,  and  sent 
a  message  to  inform  the  Senate.  The  Senate  then 
returned  a  messaga  that  the  Senate  «  adhere  to  their 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of"  the  House. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Cambreleng  that  the 
House  do  adhere  to  their  said  amendment. 

[Here  the  Spbakkr  interrupted  Mr.  Wisb,  bv  saying 
it  was  not  in  order  to  call  members  by  name  on  the  floor. 
Mr.  WxsB  replied  that  he  was  reading  from  the  journal 
of  the  Ust  Congress.] 

Upon  a  motion  then  to  recede,  the  previous  qaestion 
was  demanded,  and  upon  the  question,  *'  Will  the  House 
recede?"  the  vote  stood:  Yeaa  88^  nays  107.  Number 
of  votes,  195. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Hubbard  that  the 
House  do  ask  a  conference {  which  motion  was  carried; 
and  Mr.  Cambreleng,  Mr.  Lewis,  and  Mr.  Hubbard, 
were  appointed  managers  to  conduct  the  said  conference 
on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Here,  sir,  permit  me  to  remark,  that  the  honorable 
pizon  H.  Lewis,  of  Alabama,  haa  not  yet  arrived,  from 
indisposition,  and  he  is  not  here  to  testify.  I  wish,  for 
the  sake  of  a  full  development,  he  was  in  his  place.  But, 
air,  Mr.  Cambreleng  ia  now  in  this  House,  and  Mr. 
Hubbard  is  now  in  the  Senate. 

[Here  the  Spbakbb  again  interposed,  and  said  the 
gentleman  wm  out  of  order  in  calling  gentlemen  by  their 
namea.] 

Mr.  Wisb  again  replied  that  be  was  reading  from  the 
journal  of  the  last  Congress. 

[The  Sfbakbr  said  the  gentlemen  named  are  of  this 
House.] 

Mr.  Wisb  proceeded.  Well,  sir,  Mr.  Lewis,  of  the 
last  Congress,  is  not  herei  Mr.  Cambreleng,  of  the  last 
Congress,  is  now  of  this  House;  and  Mr.  Hubbard,  of  the 
last  Congress,  is  now  of  the  Senate;  and  Mr.  Cambrel- 
eng, of  the  laat  Congress,  can  here  tell  the  whole  truth; 
and  Mr.  Hubbard,  of  the  last  Congress,  can  tell  the 
whole  truth  in  his  pUce,  if  the  gentlemen  will  come  out 
fully,  as  they  should.  Each  House  of  this  Congress  is 
supplied  from  the  committee  of  conference  of  Uie  laat 
aeasion  with  a  witness  of  all  the  facts^  who  can,  if  he 
will,  diaelose  the  real  truth  of  this  whole  tranaaction. 
Will  they  tell  what  they  know?  Will  they  satisfy  the 
public  mind?  Will  they  disclose  all,  and  conceal  nothing? 
I  pray  them  to  speak  out,  and  hold  nothing  back,  for 
the  sake  of  truth  and  juatice!  Sir,  I  could  not  sit  in  my 
aeat  calmly  and  coolly,  and  suffer  the  torture  of  this 
controversy,  much  less  rise  and  apeak,  knowing  the 
whole  truth,  without  disclosing  it  fully.  I  could  not 
permit  innocence  in  my  sight  to  grope  about  blindly  for 
Its  defence,  though  guilt  should  fall  on  my  own  head  by 
disclosing  the  truth.  I  could  not  see  violence  done  to 
truth  and  justice,  whilst  I  was  present  ready  with  the 
means  of  vindicating  both.  Let  the  witnesses,  the  best 
witnesses  the  caie  admita  of,  come  forward  and  testify 
fully  M  to  all  the  facts,  known  or  unknown!  Will  they 
do  it?  ' 

[Mr.  CAHBMBLBire  said  he  would  tell  all.]  I  am  glad 
to  hear  it,  and  I  shall  congratulate  the  country  and  the 


friends  of  truth  and  justice,  if  all  be  told.    But  to  pro* 
ceed. 

The  Senate  was  notified  of  the  request  for  a  con- 
ference. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the. 
bill  to  render  permanent  the  present  mode  of  supplying 
the  army,  &c.,  which  took  up  considerable  time.  Mr. 
Briggs,  from  the  joint  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills^  re- 
ported the  examination  of  two  enrolled  bills,  and  Mr. 
Diekerson  reported  that  forty-four  bills  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  President,  the  titles  of  which  were  named. 
Mr.  Ashley,  of  Missouri,  during  this  time,  alao  made 
several  motions,  which  occupied  considerable  time,  to 
take  up  a  harbor  bill,  which  doea  not  appear  on  the 
journal.  And  at  this  and  every  point  of  time,  the  House 
was  delayed  by  continual  efforts  to  take  up  particuhir 
subjects  not  in  order. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Cumberland  road  bill.  Previous  to  the  vote  on  this  bill, 
the  conferees  on  the  three  millions  amendment  had  re- 
turned into  the  House. 

[Mr.  Cam BBBLBvo  here  said,  no,  no;  he  had  remained 
in  the  House,  after  being  appointed  on  the  committee  of 
conference,  until  the  vote  on  the^Cumberhind  road  bill, 
and  voted  on  that,  bill;  that  the  committee  did  not  re- 
turn to  the  House  until  about  the  time  of  the  vote  on  the 
Moore  and  Letcher  resolutions,  which  was  some  time 
afWr  12  o'clock.] 

Mr.  Wisb  proceeded.  Sir,  the  gentleman'must  be  mis- 
taken, or  he  was  guilty  of  a  neglect  of  duty  in  delaying 
so  long  to  attend  the  committee  of  conference.  From 
the  time  of  the  appointment  of  the  conferees  until  the 
vote  on  the  Cumberland  road  bill,  more  than  an  hour 
elapsed;  and  if  the  gentleman  was  so  conscientious  about 
the  time  of  night  he  legislated,  he  should  have  hastened 
to  do  his  dutv  on  the  committee  of  conference,  lest  the 
House  should  expire  before  this  precious  bill  could  in 
conscience  be  saved.  As  he  did  not  though,  but  delay- 
ed until  the  hour  had  come,  he  ahould,  on  that  ground, 
if  on  no  other,  be  held  responsible.  But,  sir,  my  recol- 
lection is,  that  the  committee  of  conference  returned 
into  the  House  before  the  vote  on  the  CumberUnd  road 
bill;  and  just  before  or  at  the  time  of  that  vote,  the  first 
notice  that  I  heard  was  given  of  the  hour.  The  vote  on 
the  Cumberland  road  bill  was  taken  up  aAer  13  o'clock 
at  night,  I  know,  from  two  circumstances.  Mr.  Gilmer, 
of  Georgia,  than  who  no  man  is  more  honest,  and  no 
man  more  unaffectedly  scrupulous  on  points  of  con- 
science, when  his  name  was  called,  rose,  pulled  out  his 
watch,  and  audibly  announced  to  the  House  that  he 
could  no  longer  sit  in  his  place  and  vote,  for  the  reason 
that  the  hour  of  twelve  had  arrived.  He  immediately 
left  the  House.  He  practised  bonafide  what  he  profess- 
ed. He  gave  me  the  first  notice  of  the  time,  and  of  the 
queation  whether,  in  fiict,  we  were  defunct.  He  did 
not  depend  upon  that  finlse  clock  face,  (pointing  to  the 
clock  above  the  Speaker's  chair,)  the  hands  of  which 
were  made  that  night  to  point  backwards.  It  was  the 
first  time  in  my  life  I  ever  saw  old  Time  flying  backwards; 
the  old  might  soon  have  retunled  to  their  youth  again.  I 
wish  that  clock  was  all  that  is  Mse  which  is  fair  about  this 
Capitol!  He  relied  on  his  own  watch,  which  was  regula- 
ted by  hia  conscience.  Thus  reminded  of  the  hour,  and 
struck  by  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Gilmer,  upon  whose  watch 
and  whose  conscience  I  could  rely,  I  was  on  the  point  of 
making  opposition  to  the  bill  before  the  House,  for  rea- 
son of  the  hour,  aa  well  as  of  constitutional  objections,' 
when  I  was  prevented  by  my  friend  from  Pennmrlvania, 
[Mr.  McKbxsav,]  who  held  me  down,  in  a  nlayful  way, 
in  my  seat,  which  circumstance  he  may  recollect.  Thus 
I  am  certain,  that  when  the  vote  on  the  Cumberland 
road  bill  was  taken,  the  hour  had  come  and  was  past! 
I  voted  on  that  bill  on  account  of  my  constitutional  ob- 
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jections  to  it,  and  deeliQed  several  votes  afterwards, 
until  my  colleagpue  [Mr.  Mbboib]  and  others  convinced 
me  there  was  no  foundation  for  the  ohjection  to  votinjr 
after  13  o'clock.  On  the  question,  «  Shall  the  bill  pass?" 
the  vote  stood:  Yeas  94,  nays  80.    Number  of  votes  174- 

Thts,  sir — ^this  was  (he  last  bonafide  vote  of  the  last 
House  of  Representatives.  Here  it  died,  strangled  by 
fraud  and  foul  play! 

'  I  beg  of  the  House  to  stop  here  a  moment  with  me, 
whilst  I  collect  together  and  noup  the  facts  which  I 
wish  borne  along  in  our  remembrance,  when  approach- 
ing other  facts  which  follow. 

The  House  will  please  to  remember  that  the  commit- 
tee of  conference  was  appointed  long  before  the  vote 
on  the  Cumberland  road  bill,  and  time  enough  for  them 
to  have  reported  before  the  hour  expired. 

Remember  that  the  committee  of  conrerence  returned 
just  before  or  at  the  time  of  the  vote  on  the  Cumberland 
road  bill,  or  Just  before  or  at  the  time  of  the  vote  on 
tlie  Moore  and  Letcher  reaolutions.     I  care  not  which. 

That,  from  the  offering  of  the  three  millions  amend- 
ment until  the  Cumberland  road  bill,  inclusive,  the 
yeas  and  nays  were  called  five  times,  showing,  at  the 
different  times,  186,  175,  197,  195,  and,  immediately 

C receding  the  Moore  and  Letcher  resolutions,  174  mem- 
ers  present  and  voting. 

Mark,  now,  the  names  oF  those  who  voted  on  the  Cum- 
berland road  bill  knowingly  and  wittingly,  with  proc- 
lamation of  notice,  after  twelve  o^lock  at  night. 
Among  the  yeas  in  favor  of  that  bill  we  find  the  name 
of  Samuel  Beardsley,  a  gentleman  who,  in  a  breath  af- 
terwards, excused  himself  from  voting,  for  the  reason 
"that  the  term  for  which  the  members  of  the  twenty-third 
Congress  had  been  elected  had  expired."  Such  is  the 
vote,  and  such  the  reason  for  not  voting,  as  the  journal 
shows  beyond  dispute. 

[Here  Mr.  Beardslbt  said  that,  by  his  watch.  It  was 
not  so  late  as  twelve  o'clock  when  the  vote  on  the  Cum- 
<%berland  road  bill  was  taken.     He  recollected  that  there 
was  a  diversity  of  opinion  about  the  hour.] 

Well,  sir,  the  gentleman  has  served  in  more  than  one 
Congress:  did  he  ever  know  any  diversity  of  opinion, 
any  question  about  the  hour,  before  the  last  night  of  the 
last  session? 

[Mr.  BsARDSLBT  said  he  could  not  submit  thus  to  be 
catechised.] 

I  know,  sir,  from  childhood  up,  that  catechisms  are 
unpleasant {  but  when  truth  is  swffering  violence  we 
must  all  submit  patiently  to  be  questioned,  and  the  na- 
tion must  know  all  the  facts,  and  the  whole  intent  in 
this  case.  But  perhaps  by  that  gentleman's  watch  it 
was  not  then  twelve  o'clock,  though  it  was  soon  after- 
wards. 1  know  it  was  twelve  o'clock  apd  past,  for  I 
remember  well  the  fact  that  Mr.  Gilmer,  whose  con- 
science did  keep  a  strict  watch  over  his  timepiece, 
announced  it  to  the  House  and  departed  from  his  post, 
which  he  never  did  unless  compelled  by  sickness  or  a 
sense  of  duty;  and  I  know  that  I  was  held  in  my  seat 
by  the  strong  arm  of  a  strqng  friend  of  the  Cumberland 
road  bill.  The  name  of  that  gentleman  is  not  the  only 
name  which  I  wish  the  House  to  remember  among  the 
votes  on  this  bill  af^er  twelve  o'clock  at  night  Among 
the  naysj  sir,  we  find  the  name  of  Churchill  C.  Cam- 
breleng. 

[Here  the  SpsAKsa  again  Interrupted  Mr.  Wisx  for 
calling  members  by  name.] 

Mr.  Wisa  again  said,  1  claim  the  right  to  read  the 
journal  of  the  last  session  of  Congress.  Names,  dates, 
persons,  facts,  are  what  are  wanted.  I  cannot  get  along 
unless  I  am  permitted  to  call  things  by  their  right  names. 
It  is  impossible  for'  me  to  get  along  with  any  thing  like 
a  connected  relation  of  facts,  if  1  am  thus  to  be  mter- 
rupted. 


[The  Spbakxk  said  the  gentleman  has  the  right  to 
read  from  the  journal.  I  thought  be  was  naming  gen- 
tlemen in  this  House.] 

Mr.  WisB  replied,  I  have  told  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  re- 
peatedly, that  I  was  reading  from  the  journal,  and  I 
claim  the  right  to  read  plainly  out  the  name  of— Church  - 
ill  C.  Cam-brel-eng. 

[Criesof '<goon!  ^on!"] 

As  soon  as  Churchill  C  Cambreleng  gave  this  vote, 
and  all  the  votes  were  told,  after  twelve  o'clock  at 
night,  Churchill  C.  Cambreleng,  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  of  conference,  might  as  well  have  done  his 
duty  and  made  his  report  to  the  House.  But  this  is  not 
all.  Two  enrolled  bills  were  next  reported,  one  of 
which  the  Speaker  signed  aAer  twelve, o'clock  at  night, 
confessedly. 

Mr.  Jarvis,  of  Maine,  then  moved  the  following  reso- 
lution: 

*'Ruohed^  That,  the  hour  having  arrived  when  the 
term  for  which  this  House  was  elected  has  expired,  we 
do  now  adjourn." 

Sir,  note  that  here  is  a  resolution  offered  to  the 
House,  giving  additional  notice  to  that  of  Mr.  Gilmer, 
that  the  hour  had  come.  Note  by  whom  this  resolu- 
tion was  offered:  by  a  gentleman  who  afterwards  voted. 
[The  CH4IB  aipiin  interposed  for  calling  proper 
names.] 

Mr.  Wiss.  I  read  from  the  journal.  I  call  the  at- 
tention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  here  is  a  resolution 
to  adjourn,  for  the  reason  of  the  time  of  night — ^that  the 
hour  had  come— that  we  were  dead.  Mr.  Jones,  of 
Georgis,  also,  immediately  moved  to  adjourn,  for  the 
purpose  uf  trying  whether  the  House  thought  it  could 
sit  after  twelve  o'clock.  Here  is  double  notice  to  all 
who  had  conscientious  scruples.  It  was  negatived. 
When  was  the  want  of  a  quorum  to  do  thisf 

A  motion  was  then  made  to  suspend  the  rules  to  take 
up  the  Moore  and  Letcher  resolutions.  It  passed  in 
the  affirmative.  Where  was  the  want  of  a  quorum  to 
prevent  doing  this?  Af^er  debate,  the  previous  question 
was  moved  and  demanded.  On  .the  question,  "  Will 
the  House  agree  to  the  resolution  as  herein  recited?" 
the  vote  stood:  Yeas  111,  nays  3.  Number  of  votes. 
113. 

No  quorum!  but  among  the  yeas  I  find  the  namea  of 
John  Quincy  Adams  and  Churchill  C.  Cambreleng! 
Yes,  sir,  both  voting  long  after  all  had  been  thrice  noti- 
fied that  the  hour  had  come!  Where  were  their  con- 
sciences? 

[The  Chair  here  said  it  was  not  in  order  to  indulge 
in  personalities,  or  to  refer  to  motives.] 

Mr.  Wisi.  Why,  sir,  the  gentleman  before  me  (Mr. 
C.)  is  continually  assuring  me  that  he  does  not  object  to 
be  named,  and  why  should  the  Speaker?  No  member 
calls  to  order,  and  I  hope  I  shall  be  permitted  to  pro- 
ceed. The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  said  that 
gentlemen  refused  to  vote  after  twelve  o'clock,  for  rea- 
son of  '*  conscientious  scruples.*'  I  put  the  question, 
then,  in  more  charitable  phrase:  where  were  their 
"scruples?"  Not  only  had  Mr.  Gilmer  retired,  an- 
nouncing beforehand  his  reason,  but  two  resolutions  had 
been  expressly  offered  to  adjourn,  assigning  the  reason 
that  the  hour  had  expired — notice  given  verbally  and  in 
writing  before  this  vote  was  Uken.  Where  were  the 
scruples  of  the  gentleman  then,  who  after  this  gave  as 
one  reason  for  not  reporting  from  the  committee  of  con- 
ference, that  the  hour  had  come? 

But,  sir,  the  most  important  fact  at  this  point  of  time 
to  be  noted  is,  that  at  one  moment  you  see  one  hundred 
and  ninety-seven,  at  another  one  hundred  and  ninety- 
five;  immediately  preceding  this  moment  one  hundred 
and  seventy-four  members  present  and  voting;  and  of  a 
•udden,  in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye,  as  if  by  magic  word» 
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there  U  no  quorum  1  Sir,  at  the  found  of  the  whistle, 
the  Roderick  Dhu-men  disappeared!  Where  did  they 
go— why— for  what.' 

Two  enrolled  bills  were  next  reported  as  having  been 
presented  to  the  President  for  his  signature;  and  a  mes- 
sage was  next  received  from  the  President,  notifying  the 
House — the  House,  of  course,  then  in  being,  after,  long 
after,  12  o'clock- that  he  had  approved  and  signed 
more  than  seventy  enrolled  bills.  The  President,  this 
proves^  was  in  the  Speaker's  room  after  12  o'clock  at 
night,  signing  bills.  It  is  notorious  be  was.  in  that  room 
signing  bills,  after  that  time  of  night,  after  Mr.  Gilmer 
retired,  and  after  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Jarvis  to  adjourn. 

[The  Chair  again  interrupted  Mr.  Wisx  for  mention- 
ing names.] 

Mr.  WISE  asked,  what  names? 

The  CHAIR.    The  name  of  Mr.  Jarvis. 

Mr.  WISR.     I  am  reading  from  the  Journal. 

'tht  CHAIR.    I  did  not  so  understand  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  WISE.  Why,  sir,  those  names  which  I  am  read- 
ing from  the  journal  died,  according  to  conscience,  on 
the  3d  of  March  last! 

Mr.  MERCER  said  his  colleague  [Mr.  Wisb]  must  of 
necessity  refer  to  the  names  of  members  of  the  last  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  WISE.  I  claim  the  right  to  do  so,  and  protest 
against  this  interruption  of  the  Speaker! 

The  CHAIR  disclaimed  any  intention  to  interrupt  the 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  WISE.  I  hope  I  may  proceed,  then,  without  in- 
terruption. A  motion  was  received  from  the  Senate  as 
to  enrolled  bills,  signed  by  the  President.  How  could 
we  receive  this  messsge  if  we  were  dead^  A  motion  was 
again  mide  bv  Mr.  Jarvis  to  adjourn.  Here  it  was  that 
Samuel  Beardsley,  of  New  York,  being  called,  declined 
to  answer,  on  the  ground  that  the  session  had  expired! 
He  was  called  and  came  not,  at  this  time,  because  the 
hour  had  come!  Had  not  the  hour  come  on  the  Cumber- 
land roail  bill?  Was  not  notice  given  to  all  by  Mr.  Gilmer 
that  the  hour  had  then  comef  Mr.  Beardsley 's  name 
was  passed  over,  and  he  did  not  answer  again  that  night. 
There  were  many  others  who  did  not  come  again  that 
night,  who  were  here,  but  had  a  call  from  behind  the 
curtain — who  shrunk  from  their  posts,  and  skulked 
behind  that  chair,  behind  those  pillars,  appeared  and 
disappeared  at  the  sound  of  the  whistle,  and  who  shpuld 
have  shrunk  into  nonentity! 

The  question  was  taken  oh  adjournment  moved,  then, 
notoriously  after  twelve  o'clock,  by  Mr.  Jarvis,  who  had 
already  said,  by  his  resolution,  we  were  dead.  The 
vote  stood:  Yeas  15,  nays  103.    Number  of  votes,  118. 

Here,  sir,  only  three  members  were  wanting  to  make 
a  quorum;  and  I  know,  I  will  make  oath  to  the  fact, 
that  there  were  more  than  three  members  in  the  House 
who  did  not  vote.  Mr.  Beardsley  was  present,  Mr. 
Mann,  of  New  York,  was  present,  and  I  was  present 
myself,  and  neither  of  us  voted.  I  will  account,  sir,  for 
not  voting  myself.  I  wish  every  gentleman  would  do  so, 
and  had  done  as  I  did  afterwards — answered  when  called. 
But  who  did  voteT  Mr.  Jarvis  voted  in  the  affirmative, 
and  Churchill  C.  Cambreleng  yoted  in  the  negative, 
voted  against  adjournment,  after  he  knew  the  hour  had 
come!  After  every  kind  of  notice  which  he  could  have 
had  of  the  expiration  of  the  hour,  he  voted  against  ad- 
journment; virtually  declaring,  necessarily  voting  that 
the  House  might  sit,  was  competent  to  leanslate,  and 
ought  to  continue  in  sesmon.  Now,  sir,  gentleman  may 
excuse  themselves,  those  who  pretend  to  have  had 
'*  conscientious  scruples,"  for  voting  in  the  affirmative, 
for  that  may  have  expressed  their  scruples  about  con- 
tinuing to  sit;  but  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to  see  what  can 
justify  those  who  had  **  conscientious  scruples"  in  voting 
against  adjournment.    Why  vote  to  sit  if  they  could  not 


sit?  If  the  House  no  longer  existed  in  law,  and  pos- 
sessed no  legislative  funcions  or  power,  after  the  hour  of 
twelve,  what  object  was  there  in  voting  to  continue 
its  session?  Will  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Caxbbslxho]  say  that  he  changed  his  opinion;  that  hia 
*'  scruples"  were  begotten  between  this  point  of  time 
and  the  moment  he  refused  to  report  the  proceedings 
of  the  committee,  for  the  reason  that  the  hour  of  twelve 
o'clock  had  expired? 

But,  sir,  I  must  proceed;  I  am  determined  to  travel 
over  the  whole  journal,  and  point  out  every  fact,  even 
to  the  crossing  of  the  Vs  and  the  dotting  of  the  t's.  After 
Mr.  Jarvis's  last  resolution  failed,  for  want  of  a  quorum, 
Mr.  William  Cost  Johnson,  of  Maryland,  from  the  select 
committee  on  establishing  a  national  foundry,  made  a  re- 
port, which  was  read,  and  the  resolution  therein  recom- 
mended was  agreed  to  by  the  House!  How  could.lhis 
report  be  made,  and  this  resolution  be  agreed  to  by  the 
House,  if  there  was  no  quorum  and  no  Housed  If  a 
quorum  and  if  a  House  to  receive  and  agree  to  a  report 
and  resoluUon  of  a  select  committee,  why  was  there  not 
a  quorum  and  a  House  to  receive  and  agree  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference?  Why  did  ita 
chairman,  Churchill  C.  Cambreleng,  not  then  make  its 
report?  He  was  voting  against  adjournment,  though  he 
knew,  all  knew,  the  hour  had  come;  and,  so  fiir  from 
being  a  dead  body,  the  House  was  a  living,  legisUting, 
acting,  moving  body! 

The  Speaker  then  Uid  before  tbe  House  no  less  than 
nine  communications  from  the  executive  Departments, 
among  which  was  the  letter  of  the  Postmaster  General, 
which  was  read;  and  Mr.  White,  of  Florida,  laid  upon 
the  table  an  act  of  the  Legislature  of  that  Territory.  In 
a  word,  sir,  every  species  of  legislative  action  was  per- 
formed. We  were  invested  with  all  the  functions,  at- 
tributes, powers,  and  paraphernalia  of  a  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. We  were  not  dead,  but  living  legislators^ 
with  the  substance  as  well  as  the  semblance  of  an  organ- 
ized body — the  Speaker  silting  in  that  chair,  the  mem- 
bers here  in  their  seats,  long  after  it  was  notorious  that 
the  hour  of  twelve  o'clock  was  past  and  gone  forever. 
Thus  formed,  thus  acting,  living,  moving,  and  having 
our  being,  we  received  a  message  from  the  Senate  to 
notify  the  House  that  the  Senate  was  waiting  for  os  to 
act  upon  the  fortification  bill: 

*•  A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Lowrie,  their 
Secretary: 

«  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  directed  to  bring  to  this  House 
a  resolution  passed  by  the  Senate,  and  which  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

«  Resohedf  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  honorable 
the  House  of  Representatives,  respectfully  to  remind  the 
House  of  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  ap« 
pointed  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  tbe  two  Houses  on 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  respecting  the  fortifications  of  the 
United  States." 

Sir,  what  did  this  message  mean  or  say,  which  could 
have  been  offensive?  It  is  expressly  respectful  in  ita 
language  and  in  its-object.  The  Senate  was  waiting  for 
the  action  of  the  House  on  this  bill,  which  alone  delayed 
the  termination  of  the  session,  and  which  remained  un- 
acted upon  by  the  House,  whilst  it  was  acting  upon  a 
e^at  variety  of  other  business  of  much  less  importance. 
To  my  mind,  the  Senate,  by  this  message,  so  much 
abused  in  the  interpretation  of  it,  said  to  the  House,  «  re- 
spectfully," **  we  do  not  wish  this  bill  to  fail,  and  we  re-  ' 
spectfuUy  ask  that  you  will  act  upon  it,  and  save  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  involved  in  its  passage."  This 
message  was  received;  it  was  not  sent  back  with  an  insult 
to  the  Senate,  as  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Adams]  would  have  dashed  it  on  their  floor;  and  vihsX 
then  transpired  ?    The  journal  states: 
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«<  Mr.  Cambreleng,  the  chairman  of  the  confereea  on 
the  part  of  the  House,  then  roie  and  stated  that  he  de- 
clined to  make  report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  commit- 
tee of  conference  aforesaid;"  and,  sir,  mark  the  reasons, 
and  compare  them  with  the  Acts  already  detailed:  **  On 
the  ground  that,  from  the  vote  on  the  resolution  granting 
compensation  to  Robert  P.  Letcher,  which  vote  was  de- 
cided at  the  time  the  committee  returned  into  the  House 
from  the  conference,  it  was  ascertained  that  a  quorum 
waa  not  present;  and,  further,  that  he  declined  to  make 
the  said  report,  on  the  ground  that  the  constitutional 
term  for  which  the  House  had  been  chosen  had  expired." 

Up  to  this  moment  the  House  had  been  hourly  watting 
for  tne  report  of  the  committee  of  conference,  and  not 
until  this  moment  bad  the  least  intimation  been  given 
that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  would  decline  to 
make  the  report!  He  gave  two  reasons:  First,  "  it  was 
ascertained  no  quorum  was  present."  How  was  this 
ascertained?  Why  was  not  a  quorum  present?  That  is 
what  I  wish  the  gentleman  to  answer  me!  Up  to  a  given 
point  of  time — up  to  the  vote  on  the  Moore  and  Letcher 
resolutions;  and,  if  that  was  the  time  when  the  commit- 
tee of  conference  returned,  up  to  the  very  moment  when 
that  committee  did  return,  there  were  one  hundred  and 
seventy-four  members  present  and  voting— 'fifty-three 
more  than  a  quorum.  What  became  of  this  number  of 
votes?  Why,  sir,  at  the  sound  of  the  whistle,  at  the 
wink  of  the  leaders,  the  "faithful  vanished!  the  ''trained 
bands"  were  "down!  down!"  in  ambuscade,  at  the  stamp 
of  the  foot!  It  was  not  because  they  were  not  here,  but 
"because,  being  here,  they  would  not  vote — were  ordered 
not  to  vote,  that  there  was  no  quorum.  I  put  it  to  the 
gentleman  if  he  did  not  know,  and  does  not  know  now, 
that  there  was  more  than  a  quorum  present?  How  many 
'were  present  refusing  to  vote,  when  but  three  were 
"wanting  to  be  added  to  the  vote  of  one  hundred  and 
eighteen?  Were  there  not  more  than  twenty  present 
who  voted,  or  refused  to  vote,  as  circumstances  directed 
Ihem,  or  as  the  leaders  pleased?  Who  were  they  who 
would  not  vote  ?  Read  the  journal  for  yourself— he  wht) 
runs  may  read.  Look  at  the  names  of^'*  the  party!"  It 
was  not  the  House,  or  a  majority,  which  was  to  blame. 
'A  majority  of  the  House  was  ready,  and  willing,  and 
anxious,  to  pass  the  bill;  but  a  very  small  minority  could 
reduce  us  below  the  number  of  a  quorum.  A  majority 
of  the  House  maintained  their  posts  and  did  their  duty 
that  night.     Some,  it  is  true,  left  from  anxiety  to  get 

home,  some  were  sleepy,  some  were 1  beg  pardon,  I 

'was  about  to  say  some  were  drunk;  but,  drunk  or  sober, 
they  were  ready  to  vote  and  pass  the  bill;  but  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  of  conference  [Mr.  Caxbbblbko] 
would  not  make  his  report,  because  there  was  no  quorum ! 
"Now,  how  did  he  know  there  was  no  quorum  without  a 
call  of  the  House? 

[Mr.  Caxbbxlbso.    I  knew  it.] 

Mr.  WisB.  Tes!  I  know  you  knew  there  would  be 
no  quorum  without  a  call;  no  man  knew  it  so  well  as  you 
did!  But  how  did  you  know  It?  Did  you  not  know  where 
those  were  who  were  ordered  to  be  *'  deficit"  on  the 
occasion  of  a  call?    So  much  for  the  want  of  a  quorum ! 

The  second  reason  of  the  gentleman  was,  **  that  the 
constitutional  term  for  which  tne  House  had  been  chosen 
had  expired!"  Now  sir,  please  compare  this  reason 
iNfith  the  gentleman's  own  votes.  Thrice,  previous  to 
his  excuse,  the  gentleman  himself  had  voted  on  a  call 
of  the  yeas  and  nays — he  voted  on  every  call — from  the 
Cumberland  road  bill  up  to  this  paltry  excuse,  repeatedly 
after  twelve  o'clock  at  night!  He  voted  against  the 
Cumberland  road  bill,  then  in  favor  of  a  resolution  to 
pay  monev  oat  of  the  House  fund  to  Robert  P.  Letcher, 
and  actually  against  an  adjournment,  after  the  hour  of 
twelve  o'clock,  before  he  gave  in  this  excuse  for  not  re- 
porting from  the  committee  of  conference  {  and,  sir,  will 


it  be  believed  tbat  the  gentleman  did  actoally  vote  upon 
a  call  of  the  yeas  and  nays  even  afte)^  he  gave  this  rea- 
son, tbat  the  term  of  the  House  had  expired!  Sir,  I  can- 
not understand  the  consistency  of  this  conduct  witb  these 
excuses  for  failing  to  do  an  9ct  of  duty.  Can  the  gen- 
tleman explain  this? 

[Mr.  CAicBBBiBira.     Yes,  I  will.] 

Mr.  WisB.  You  will  attempt  it,  but  you  cannot  ex- 
plain it.  Yes,  sir,  after  this  excuse  waa  offered,  a  motion 
was  made  to  adjourn,  and  on  the  call  of  yeas  and  nays 
Mr.  Cambreleng  waa  found  still  voting.  And,  sir,  among 
the  list  of  nays  on  this  last  vote,  at  the  Hf  end  of  the 
night'a  labors,  is  found  the  name  of  John  Qumcy  Adams. 

[Mr.  Adaics  here  explained.] 

Mr.  WisB  was  proceeding  to  reply;  when 

[Mr.  Mbbcbb  said  his  colleague  had  totally  misappre- 
hended the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  and  repeated 
in  substance  Mr.  Adihs's  explanation.] 

Mr.  WisB.  Then  I  have  misunderstood  the  gentle- 
man. I  thought  he  had  been  arguing  all  the  time  that 
the  House  was  a  dead  Hector  at  twelve  o'clock  tbat 
night.  The  distance  of  the  gentleman's  seat  prevents 
my  hearing  him  distinctly.  I  am  happy  to  be  corrected, 
for  the  gentleman's  opinion  is  one  I  regard  highly  on 
such  questions. 

But,  sir,  there  is  that  other  name,  which  must  not  be 
forgotten,  by  the  side  of  the  towering  name  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts;  that  name  reads,  Churchill 
C.  Cambreleng,  who  continued  to  vote  after  he  excused 
himself  from  reporting,  because  in  his  conscience  he  was 
dead! 

To  go  back  a  little.  Mr.  Cambreleng,  with  such  ex- 
cuses, and  such  of  his  own  conduct  to  rebut  them,  de- 
clined to  make  the  report  of  the  conferees,  and  Mr. 
Lewis  had  to  make  the  report,  long,  long  after  the  con- 
ferees had  returned  to  the  House. 

[Here  Mr.  Cambbelkhg  said  the  report  was  not  made 
by  Mr.  Lewis.] 

Mr.  Wise.  He  did  make  it!  Here  it  is  upon  the 
record,  (holding  up  the  journal:)  this  journal  says  so. 

«*  Mr.  Lewis,  from  the  conferees,  then  made  a  report, 
as  follows: 

•'That  the  conferees  had  agreed  to  recommend  to 
the  respective  Houses,  that  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives recede  from  its  amendment,  conUining  an  appro- 
priation of  three  millions  of  dollars,  to  be  expended,  in 
whole  Or  in  part,  under  the  direction  of  the  President, 
for  the  military  and  naval  service,  including  fortifica- 
tions and  ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy;  and  that, 
in  lieu  thereof,  the  bill  be  amended  by  inserting  therein 
the  following,  viz: 

'*  As  an  additional  appropriation,  the  sura  of  #300,000 
shall  be  appropriated  for  arming  the  fortificationa  of  the 
United  States,  over  and  above  tne  sums  provided  in  this 
act;  and  that  the  sum  of  $500,000  shall  be,  and  hereby 
is,  appropriated  for  the  repairs  and  equipment  of  the 
vessels  of  war  of  the  United  States,  in  addition  to  pre- 
vious appropriations;  the  said  sums  to  be  paid  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri- 
ated." 

On  the  question  to  adopt  this  report,  it  was  objected 
there  was  no  quorum;  and  tellers  having  been  named, 
they  reported  that  no  quorum  was  present. 

Mr.  Lewis  did  make  the  report,  whether  it  was  re- 
ceived on  not,  and  It  was  entered  on  the  journals.  I 
was  sitting  by  him  when  he  made  the  report.  He  took 
it  from  Mr.  Cambreleng,  who  was  called  on  to  make  it, 
and  handed  it  to  the  messenger  of  the  Clerk,  who 
has  put  it  upon  record.  He  made  the  report,  though 
the  hour  had  come!  And,  sir,  I  could  not  but  ob- 
serve his  astonishment  when  Mr.  Cambreleng  refused 
to  make  the  report.  No  quorum!  Do  we  ever  count 
the  House  when  we  receive  the  report  of  a  •ommittee? 
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How  know  tiMre  was  not  a  qaorum  before  a  count^ 
Sir,  It  was  notorious  there  was  a  quonimi  it  was  known 
to  every  tun.  I  would  say,  if  there  was  one,  there  were 
one  hundred  and  fifty  members  at  least  in  the  House 
when  that  report  was  msde.  They  were  in  that  lobby; 
they  were  skulking  iu  erery  direction,  and  refused  to 
vote.  They  knew  their  own'  notivesk  I  will  not  dire 
into  their  hearts^  but  such  is  the  fact! 
'  Af^er  the  yeas  and  nays  on  adjournment,  we  receired 
another  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr.  Lowrie: 

"Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  directed  to  inform  the  House  of 
Representatives  that  the  Senate  bis  finished  the  legis- 
lative business  before  i^  and  ia  ready  to  adjourn." 

Kow,  sir,  no  man  will  accuse  me  of  bemg  the  advo- 
cate or  the  apohigist  of  the  Senate.    But  '^give  the 

d 1  his  due.'*    Let  the  truth  be  told-«cquit  whom 

it  may — iniuTe  whom  it  may.  This  message  can  be 
considered  in  no  other  light  than  another  respectful  in- 
timation to  the  House  to  act  on  the  fortification  bill. 
So  I  considered  it  at  the  time.  The  Senate  could  not 
with  propriety  have  renewed  the  first  message,  without 
scemmg  to  arrogate  the  prerogative  of  dictating  to  the 
House,  or  without  seeming  to  be  guilty  of  tlie  insolence 
which  was  charged  upon  the  first  message  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  MissM>httsetts,  [Mr.  Asjuo.]  They  there* 
fore  said,  '•  the  Senate  has  finished  the  legislative  bu* 
siness  before  it**'  And  was  this  not  the  fiict^  Was  the 
fortification  bill  there?  No,  sir!  it  wss  here,  in  this 
House,  and  here  unacted  on!  Yesb  nr,  notwithstanding 
this  bill  was  still  unacted  on  in  the  House,  Mr.  F.  O.  J. 
Smith,  of  Ma'me^  one  of  the  <*  fiiithful,"  offered  a  reso- 
lution, *'that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  wait  on  the 
President,  and  to  notify  him  that,  unless  he  may  have 
further  ooramunications  to  make,  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  having  completed  the  business  before  them, 
nre  ready  to  close  the  present  session.  Although  this 
wal  admitt'mg  that  the  session  had  not  closed,  yet,  was 
it  true  that  both  Houses  had  completed  the  business  be- 
fore tliem?  Had  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  acted 
on  and  completed  the  fortification  bill  which  was  before 
it?  It  had  not.  The  Senate  had  completed  its  business; 
the  House  bad  not. 

The  House  again  proceeded  to  take  op  the  Letcher 
reaolution.  There  was  no  quorum  answering,  though 
one  present.  Mr.  Smith  then  moved  a  message,  to  no- 
tify the  Senate  that  the  House  *'  had  completed  the  bu- 
siness before  it,"  whilst  the  fortification  bill  was  still 
unacted  on,  and  after  the  two  messages  from  the  Senate 
directing  our  attention,  requesting  our  attention,  to  it! 
Pending  this  motion  and  the  caU  of  the  House,  Mr. 
Mason  moved  to  adjourn,  because  the  Senate  had  ad- 
journed, and  his  motion  passed  in  the  affirmative,  without 
even  the  usual  interchange  of  courtesy  between  the  two 
Houses  and  the  other  branch  of  the  Government.  Such 
was  the  termintion  of  the  last  Congressi  and  1  do  say, 
sir.  It  was  one  of  the  moat  disgraceful  scenes  I  ever  wit- 
nessed i  it  was  unbecoming  barbariana  and  savages, 
much  more  thAepresentatives  of  a  civilized  nation! 
Sleepy,  tired, drunk! 

Mr.  BYNUM.  Is  the  gentleman  in  order  when  speak- 
ing thus  of  the  last  Congress? 

Mr.  WISE.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  all  Congress  was  drunk,  or  that  one  half,  one 
third,  or  one  tenth  of  the  members  were  drunki  but  I 
know  that  some  were  drunk<  that  I  was  not  of  the  num- 
ber; and  so  it  wasb  that  what  with  manoeuvring,  being 
tired,  opposed  lo  some  measures,  sleepy,  drowsy,  and 
drunk,  no  quorum  could  be  had.  unless  it  had  suited  cer- 
tain individuals. 

Mr.  LANE  said  he  shouU  like  to  hear  the  names  of 
those  who  were  drunk. 

Mr.  WISE.    The  gentleman  might  feel  unhappy, 
sir,  if  I  were  to  mention  names. 
Voc.  xri.— 144 


I  hav«  now,  sir,  i^ven  you  the  fads  upon  the  journal  t 
but  there  are  other  important  facts — fscts  unwritteq,  as 
well  as  facts  written.    Out  with  them!    Come,  ri>e  in 
your  high  places  all,  here  and  elsewhere,  and  tell  the 
truth,  the  whole  truth.     Sir,  it  is  said  that  bill  failed 
in  the  House.     That  is  not  true.    It  failed  before  it  got 
to  the  House  from  tlie  conference  room.    It  dropped 
like  a  spent  ball  before  it  quite  got  here;  it  dropped 
near  that  door.     Sir,  there  are  two  statements  about  the 
matter;  they  may  be  conjectural;  I  cannot  vouch  for  them. 
I  mean  to  put  interrogatories.    1  put  it  to  the  gentlemai^ 
[Mr.  Cambrxxkho,]    Did    no    "  busybody"    whisper 
aught  in  bis  ear  as  he  was  on  his  way  to  report  to  the 
House  f    Did  no  one  tempt  him,  as  he  passed,  to  stran- 
gle the  bantling  under  his  care?   Was  there  no  magieiaa 
near?    No  d^— I  and  his  imps?    And,  if  this  may  be 
denied,  I  put  it  to  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference,  [Mr.  C.,]  if  no  member  of  the 
committee  received  a  billetdoux  after  he  resumed  his 
seat?    Did  the  honorable  chairman,  after  he  left  the 
conference  room,  not  intend  to  make  the  report^    Did 
he  not,  after  he  returned  to  tlie  House  with  it,  inform 
a  gentleman  firom  Tennessee,  [Mr.  FanisrxB,]  though  it 
was  then  after  twelve  o'clock  at  night,  that  he  intended 
to  make  the  report  ?    Did  he  not  sit  down  by  a  gentleman 
firom  Obio»  [Mr.  Whittlkssv,]  and  give  him  to  under^ 
stand,  with  the  report  on  the  desk  before  him,  that  the 
report  was  to  be  made^    Why  did  that  intention  lail^ 
What  prevented?    Sir,  there  were  spirits  haunting  the 
Capitol  that  •*  awfu'  night"— there  were  strange  wbia> 
pering^chattering  elfs— ghosts,  as  I  am  told— 4  did  not 
see  them— blue  devils   and    imps!    Is  it  true?    Was 
there  any  dealing  with  the  *<infernals"    that  night? 
Tell  us,  I  pray,  tell  us,  and  let  the  curse  fall  on  the  nec- 
romancers—not on  the  victims  of  the  horrid  spell! 
[Mr.  CAXBaiLue.    I  can  tell  you.] 
Mr.  WisB.     Ay,  you  can  tell  us,  can  you?    There  is 
another  more  important  fact,  which  must  come  out. 
Out  with  it  all,  say  I.    Tou,  Mr.  Speaker,  ay,  you,  sir, 
are  deeply  concerned  in  that  matter;  deny  it  if  you  can. 
Before  I  disclose  that  Ikat,  I  must  premise  that  I  voted 
for  the  three  millions  amendment.    There  were  109 
votes  for  it,  the  name  of  John  Quincy  Adams  first,  and 
my  name  last,  on  the  list  of  yeas.     I  was  held  to  a  strict 
accountability  for  tlist  vote  by  my  conatituentsb  with 
whom  1  have  aettled  it,  as  a  gentleman  whom  I  now  see 
[Mr.  Tt^sb]  can  attest,  for  I  believe  he  heard  my 
reasons  and  my  apologies  before  the  people.    Sir,  I 
have  now  to  say  that,  under  the  impressions  of  that 
amendment  at  the  time  I  gave  that  vote,  I  would  give 
the  same  vote  again,  with  the  same  information  I  then 
possessed.    And  here,  be  it  known,  by  the  way,  in 
justice  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Cak- 
BBBLBBo,]  that  he  did  notify  me  personally  in   that 
lobby— 1  do  not  know  that  he  notified  the  House— ^ne 
or  two  days  before  the  3d  of  March,  I  believe— 

[Here  Mr.  C.  said  he  notified  the  House  the  day  be- 
fore, when  he  withdrew  the  resolution  for  contingent 
preparation  for  war.] 

Mr.  WisB.  Of  that  I  am  not  certain;  but  the  gentle- 
man did  notify  me,  personally,  perhaps  the  day  before 
it  was  offered,  that  he  intended  to  offer  that  amend- 
ment, and  asked  if  I  would  vote  for  it.  I  replied  that, 
without  reference  to  e  state  of  war,  for  a  peace  establish- 
ment alone,  I  would  vote  for  thrice  three  millions,  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  our  navy  in  respectable  trim, 
and  to  repair  and  complete  our  fortifications.  But  no 
one  notined  me,  no  one  informed  me  or  the  House,  in 
my  hear'mg,  that  the  President  recommended  that  ad- 
ditional appropriation,  or  that  « it  was  in  accordance'* 
even  **  with  the  views  of  the  Executive!"  I  had  suffi- 
cient information  of  my  own,/  without  the  views  of  the 
Executive,  to  convince  me  of  the  necessity  of  a  large 
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appropriation  for  meant  of  nationftl  defence.  I  knew 
that  our  navy  and  fortifications  were  in  a  most  lamenta- 
ble and  disgraceful  condition — dis^ceful  to  a  nation 
like  this — disgraceful  to  the  Departments  which  have 
their  care  and  superintendence!  I  knew  that,  notwith- 
standing our  commerce  floats  and  needs  protection  in 
everjr  sea,  notwithstanding  the  navy  was  a  popular 
favorite,  notwithstanding  more  than  sixty-five  millions 
bad  been  expended  on  a  navy  since  the  last  war,  we  had 
but  one  ship  of  the  line  in  commission  on  the  ocean! 
We  have  but  one  now. 

I  knew  that  several  new  ships  which  bad  never  been 
in  service,  were  rotten  and  decayed.  I  knew  that  some 
were  rotten  on  the  stocks  for  want  of  care.  1  knew 
that  the  naval  architecture  which  has  lately  been  in- 
troduced by  the  board  of  navy  commissioners  was  a 
diRgrace  to  the  arts  in  this  country.  I  knew  that  to  put 
crews  on  board  several  of  our  sloops  of  war,  the  Warren» 
Lexington,  and  Natchez,  for  Instance,  was  to  send  them 
to  a  prison-ship;  that  the  vessels  could  not  sail  fast  enough 
to  overtake  any  thing  they  could  whip,  and  could  not 
get  out  of  the  way  of  any  thing  that  could  whip  them. 
I  knew  that  the  projectors  were  ashamed  of  their  own 
experiment.  I  knew  that  immense  sums  of  money  had 
been  thrown  into  mud  and  water  upon  certain  '*  water- 
halls."  I  knew  that  certain  grand  improvements  upon 
our  guns,  reducing  their  weight  from  that  well-known 
standard  of  experience  and  science,  200  pounds  of  metal 
to  the  pound  oi  ball — the  chimera  of  medium  guns*— had 
ruined,  in  a  f  reat  measure,  our  naval  ordnance.  I  got 
the  report  of  the  inspector  of  naval  ordnance  into  the 
House  the  very  last  night  of  the  session,  through  my 
friend  the  honorable  William  Cost  Johnson,  who  made 
the  report  on  establishing  a  national  foundry.  That 
report  had  been  made  to  the  board  of  navy  commission- 
ers for  more  than  twelve  months,  and  had  never  been 
communicated  to  CongreM,  because,  I  presume,  it  ex- 
posed some  of  the  chimeras  of  the  Department,  and 
shows  how  the  sixty-five  millions  have,  in  part,  been 
expended.  From  that  report  I  knew  that  about  750  of 
the  guns  of  the  navy  were  unfit  for  service,  and  they 
are  now,  many  of  them,  on  board  your  vessels  of  war. 
The  men  are  afraid  of  them.  I  knew  it  would  take 
from  six  to  twelve  months  to  get  our  ships  and  vessels 
of  war  in  ordinary  afloat.  Concerning  the  War  De- 
partment, I  knew  that  scarcely  one  of  the  old  fortifica- 
tions, which  were  left  dilapidated  by  the  last  war,  was 
in  a  state  of  repair.  Witness  the  facts  exposed  during 
the  debate  that  very  last  night  of  the  session  in  relation 
to  Fort  Mc  Henry,  near  Baltimore,  and  the  works  on  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico!  I  knew  that,  notwithstanding  more 
than  twenty-six  millions  had  been  expended  on  building, 
or  rather  on  commencing  to  build,  fortiflcations  since 
1820,  not  one  scarcely  of  our  new  fortiflcations  was 
completed.  I  say  **  commencing  to  build,"  because  the 
system  has  not  been  one  of  defence  { it  has  been  one  of 
electioneering  to  scatter  Government  patronage !  Instead 
of  completing  those  commenced  before  others  are  begun, 
as  manv  congressional  districts  as  possible  are  given  a 
taste  of  Treasury  pap,  and  the  works  begun  and  incom- 
plete are  left  to  the  necessary  injury  of  delay,  and  to 
the  tender  mercy  of  any  enemy  who  may  choose  to  cap- 
ture them.  Tour  own  forts  are  now  exactiv  in  the  con- 
dition either  to  be  blown  up,  or  to  be  turned  upon  your- 
selves. Witnesa  Old  F4>int  Comfort  and  the  Rip  Raps! 
I  knew,  sir,  that,  with  the  most  extended  coast  of  any 
people  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  on  the  gulf,  on  the 
Atlantic,  and  on  the  lakes,  to  be  defended,  we  had  not 
a  fort  in  readiness  for  any  emergency,  near  or  afar  off. 
1  knew,  according  to  information  from  the  ordnance 

*  These  guns,  I  am  told,  were  ordered  in  1826.— JVWe 


department,  it  would  take  twenty  years,  at  the  present 
rate  of  appropriation,  one  hundred  thousand  doliara 
only  per  annum,  or,  in  other  words,  a  present  appro- 
priation of  two  milliohs  of  dollara,  for  armament  of  for- 
tiflcations alone !  I  knew  we  had  but  three  safe  foundries 
in  the  entire  eastern  section  of  the  country,  at  which 
ordnance  can  be  cast,  f  knew  that  casting  of  ordnsnce 
was  no  light  job,  and  two  millions  worth  was  not  to  be 
east  in  a  day.  I  knew  that  from  Florida  to  Maine  there 
was  not  a  single  fort  which  could  mount  twenty  guns. 
1  knew  that  there  were  no  gun  carriages.  Witness  Fori 
Washington,  the  guard  of  the  pass  to  this  Capitol,  which 
has  once  been  burnt,  has  not  a  gun  on  its  ramparts. 
And,  in  addition  to  all  this,  I  knew  that  a  French  minis- 
ter (General  Bernard)  knows  our  condition  of  defence 
better  than  we  do,  for  he  has  been  our  chief  engineer? 
Such  I  know  to  be  our  condition,  and  svch  I  know  to  be 
our  condition  now,  though  year  aAer  year,  every  year 
the  false  cry  has  been  heard  from  the  watch-towers* 
«•  airs  well!"  Every  session  of  Congress,  every  return 
of  the  session,  have  we  been  roost  graciously  greeted 
with  the  formal  and  fashionable  congratulations  and 
felicitations  on  the  happy  and  unparalleled  present  con- 
dition and  the  prospects  of  the  future  prosperity  of  our 
country.  And^  Mr.  Speaker,  here  we  are!  caught  naked, 
defenceless,  unprepared,  and  unpreparing  for  defence, 
with  our  hands  in  the  lion's  mouth!  Let  those  who 
have  all  the  time  had  all  this  information,  and  who  have 
all  the  day  been  standinj^  idle,  recommending  nothing, 
reporting  nothing,  advismg  nothing,  no!  not  until  this 
very  moment,  bear  the  blame;  I,  and  those  with  whom 
I  act,  are  innocent. 

Sir,  I  say  I  knew  that,  with  all  this  immense  want  of 
appropriation,  three  millions  would  be  but  as  a  drop  in 
the  bucket  for  either  of  the  objects— fortifications,  ord- 
nance, or  increase  of  the  navy.  Knowing  this,  I  voted 
for  that  amendment  Not  with  reference  to  war;  for, 
not  more  than  twenty-four  hours  before,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  CAxaaiiiXire]  had  withdrawn  bis 
resolution  to  make  contingent  preparation  for  war, 
though  that  gentleman  proposed  the  three  millions 
amendment,  and  now  aligns  the  necessity  at  the  time 
of  preparing  for  war  as  the  reason!  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams]  withdrew  a  similar 
resolution,  and  voted  the  very  next  day  for  this  amend- 
ment; and  now  tells  us  that  the  *<  next  step  forlhose 
who  voted  against  that  amendment  was  to  join  the  ene- 
my!" Af\er  the  withdrawal  of  that  resolution  upon 
French  aff*airs,  but  the  day  before,  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Ailairs,  could  I,  could  any 
not  initiated,  doubt  that  these  three  millions  were  not 
proposed  for  war?  I  voted  for  the  amendment  for  rea- 
sons of  peace,  not  of  war.  I  thought  it  the  best  way 
to  keep  peace  to  be  in  a  state  of  readiness  for  war,  and 
that  sound  economy  as  well  aa  policy  required  the  ap- 
propriation. For  the  reasons  1  have  given,  I  wanted 
no  estimates,  no  more  data  than  1  ha<i|^lready. 

But,  sir,  many  gentlemen  had  not  men  this  informa- 
tion— ^the  estimates,  the  data.  No  information,  no  esti- 
mates, no  data,  were  furnished  by  the  Departments,  or 
by  the  committees.  There  was  time  enough  for  the  es- 
timates to  have  been  furnished;  for  I  tell  you  that  notice 
was  given  to  me  personally,  beforehand,  and  it  must 
have  been  in  contemplation,  before  notice,  that  this 
amendment  was  to  be  offered;  and  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  CAMBaxLxira]  shall  not  cUim  to  have 
given  notice,  and  still  urge  that  there  was  not  time  for 
the  data  to  be  furnished.  Indeed,  all  the  time  his  res- 
olution was  pending  to  make  contingent  preparation  for 
war,  these  data  and  estimates  should  have  been  pre- 
pared; they  should  always  be  rrady.  But  no  informa- 
tion of  the  kind  was  furnished  those  even  who  might 
have  been  willing  to  vote  upon  faith  in  the  President. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2293 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


2294 


JAK.  22,  1836.] 


IMification  Bill  of  Last  Session. 


[H.  or  R. 


The  faith  of  some  was  monstrous  Btrong!--did  not  know 
that  he  wished  such  an  appropriation,  or  even  that  he 
thought  it  proper.  Why,  sir,  when  I  returned  home, 
and  was  accused  by  my  opponents  of  voting  the  Presi- 
dent three  millions  of  dollars,  I  honestly  and  sincerely 
told  myVriends  that  the  President  never  called  for  the 
appropriation,  and  I  presumed  he  must  have  thought  it 
unnecessary,  or  he  would,  as  in  duty  bound,  have  cer- 
tainly recommended  it  by  message,  or  through  some 
Department.  Never,  until  I  saw  his  message  to  this 
Congress,  did  I  know  that  amendment  was  <<in  accord- 
ance with  the  views  of  the  Bsecuttve.  And,  sir,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  a  large  majority  of  the  last  Congress 
were  as  ignorant  as  I  was  of  any  such  "  views  of  the 
Executive.*'  1  can  prove  here  on  the  spot,  by  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Aflatra,  [Mr.  Pettoit,] 
that  he  was  totally  ignorant  of  *'the  views  of  the  Exec- 
utive," or  of  any  information  from  the  Departments  in 
relation  to  this  three  million  amendment. 

But,  sir,  I  now  know,  by  evidence  newly  discovered, 
that  some  few  did  know  that  the  President  did  desire 
this  appropriation  of  three  millionsi  that  they,  though 
chairmen  of  the  principal  commtittees,  never  communi- 
cated it  to  their  committees,  much  less  to  the  House; 
that  they  whispered  it  to  a  few  others,  and  told  them 
**not  to  say  any  thing  about  it."  You.  Mr.  Speaker, 
you,  I  charge  with  the  guilt  of  that  fact!  You  may 
deny  it  in  your  place,  or  not*  If  you  do  deny  it,  I  am 
ready,  with  a  witness,  to  prove  that — 

[Here  Mr.  Wisk  read  a  written  statement,  given  to 
him  by  the  honorable  Luke  Lea,  of  Tennessee,  corrob- 
orated by  the  statement  of  the  honorable  Samuel  Bunch, 
of  Tennessee,  in  the  following  words: 

<*  On  the  last  night  of  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
pending  the  question  of  the  three  million  appropria- 
tion, two  of  the  members  of  that  Congress  hesitated  as 
to  the  propriety  of  voting  for  said  appropriation,  when 
one  of  them  proposed  to  the  other  that  he  would  make 
inquiry  of  one  of  the  members  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  who  sat  near  thein,  whether  this  ap- 
propriation had  been  aaked  for  by  the  President;  which 
he  did,  and  received  for  answer,  that  the  committee  had 
been  asked  for  it,  or  it  had  been  intimated  to  them  that 
he  desired  it,  but  that  you  need  not  say  any  thing  about 
it;  which  answer  was  immediately  communicated  to  the 
other  member.  It  was  then  agreed  upon  between  the 
members,  that,  as  the  money  was  not  to  be  used  ex- 
cept for  the  purposes  specified,  and  not  until  the  con- 
tingency should  happen  to  make  it  necessary,  they 
would  vote  for  the  amendment."] 

Sir,  I  charge  you  with  being  that  member  who-* 

[Loud  cries  of  "order!  order!"] 

Mr.  WISE.  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  [Mr.  Polk,]  it  is  said,  gave  this  answer.  Is 
it  true?    Yea  or  no!     Guilty  or  not  guilty^ 

The  CHAIR.  If  it  is  desired  that  I  sliould  make  any 
statement  of  any  fact  in  my  knowledge,  I  am  ready,  to 
make  it. 

[Cries  of  "no!  no!"  from  Mr.  Polk's  own  friends.] 

Mr.  MERCER  considered  the  call  upon  the  Speaker, 
as  such,  to  be  out  of  order;  but  the  call  upon  him,  as  a 
member  of  the  last  House,  in  order. 

Mr.  WISE.  1  call  upon  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means  of  the  last  Congress. 

The  CHAIR  said,  if  the  House  Wfshed  it,  or  would 
permit  it,  he  would  make  a  brief  statement.  [Cries  of 
"no!  no!"  from  some  of  his  own  friendfs  and  of 
"agreed!  agreed!"  from  all  quarters.] 

Mr.  ADAMS  here  attempted  to  get  an  explanation. 

Mr.  MERCKR  hoped  the  Honse  would  yield  its  unani- 
mqus  consent  to  the  explanation  of  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  VINTON  wished  to  know  if  the  Speaker  himself 
desired  to.explain:  because,  if  oot^  h«  aliottld  object  to  it. 


The  CHAIR  said  he  considered  the  whole  proceeding 
out  of  order;  but,  as  he  had  been  personally  alluded  to, 
he  had  not  arrested  it,  and  that  it  would  afford  him  sin- 
cere pleasure  if  the  House  would  permit  him  to  make  a 
statement. 

No  objection  being  made. 

The  SPEAKER  (the  House  having  given  its  permis- 
sion, and  many  members  expre8<iing  a  desire  that  he 
should  do  so)  said  that  the  Chair  took  great  pleasure  in 
stating  to  the  Hou6e  that,  upon  that  occasion,  he  had  felt 
{^eat  solicitude  for  the  safety  of  the  appropriation  bills 
which  had  not  been  acted  on;  perhaps  tho  morcsolici- 
tude,  from  the  position  he  at  that  time  had  the  honor  to 
occupy  in  the  House,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means.  Having,  as  he  had,  charge  of  some 
of  these  bills,  and  feeling  that  some  responsibility  de- 
volved upon  him,  his  attention  had  been  closely  directed 
to  them.  He  did  remember,  upon  that  occasion,  when 
the  three  millions  appropriation  was  moved,  that,  in  a 
casual  conversation,  two  members  of  the  House,  two  of 
his  own  colleagues  from  Tennessee,  who  were  also  mem- 
bers of  the  present  House,  and  who  at  that  time  occu- 
pied seats  immediately  in  his  rear,  asked  him  some  ques- 
tion in  relation  to  that  appropriation,  and  that  he  replied 
that  he  thought  it  a  proper  appropriation,  and  one  that 
ought  to  pass.  He  had,  he  swd,  no  recollection  of  the 
precise  language  he  made  use  of,  but  he  had  said,  in 
answer  to  the  inquiry  of  his  colleague,  substantially,  that 
he  thought  the  appropriation  proper,  that  the  Executive 
had  been  consulted,  and  that  it  met  the  Executive's 
wishes,  or  something  to  that  effect.  As  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  inquiries  had  often 
been  made  of  him  in  conversation,  by  members  of  tlie 
House,  in  relation  to  different  appropriations;  and  he 
hadulways  given  the  information  in  his  possession,  as  he 
had  in  this  instance. 

The  Chair  would  then  state  what  he  had  not  perhaps 
thought  it  necessary,  at  that  time,  to  be  stated  to  the 
House,  and  it  was  this:  thst  he  had  conferred  with  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  and  with 
some  members  of  the  Executive,  upon  the  subject  of 
this  appropriation.  As  chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  it  was  his  duty,  if  a  heavy  appropria- 
tion  was  proposed,  to  ascertain,  and  be  able  to  give  the 
information  to  the  House,  if  it  was  required,  whether 
the  Treasury  was  in  a  condition  to  bear  it.  He  had 
always  felt  It  to  be  his  duty,  whilst  chairman  of  that 
committee,  to  consult  different  members  of  the  Execu- 
tive branches  of  the  Government,  when  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  obtain  information  in  regard  to  all  appropria- 
tions fur  the  public  service.  And  when  the  question 
was  asked  of  him  by  his  colleagues,  in  regard  to  this  ap- 
propriation, the  individual  now  occupying  the  chair  had 
answered,  in  substance,  that  he  thou);ht  the  appropria- 
tion altogether  proper,  and  that  it  met  the  approbation 
of  the  Executive.  He  did  not  remember  adding  any 
thing  of  the  purport  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
fl^nia,  though  he  may  have  done  so,  and  would  not  say 
he  had  not;  though,  if  he  had,  it  had  escaped  his  recol- 
lection. 

The  Chair  would  respectfully  remark  that  he  was 
really  unable  to  conceive  how  this  could  be  a  matter  of 
any  soK  of  importance.  If  it  had  an  important  bearing, 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  perceive  it.  The  Chaii^  felt  a  deep 
sense  of  oblintion  to  the  House  for  the  opportunity 
offered  him  of  giving  this  brief  statement. 

If  the  House  would  permit  him,  he  would  add  a  single 
suggestion.  It  must  be  evident  that  the  debate  which 
had  sprung  up  that  day  had  given  rise  to  great  excite- 
ment and  feeling,  and  would  require  great  forbearance, 
on  the  part  of  the  House  and  the  Chair,  to  enable  him 
to  preserve  order.  He  would  repeat  to  the  gentleman 
from  .Virginw  that,  io  reminding  him^  %  few  moments 
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ii|^,  that  it  was  against  order  to  refer  to  honorable  mem- 
bers of  the  last  Congress  who  were  also  members  of  the 
present  House,  and  in  their  seats,  by  their  names,  it  was 
far  from  the  intention  of  the  Chair  to  interfere  with  any 
of  the  rights  of  the  gentlema.n  from  Virginia,  and  would 
exceedingly  regret  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  any 
member  upon  the  floor.  The  Chair  thought  it  out  of 
order,  and  supposed  such  a  course  of  debate,  if  suffered 
to  proceed,  was  likely  to  produce  excitement  and  col- 
lision, and  he  had  therefore  wished  to  arrest  it.  He  felt 
assured  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  and  every 
other  member,  would  see  the  necessity  of  such  a  course, 
and  would  sustain  the  Chair  in  his  efforts  to  preserve 
the  order  and  harmony  of  the  proceedings  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LEA,  of  Tennessee,  then  rose,  aira  confirmed  the 
statement  which  he  had  given  Mr.  Wiss  in  writing,  and 
which  the  Speaker  [Mr.  Polk]  admitted  to  be  true. 

Mr.  W13E.  Sir,  pernut  roe  to  aay  that  I  truly  and  sin- 
cerely sympathize  with  the  situation  of  the  Chair.  I 
know  its  embarrassments,  and  I  shall  at  all  times  be 
ready  to  sustain  its  efforts  to  preserve  order. 

But  to  proceed.  And  thi«,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  not  an  im- 
portant fact!  What,  sir!  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means  know  the  fact  that  the  President 
desires  an  appropriation  of  three  millions  of  dollars,  not 
communicate  it  to  bis  committre  or  to  the  House,  and, 
whilst  endeavoring  to  get  it  through,  and  obtain  votes  for 
its  passage,  to  whisper  the  President's  will  to  a  few  mem- 
bers in  their  seats^to  be  kept  a  secret! ! !  Great  God, 
sir,  and  this  in  these  days,  in  the  green  ree,  is  not  a  mat- 
ter of  importance.  I  wish  not  to  deal  with  this  fact  until 
I  have  a  fair  opportunity* 

Mr.  PEYTON  here  moved  an  adjournment i  which 
was  carried. 

On  the  following  day  Mr.  WISE  resumed  his  remarks, 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Speaker,  before  I  proceed  with  my  remarks  of 
yesterday,  permit  me  to  say,  the  reflectiona  of  the  past 
night  have  admonished  me  that  a  roost  serious,  solemn, 
wnA  delicate  duty  has  accidentally,  on  the  occasion  of 
this  debate,  devolved  upon  me,  and  upon  all  in  this 
House  who  are  disposed,  without  fear,  lavor,  or  affec- 
tion, to  do  their  duty  to  their  country  and  its  sacred  in- 
stitutions* I  lament,  sir,  sincerely  lament,  for  the  sake 
of  all  that  is  dear  to  us,  that  the  corruption~>corruption, 
air,  is  the  word— of  the  times  does  exist;  but  it  is  too 
true,  it  is  engendered,  it  is  sneaking  through  every  ave- 
iHie  almost  of  the  public  service,  it  is  undermining  the 
constitution  and  the  safety  of  the  free  Government  which 
we  derived  from  our  fatiiers,  and  1  glory  in  dragging 
tt  out  from  the  darkness  which  it  loves,  and  in  exposing 
its  ••hideous  front"  in  the  full  liglit  of  truth,  to  the  as- 
tonished gaze  of  the  honest  and  unsuspecting  people  of 
this  nation!  I  will  then  leave  the  correction  of  it  to 
them.  They  can  create,  and  thev  can  destroy.  It  is 
one  of  their  virtuest  hat  their  confidence  in  tliose  whom 
they  have  trusted  is  not  easily  to  be  shaken;  but  when 
onoe  deceived,  once  betrayed,  their  vengeance,  their 
eondif^n  punisliment  is  awful!  I  know  they  are  honest, 
'  and  will  not  tolerate  corruption. 

Sir,  before  I  closed  on  the.  past  evening,  we  had  arri- 
ved at  one  most  important  fact,  which  the  journal  does 
not  record,  which  was  not  before  known,  which  1  would 
that  the  history  of  my  country  in  its  Very  infancy  had 
not  to  record,  and  which  I  must  say  has  produced  a 
moai-^dMingWMked  anxiety. 

We  have  arrived  at  the  solemn  fact— half  admitted 
and  fully  proved— 4hat,  at  the  last  session,  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  [Mr.  Pol£]  was 
informed  and  knew  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  desired  an  appropriation  of  three  millions  of  dol- 
lars for  military  and  naval  service;  that  he  never  commu- 
nioated  it  to  bis  committer  or  to  the  Houw  of  BepreKD^ 


atives;  bnt  whispered  it,  as  a  rreret,  to  a  few  members 
in  their  seats,  desiring  them  to  ''say  nothing  about"  the 
fact  that  such  was  the  desire  of  the  President! 

I  call  upon  this  House  and  this  nation  to  witness  thi» 
fact,  stated,  proved,  and  not  here  denied,  but  a<fmitted. 
Here  (stri  king  his  breaat)  is  the  accuser;  there  (pointtngat 
the  Speaker)  and  there  (pointing  at  Mr.  CAKBBai.Kice) 
arc  the  accused!  There  are  others  (signifying  Mr.  V.  B. 
and  Mr.  P.)  who  may  be  the  guiltiest  of  the  g^ng.  The 
people  are^our  Judges;  they  are  now  sitting,  and  wi» 
judge  righteoualy. 

Why,  sir,  appoint  a  committee?  The  mvesfigation  is 
already  made;  here  is  the  record  evidence,  (holding  up 
the  journal,}  there  are  the  oral  witnesses,  (pointing  to 
Messrs.  Lxa  and  Bvvch;)  and  the  truth  necessary  for  a 
verdict  and  conviction,  to  the  mind  of  any  honest,  impar- 
tial nan,  is  already  out.  There  is  no  necessity  for  the 
appointment  of  the  committee  asked  for.  The  material 
fiicts,  or  some  of  them,  are  already  before  the  House, 
and  all  of  them,  if  I  can  bring  them  out,  shall  be  t»efore 
us  here;  and  here,  before  the  eyes  of  the  world,  thty 
should  be  divwlged.  Sir,  if  a  committee  is  appointed,  it 
will  be  a  •'stocked  pack."  1  will  not  consent  to  pby 
with  such  cards!  If  a  committee  be  appointed,  there 
will  certainly— we  have  got  to  that  pass— be  two  reports, 
conflicting  and  diametrically  opposite.  No  matter  where 
truth,  where  justice  lies,  1  say  we  know  beforehand 
there  will  certainly  be  two  reports.  Committees  src 
more  used  now-a-days  to  gloss  over  than  to  probe  cor- 
ruption. I  have  but  little  confidence  in  tbem.  If  they 
cannot  report  favorably  to  ••the  party,*'  they  will  never 
report  at  all!  Why  appoint  a  committee^  when  here  it 
has  been  charged,  face  to  face,  and  liilly  proved*  that 
the  fortification  bill  of  the  last  session  was  lost  by  the 
manoeuvring,-  with  others,  of  a  gentleman  whose  name 
reads  in  the  journal — Churchill  G.  Cambreleng!  When 
here  it  has  been  charged,  and  not  denied — ay,  if  denied, 
fully  proved — ^tbat  the  chairman  of  tbe  Committee  of 
Waya  and  Means,  [James  K.  Pouc,]  knowing  thr  views 
of  tbe  Executive,  but  never  communicating  them  to 
committee  or  House,  did  go  round  privately  among 
members,  and  tell  such  as  were  friendly  to  the  Preai- 
dent  that  be  wanted  the  grant  of  three  millioRS,  but  not 
to  aay  any  thing  about  it!  What  need,  then,  I  repeat, 
of  a  committee  to  ascertain  what  is  already  known  f 
Tbeae  facts  have  come  out,  and  more  must  follow.  I>t 
them  follow,  one  af^er  another,  in  review  here  in  this 
hall,  and,  if  you  are  honest,  you  will  gaze  on  the  pro- 
cession with  indignation  and  alarm!  No  plaatering  com- 
mittee in  a  shut  chamber!  Let  the  naked  truth  stand 
up  here,  to  confront  men  in  high  places,  no  matter  who 
they  may  be,  charged  with  fraud  and  eorruplion. 

1  will  never  examine  this  subject  any  where  else 
than  in  this  Hoi^.  And  how  was  that  three  million 
amendment  proposed?  Sir,  although  it  was  apparently 
brought  upon  us  suddenly,  in  the  last  hour  of  our  ex- 
istence, and  although  the  House  had  no  notice  of  it,  at 
all  events,  not  until  the  day  before,  yet  now  it  seems 
that  it  bad  been  for  some  time  thought  of  in  another 
quarter;  that  it  waa  *•  in  accordance  with  tbe  viewa  of 
the  Executive;''  that  theae  views  had  been  communi- 
cated to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  [Mr.  Polk,]  and  to  tbe  chainnan  of  the  Commit- 
tee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  [Mr.  CAMBmxi.Bve,]  who  com- 
rounicaled  them  secretly  to  a  few  others.  There  was 
time  then,  sir,  for  all  tbe  estimates  to  be  furnished.  I 
know,  and  the  gentleman  [Mr.  C]  will  bear  me  witness, 
that  he  gave  me  notice,  personally,  some  days  before 
the  3d  of  March,  that  he  Intended  to  move  an  amend- 
ment for  three  millions,  though  1  had  no  notice  of  iu  form, 
and  much  less  had  I  notice  that  it  was  **  in  accordance 
even  with  the  views  of  tbe  Executive."  I  pledged  my- 
aelf  to  rote  for  it,  from  the  information  1  pcmewcd  in 
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reiatkm  to  our  defeneeieas  oonditton.  A  day,  a  tingle 
drnft  was  aufBoient  time  to  furniah  the  estinuitea,  from 
the  numeroua  facta  which  lie  in  the  way  of  erery  body, 
and  eapecially  for  the  Departmentat  which  ahoold  always 
be  ready  with  all  information  aa  to  the  condition  of  the 
country.  It  waa  known  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
President  thought  this  a  proper  and  neceasary  appro- 
priation, and  that  he  desiaed  it  to  be  made.  Why  was 
this  not  made  known  officially  to  the  committee  and  to 
the  Housed  Why  did  not  Hie  President  "give  to  Con- 
gress'^ this  information,  "  and  recommend  to  their  con- 
sideration" this  meaaure,  which  he  judged  **  necessary 
and  expedient?" 

Sir,  it  is  made  the  imperative  duty  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  by  the  constitution:  *'  He  shall,  [read* 
ing  from  the  constitution,]  from  time  to  time,  give  to 
the  Congress  information  of  the  state  of  the  Union,  and 
recommend  to  their  consideration  such  measures  as  he 
shall  judge  necesaary  and  expedient."  This  is  bis  duty, 
not  by  that  permissive  word  '<may,"  but  by  that  im- 
perative word  «  shall,"  and  not  at  the  beginning  only  of 
a  session,  but  *<  from  time  to  time)"  at  aU  times  proper 
be  is  bound  to  do  and  perform  this  imperative  duty. 
Now,  sir,  on  the  Sd  of  March,  1835,  the  last  Congress 
bad  been  twice  in  session,  and  in  existence  two  years; 
and  yet,  at  the  beginning  of  neither  aession,  and  at  no 
time  whatever,  had  he  ever  intimated  even  that  the 
**  state  of  the  Union"  required  an  appropriation  of  three 
millions  of  dollars.  He  did  not  communicate  any  such 
'*  information"  to  this  Congress!  Was  the  Executive 
ignorant  of  the  wretched  condition  of  our  meana  of  de- 
fence? Did  he  not  know  the  startling  fiicts  which  I  have 
already  disclosed  In  relation  to  our  fortifications,  our 
ordnance,  and  our  navy?  I  say,  sir,  they  are  too  plain 
to  be  stumbled  over  by  any  body,  and  certainly  the  De- 
partments should  be  the  very  sources  of  information  on 
the  subject  There  waa,  however,  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
in  the  wigwam  laat  winter,  when  the  rumora  of  war 
reached  the  guardians  of  our  aafety.  How  will  it  be  if 
the  tocsin  of  war  be  actually  sounded?  The  President > 
was  not  ignorant  of  our  condition;  an  appropriation  waa 
necessary  without  a  apeck  of  war  in  the  horizon,  and 

.  his  message  to  ua  thia  aeasion  is  proof  furnished  by  him- 
aelf  that  he  deemed  that  three  millions  amendment 
necessary  and  proper  on  the  3d  of  March,  1835,  when 
he  made  no  recommendation  of  the  measure  to  Congress, 
save  to  you,  sir,  and  you  suppressed  it;  and,  though  our 
French  relatione  are  in  a  worae  condition  than  then,  he 
still  made  no  recommendation  of  such  an  appropriation 

•  in  that  verv  measage  which  saya  it  was  nine  months  ago 
in  **  accordance  with  the  viewa  of  the  Executive!" 

A  aecret  recommendation!  What,  in  the  name  of  the 
safety  of  this  Government,  was  it  to  be  kept  secret  for? 
Was  the  dinection  to  keep  it  secret  the  direction  of  the 
President?  Or  was  it  the  unauthorised  direction  of  the 
chairnnan  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means?  [Mr. 
Polk.]  This  question  should  be  answered;  one  or  both 
must  be  guilty,  and  one  TMr.  Polk]  is  guilty,  whether  the 
other  is  or  not.  Would  the  chairman  have  dared  to 
withhold  any  item  of  the  executive  will  which  he  was 
ordered  to  communicate?  If  he  failed,  he  was  guilty  of 
a  flagrant  dereliction  of  duty  to  the  Executive  and  his 
recommendation.  And  if  he  was  ordered  to  **  keep  the 
will  of  the  Executive  aecret,"  and  did  so,  be  was  false 
to  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  the  constitution, 
and  the  country,  and  betrayed  his  trust! 

Sir,  though  the  fortifmition  bill  had  came  to  the 
House  from  the  Senate  days  and  weeks  before  the  3d  of 
March,  this  three  million  amendment  was  kept  bsck 
until  the  last  hour.  Waa  it  intended  to  be  hurried 
through  by  fear  of  the  responsibility  to  refuse  an  appro- 
priation for  nominal  defence,  when  there  was  no  time  to 
think,  and  acaroe^  time  to  act?    Sir*  I  thought  I  bad 


clearly  excused  myself  for  the  vote  I  gave  on  this  amend- 
ment; but  late  information,  such  aa  I  have  discovered 
and  exposed  to  the  House,  makes  it  necessary  for  me  to 
say  I  wHl  swear  on  the  holy  evangelists  that  I  never 
heard  one  word  about  the  views  of  the  Executive  in  re- 
lation to  this  three  million  appropriation  until  the  mes- 
sage of  the  President  to  this  Congress;  and  never  did  I 
know  that  the  views  of  the  Executive  were  kept  secret 
until  I  obtained  the  written  statement  from  my  friend 
from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Lka,]  which  I  got  from  him 
within  the  last  forty-eight  hours!  I  knew  a  day  or  so 
beforehand  that  auch  a  proposition  would  be  made,  but 
I  thought  it  would  be  made  and  was  made  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eigo  Affairs  alone.  I  bad  such  information  as  authorized 
me  to  vote  for  it— information  which  very  few,  if  aay, 
members  besidea.  lud;  for  it  was  not  until  the  3d  of 
March,  afVer  twelve  o'clock  at  night,  that  I  got  in  the 
report  of  the  inspector  of  naval  ordnance,  which  had 
never  been  communicated  to  Congress,  though  it  had 
been  lying  in  the  office  of  the  board  of  navy  commis- 
sioners for  near  or  quite  eighteen  months,  through  my 
honorable  friend  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  W.  C.  Jobvsov,] 
who  made  the  report  on  the  national  foundry.  I  aay  I 
knew  the  wretched  condition  of  the  navy  ana  of  fortifi- 
cations, and  I  voted  for  that  amendment  under  the  im- 
pression that  it  was  necessary  for  a  state  of  peace  aa  well 
as  for  a  state  of  war.  But  did  I  know  that  none  but  a 
few  aelect  tools  knew  the  real  secret  about  it?  Did  I  know 
that  two  chairmen  of  the  higheat  committeea  knew  the 
wishes  and  views  of  the  Executive,  and  bad  concealed 
them  except  from  a  few  as  a  secret?  Did  I  dream  that 
there  was  danger  of  this  three  millions  becoming 
secret-service  money?.  Sir,  if  I  had  known  or  suspected 
any  thinj^  like  this,  I  would  as  soon  have  trampled  this 
constitution,  this  work  of  our  fathera,  this  guarantee  of 
our  libertiea,  under  foot — have  torn  it  into  atoms,  or 
thrown  it  into  that  fire^as  1  would  have  voted  for  that 
amendment,  appropriating  three  millions  of  dollars  for 
secret  service?  Both  acts  would  have  been  equally  sacri- 
legious, and  would  have  done  equal  violence  to  the 
constitution  and  the  country.  But  the  secret  was  kept, 
and  the  House  remained  ignorant  of  what  it  was  doing! 
Permit  me,  sir,  it  is  due  to  myself,  to  give  you  my  im- 
pressions of  this  amendment  at  the  time  I  voted  for  it. 
its  form  was  not  such,  I  confess,  as  satisfied  me;  but  in 
tbe  short  space  I  had  to  view  it,  I  was  led  to  a  construc- 
tion which  reconcUed  me  to  vote  for  it.  It  ia  sufficient 
for  my  justification,  that  my  impreasions  of  it  were  hon- 
est at  the  time,  thou|fh  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  now 
whether  my  construction  of  it  was  right  or  wrong. 
There  is  no  principle  in  the  theory  of  our  Government 
more  vitally  important,  in  my  estimation,  than  the  prin- 
ciple of  specific  approprialiona.  During  the  whole  of 
the  last  Congress,  I  was  constantly  watchful  to  preserve 
that  principle  as  sacred  to  the  freedom  of  tbe  constitu- 
tion. It  was  jealously  borne  in  mind  by  me  when  called 
on  to  vote  K>r  this  amendment.  I  read  it  carefully. 
[Here  Mr.  Wiss  read  the  amendment.]  In  the  usual 
language  of  appropriation,  this  sum  of  three  millions  was 
'<  to  be  expended,  in  whole  or  in  part,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Preaident  of  the  United  States."  I  could  not, 
or  did  not,  at  the  time^  regard  this  clause  as  extraordi- 
nary or  improper,  becauae  I  knew  it  merely  recogniacd 
tbe  distinct  functions  of  Congress  and  the  Executive. 
Congress,  or  rather,  the  legislative  department,  appro- 
priatea  the  public  money,  and,  in  all  cases  except  that 
of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  two  Houses  and  some  other 
minor  exceptions,  the  Executive  appliea  the  appropria- 
tion. From  the  foundation  of  the  Government,  the 
money  appropriated  by  Congress  has  been  «  expended," 
with  or  without  an  express  provision  to  that  effect, 
**  imOer  the  direction  of  the  Preiident,"  or  some  one  of 
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th«  executive  Departments.  This,  then,  roused  no  fear, 
no  suspicion.  Afi:ain:  this  sum  was  to  be  expended  for 
••  the  military  and  naral  service." 

This  was,  I  thought,  too  general,  too  indefinite  and 
latitudinous,  if  it  had  been  alone,  unrestrained  and  un- 
(|ua1tlied;  but  it  struck  me,  at  the  moment,  that  it  was 
limited,  restrained,  and  made  more  specific,  by  the 
clause  or  phrase  immediately  succeeding,  <<  including 
fortifications  and  ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy." 
My  construction  then  was  that  this  three  millions  of  the 
public  money  was  to  be  appropriated  for  «*  that  part  of 
the  military  and  naval  service  included  under  the  beads 
of  fortifications,  ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy." 
And  knowing  that  three  millions  could  well  be  expend- 
ed on  either  object,  that  either  fortifications,  ordnance, 
or  increase  of  the  navy,  would  consume  more  than  three 
millions,  and  that  the  whole  sum  would  be  very  inade- 
quate for  all  three  objects,  and  not  knowing  which  ob- 
ject might  require  most  of  the  appropriation,  I  saw  no 
objection  to  leaving  a  discretion  in  the  application  of  the 
sum  to  these  three  objects,  as  they  might  require  it  to 
be  expended,  upon  a  principle  similar  to  that  which  au- 
thorises the  transfer  of  a  surplus  of  one  fund  to  the  de- 
ficiency of  another  fund  appropriated.  Such  was  my 
view  of  this  part  of  the  amendment,  when  it  was  propo- 
sed <  It  is  certainly  plausible,  though  I  am  rtow  inclined 
to  think  it  is  erroneous.  I  now  fear  that  something  more 
was  meant  here  than  caught  the  eye  of  one  who  was 
called  upon  to  vote  so  suddenly.  The  "  proviso"  of  the 
amendment,  which  *'  provided  such  expenditures  shall 
be  rendered  necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  country 
prior  to  the  next  meetinj^  of  Congress,"  I  regarded,  so 
far  from  being  an  extension  of  executive  discretion  in 
the  application  of  the  appropriation,  as  a  limitation  of 
that  discretion,  and  as  creating  a  responsibility  on  the 
Executive  which  would  not  have  been  imposed  without 
it.  If  there  had  been  no  such  proviso,  the  money  would 
have  been  appropriated  absolutely,  to  be  expended  ab- 
solutely, whether  necessary  or  not  I  and  it  allowed  not 
the  President  to  judge  of  the  necessity  of  expending  the 
money  for  offence,  but  for  the  purposes  merely  ofdefenee^ 
and  made  him  responsible  for  the  exercise'  of  a  sound 
discretion,  even  in  expending  the  appropriation  for  those 
purposes.  This  construction  of  that  proviso  I  believe 
new  to  be  correct  but  I  believe  now  that  no  tongue  can 
tell  how  it  mav  have  been  perverted! '  These  views  I 
expressed  on  the  3d  of  March,  1835,  on  the  floor,  isnd 
they  were  honestly  entertained.  The  sum  of  money 
was  trifling,  compared  with  the  objects  of  expenditure. 
I  knew  it  would  require  ten  millions  for  fortifications, 
ordnance,  and  the  increase  of  the  navy,  considering  the 
manner  in  which  the  money  of  the  United  States  is 
squandered  on  our  public  works,  or  rather  our  public 
contractors.  I  thought  the  amendment  not  only  inno- 
cent, but  necessary,  for  peace  as  well  as  for  war. 

But  now,  sir,  I  should  like  to  know,  I  have  a  right  to 
inquire,  whether  the  ingenious,  ambiguous,  doubtful 
wording  of  this  amendment  had  any  covert  and  treach- 
erous meaning.  If  so,  if  this  appropriation  was  for  se- 
cret service  money— if  it  wasa  ntan-trap,  a  Government- 
trap,  I  say,  with  all  the  energy  of  my  soul,  I  ssy,  the 
corruption,  the  treason,  which  set  it,  should  be  hurled 
from  its  high  seat,  whether  that  seat  be  in  this  House  or 
the  white  house!  If  there  was  any  thing  foul,  false,  or 
fatal,  intended  by  this  trap,  I  am  innocent!  Was  I 
duped?  Was  I  imposed  on?  Is  it  not  too  bad  that  the 
House,  or  the  Senate,  should  be  charged  with  this  indi- 
viduHl  fraud,  and  that  those  very  persons  who  did  the 
wrong,  who  are  themselves  guilty  of  this  miserable  trick 
of  setting  this  Government-trap,  should  now  be  setting 
the  Senate  and  the  House  by  the  ears  for  the  responsi- 
bility of  their  own  wrongs — that  they  should  now  be 
hissing  on  th«  quarrel,  and  chuckling  in  theb  sleey«B  at 


the  success  of  their  cunning  device!  I  do  contemn  and 
abhor,  I  do  denounce  them  and  their  devices!  They 
are  caught!  Let  them  hang  their  beads,  the  guilty 
wretches,  in  eternal  shame!  Their  guilt  is  established 
beyond  all  controversy  by  parol  and  record  proof,  a^d  I 
here  hold  them  up  to  the  lash  of  an  indignant  people! 
Sir,  when  this  statement  [holding  up  Mr.  Lsa's  written 
statement!  was  made  to  me  within  the  last  two  days,  I 
shuddered  to  think  how  near  I  ntay  have  been,  inno- 
cently on  my  part,  brought  to  aid  in  an  unpardonable 
crime  against  my  country!  Would  alt  the  protestations 
of  innocence,  made  with  all  the  fervor  of  honest  sinceri- 
ty,  have  saved  my  humble  name  from  the  everlasting 
suspicion  of  being  pariicepe  erindnU?  Sir,  if  harm  to  the 
country  was  meant,  it  was  the  interposition  of  that  Di- 
vine Providence  which  has  ever  watched  over  the  desti- 
nies of  this  republic,  to  guard  it  from  secret  and  open, 
foreign  and  domestic  fbes,  and  which  <*  bringeth  good 
out  of  evil,"  that  the  appropriation  was  not  made.  The 
coast  remains  unfortified;  but  better  so  than  that  our 
fortifications  or  our  standing  army  shotild  now  be  bris- 
tling with  armament  against  our  own  liberties!  Look 
upon  what  may  have  been  the  intention  and  the  result. 
God  Almighty  may  have  sent  an  especial  providence  to 
prevent  the  bill  from  passing,  to  save  the  Government 
From  ruin,  and  the  names  of  innocent  men  from  eternal 
obloquy  and  reproach.  The  gentlenoah  from  New  York 
[Mr.  CAXBasLSNG]  may  set  it  down  aa^ne  merit  of  his 
trick,  of  his  intrigue,  that  it  may  have  saved  the  Govern- 
ment. It  succeeded  to  defeat  the  fortification  bill,  hot 
prevented  a  much  greater  mischief,  and  it  is  now  expo- 
sed. Yes,  sir,  from  what  is  now  known,  the  sins  of  that 
awful  night,  the  3d  of  March,  1835,  may  have  saved  the 
Government.  We  now  know,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  you 
knew  the  President  desired  this  immense  appropriation, 
and  that  you  kept  it  secret,  and  requested  others  to  say 
nothing  about  it.  I  can  conjecture  no  good  object  in 
keeping  that  secret.  Can  any  gentleman  give  me  a 
reason  why  the  •*  views"  and  wishes  of  the  Executive 
were  not  made  known  ^ 

Sir,  if  a  despotism  is  to  be  sprung  upon  us,  for  mer- 
cy's sake  let  it  be  known,  that  we  may  strike  it  down 
or  escape  from  it!  Let  us  see  and  know  it  is  approach- 
ing, that  we  may  stand  and  strike,  or,  like  our  fathers, 
**  take  the  wing^  of  the  'morning,  and  fly  to  the  utter- 
most parts  of  the  earth,"  to  escape  its  iron  grasp  and 
find  a  home  for  the  free!  Do  not  give  us  a  secret  des- 
potism! I  pray  God  to  save  this  country  from  a  secret 
despotism!  If  there  is  an  unpardonable  political  sin,  it 
is  the  intent  and  overt  act  to  bring  about  a  secret  des- 
potism. I  ssk,  why  was  so  much  secrecy  in  relation  to 
the  views  of  the  Executive  necessary  f  Was  there 
more  meant  than  was  expressed  by  that  amendment?  f 
confess,  sir,  I  am  bewildered  and  amazed!  The  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  covertly 
whispering  the  wish  of  the  Executive  to  have  placed  at 
his  disposal  $3,000,000,  and  enjoining  secrecy!  I  can 
conceive  of  no  conduct  so  reprehensible,  so  odious,  so 
abominable!  Done,  too,  by  **a  member  of  the  demo- 
cratic republican  party" — done  by  a  representative  of 
a  free  people!  Sir,  I  was  about  to  say  that  the  Execu- 
tive would  not  dare  to  impart  a  secret  of  that  sort  to 
any  patriot  in  Congress:  he,  any  roan  who  loved  his 
country,  would  have  spumed  the  oommunicstion  with 
indignant  warmth,  and  have  exposed  it  upon  the  spoff ! 
I  beg  pardon  of  my  friend  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Lva] 
for  saying  this  so  strongly,  as  he  did  not  announce  the 
fact  as  soon  as  he  was  told  of  it.  I  know,  sir,  he  was 
honest,  and  I  know  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
secret  was  whispered  into  his  ear.  It  no  doubt  did  not 
strike  him  then  as  it  strikes  me  now.  Sir,  if  we  are  to 
have  a  despotism,  1  pray  Heaven  again  it  may  come 
upon  us  in  a  bold  and  manly  way.    Let  the  mftn  who  is 
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to  tubdue.our  liberties  come  with  the  boldnett  of  a  Na- 
poleon«  let  him»  m  the  sight  of  all  the  people,  put  on 
the  imperial  purple  and  the  crown!  We  will  know 
then  the  worst,  and  can  prepare  the  armor  of  our  de- 
fence. I  could  admire  whilst  I  should  strike  the  tyrant 
of  genius  and  brave  ambition,  who  would  attempt  to 
seize  upon  our  liberties  by  force.  But,  of  all  despot- 
isms, that  brought  upon  an  unsuspecting  people,  a  con- 
fiding, a  generous,  free  people,  through  the  pimps, 
imps,  spies,  tools,  and  pensioned  trained  bands  of  se- 
cret corruption,  is  the  most  loathsome,  the  most  despic- 
able, the  most  to  be  dreaded! 

Sir,  I  remember  well  that  when,  that  night,  two  of  my 
colleagues  [Messrs.  Gobdov  and  Gholsoh]  warned  us 
against  trusting  so  much  to  the  Executive,  I,  for  one, 
denied  that  it  was  any  <*  pitiful  administration  or  anti- 
administration  measure."  I  thought  so  in  truth  and  hon- 
est sincerity.  It  was  expressly  denied  by  gpentlemen 
of  *•  the  party,"  among  the  rest  by  a  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Btvum,]  that  the  President  had 
called  for  this  appropriation,  and  they  contended  that 
we  had  no  right  to  infer  that  it  was  his  wish.  When  I 
returned  home  to  my  good  constituents,  and  was  ar- 
raigned for  voting  three  millions  to  the  President  to  do 
with  as  he  pleased,  I  vindicated  myself  roost  successfully 
from  this  charge  of  man-worship,  by  showing  these  very 
denials  that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  President  to  have  this 
appropriation  made.  It  was  over  and  often  repeated  in 
your  presence,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  in  that  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  [Mr.  CAxamxi- 
XKO,]  that  the  President  did  not  call  for  the^  appropri- 
ation, and  that  no  man,  therefore,  could  be  impeached 
for  man-worship  who  voted  for  it.  And  it  was  as  fre- 
quently  asked  whether  we  would  appropriate  so  large 
a  sum  without  a  call  from  the  President.  You,  sir,  and 
the  other  gentleman,  knew  the  secret,  were  present, 
and  neither  corrected  the  denials  nor  answered  the  in- 
quiries! Sir,  you  permitted  truth  to  fall  in  the  streets. 
Knowing  the  secret,  and  not  disclosing  it,  would  have 
been  bad  enough {  but  knowing  it,  and  keeping  it  confi- 
dentially—not disclosing  it  to  but  one  or  two  individu- 
als, that  with  the  view,  too,  of  obtaining  their  votes  for 
the  grant  of  the  three  millions,  and  enjoining  secrecy 
upon  them — is  awfully  alarming!  The  secrecy*  I  aay, 
sir,  implies  some  object  in  the  amendment  which  is  not 
expressed.  What  waa  that  object?  Were  three  mil- 
lions wanted  for  a  peace  establinhment?  Certainly  not, 
in  the  estimation  of  the  Executive,  or  it  would  long  ere 
then  have  been  recommended.  If  for  peace,  be  should 
have  given  us  information  at  the  previous  session. 
Without  doubt  the  President  did  not  suddenly  find  out, 
on  the  last  day  or  the  last  Congress,  that  three  millions 
were  wanting  for  a  peace  establishment.  No,  it  was 
not  for  peace. 

Was  it  for  war?  No.  The  House  was  unacquainted 
with  any  such  object.  It  is  true,  I  believe,  the  Presi* 
dent  was  for  war  at  the  last  Congress,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  he  has  alighted  from  his  war  horse  yet.  But, 
air,  if  war  was  in  the  wind,  the  House  was  deceiyed, 
completely  deceived,  by  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs,  who  but  the  da^  before  with- 
drew his  resolution  upon  French  relations,  declaring 
that  *' contingent  preparation  should  be  made  for  war." 
And  here,  air,  let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr.  Adams,]  that  he  could  not  have  inferred 
from  the  resolution  **  to  insist  upon  the  execution  of 
the  treaty*'  with  France,  that  preparation  for  war  was 
neoeimry,  because  such  an  inference  was  precluded  by 
the  withdrawal  of  the  express  resolution  to  make  con- 
tingent preparation  for  war.  I  ask^  then,  was  the  ob- 
ject of  this  amendment  to  make  secret  preparation  for 
war?  Did  th«  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Cambbbisho]  suppose  that  the  resolution 


to  make  contingent  preparation  for  war,  which  be  with- 
drew, would  be  published  in  foreign  ^urnals  as  well  as 
our  own,  and  that,  taken  in  connexion  with  the  other 
resolution,  to  insist  upon  the  execution  of  the  treaty, 
the  two  would  be  regarded  by  France  as  a  threat,  when 
this  amendment,  thus  clandestinely  smuggled  into  an 
ordinary  appropriation  bill,  would  attract  no  notice  at 
home  or  abroad,  and  we  at  the  same  time  could  attain 
the  objects  of  the  resolution  which  he  withdrew? 

If  such  was  his  policy,  why  did  he  not  make  it  known 
to  his  committee,  if  not  in  debate,  and  let  it  be  under- 
stood generally  in  the  House?  Is  this  to  be  the  pretext' 
Were  we  to  have  a  war  in  disguise?  Were  we  to  steal 
upon  the  enemy?  Does  it  become  a  nation  like  this  to 
put  a  dagger  up  sleeve,  like  an  assassin?  I  protest 
against  secret  preparations  for  war,  supported  by  secret 
appropriations!  Would  war  have  been  now  raging  or 
not.  Congress  or  no  Congress,  if  that  amendment  had 
passed?    Save  me  from  the  question! 

But,  for  the  objects  of  war  or  of  peace,  if  the  amend- 
ment had  been  in  proper  form,  I  put  it  to  the  members 
of  the  last  Congress  if  there  was  any  necessity  for 
secrecy?  Neither  army  nor  navy  was  in  a  proper  con- 
dltition  for  peace  or  for  war,  and  the  Departments  had 
the  best  reason  in  the  world  for  an  honest  and  an  open 
course.  Sir,  how  much  do  you  suppose  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  now  asks*  as  an  additional  appropriation,  to 
put  your  navy  in  trim?  Only  #6,337,775!  Well,  air, 
we  were  in  no  better  condition,  as  I  have  shown  you,  on 
the  3d  of  March,  1835,  than  we  are  in  now.  There 
was  then,  I  say,  as  this  their  own  estimate  shows,  reason 
enough  for  a  grant  of  supplies,  which  might  have  been 
honestly  and  openly  stated  to  us.  Why  was  not  this 
estimate  then  made  as  it  is  now'  1  mean,  sir,  in  a  word, 
was  there  any  object  besides  peace  establishment  for 
army  and  navy,  or  war,  which  was  meant  to  be  attained 
by  the  three  millions  amendment?  I  fear,  sir,  that  a  «rar 
upon  the  Treasury  for  the  purpose  of  Government 
patronage,  rather  than  a  war  upon  France  for  honor  or 
treaty,  was  meant  then,  and  is  meant  now!    Millions  of 

{rour  public  money,  which  is  appropriated  for  the  pub- 
ic good,  is,  by  som^  legerdermun,  appropriated  into 
the  pockets  of  the  pets  of  **the  party."  Your  navy, 
for  instance,  since  the  last  war,  I  am  told,  has  cost  you, 
sir,  sixty-five  millions  of  dollars,  and  for  that  sum  you 
have  got  afloat,  in  commission,  1  ship  of  the  line,  4  frig- 
ates, 11  sloops  of  war,  and  six  smaller  vessels!  The 
United  States  has,  I  am  told,  sir,  fourteen  millions  of 
property  in  the  Pacific,  round  Cape  Horn,  one  half  of 
which— more  than  the  whole  amount  of  the  French 
treaty — might  be  struck  off  at  a  blow  by  three  French 
frigatesi  and  you  have  on  that  station^  I  believ«,  one 
frigate  and  two  sloofis  of  war!  Tea,  sir,  I  have  all  along 
thought  that  it  was  high  time  ere  were  making  prepara- 
tion. I  thought  so  for  two  reasons:  I  knew  we  were 
not  upon  a  respectable  peace  estsblishment,and  I  thought, 
what  I  think  now,  that  war  is  not  an  impro4>able  thing 
when  GeneralJackson  desires  it.  I  therefore  voted  for  the 
three  millions,  and  more  than  ever  am  I  for  making  prep- 
aration, when  I  fear  that  the  question  of  peace  or  war 
depends  upon  one  man  alone— he  has  enough  to  do  his 
bidding,  here  and  elsewhere— and  when  I  look  at  our 
strength  compared  with  that  of  other  nations. 

Twenty  million  five  hundred  and  fiA^-two  thousand 
dollars  additional  appropriation  is  required  to  give  ua 
our  relative  naval  strength,  compsred  with  France  and 
Great  Britain.  Five  million  five  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars per  annum  required  for  ten  years,  to  attain  and  keep 
afloat  such  a  force. 

I  thinkjL  sir,  when  we  look  upon  this  comparative 
statement,  we  cannot  sav  to  France,  as  did  the  wolf  to  the 
lamb  in  the  fable:  <<'Tis  crime  enough  that  she  cannot 
resist!" 
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The  naval  forces  of  the  United  Stately  France,  and 
Great  Britain,  are: 
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And  I  think  that  this  will  show  us,  sir,  that,  if  war 
was  expected  or  intended,  there  was  a  strong  necessity 
to  commence  preparations  for  war.  Our  own  quarrel, 
our  own  weak  state  of  preparation,  and  our  enemy's 
strength,  should  long  ago,  say  I,  have  admonished  the 
watchful  guardians  of  the  nation  to  be  making  ready. 
They  have  been  furiously  charging  upon  othere,  upon 
the  Senate  of  the  last  Congress,  for  not  putting  the 
country  in  a  state  of  defence.  And  now,  sir,  if  it  can  be 
shown  that  they  are  themselveathe  guiltiest  of  the  guilty 
in  this  high  offence,  what  shall  be  done  with  the  cul- 
prits? Shall  they  not  have  the  poisoned  chaTrce  return- 
ed to  their  own  lips,  which  they  have  offered  to  others? 
Be  it  remembered,  sir,  that  the  Executive  conducts  our 
ft»reign  relations— he  has  known  the  chance  and  dangera 
of  war  much  better  than  we.  Ay,  sir,  some  develop- 
ments we  know  were  withheld  from  us.  If  the  country 
should  have  been  preparing  for  war,  then  should  not  the 
President  have  been  making  some  recommendations  of 
the  kind?  Should  he  not  have  been  warning  us  to  pre- 
pare? Where  are.  the  recommendations  of  the  Execu- 
tive, the  estimates,  the  messages,  the  communications  of 
the  Departments,  up  to  this  very  week  of  this  session? 
Non«---no,  not  one!  Was  the  President  for  war  during 
the  last  session?  When  did  he  call,  or  intimate  a  call, 
for  the  defence  of  the  country?  Sir,  will  it  be  believed 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  not  this  session, 
until  this  present  week,  furnished  your  Committee  on 
Naval  Affaira  with  the  estimates,  the  ordinary  estimates, 
of  appropriation? 

And  here,  sir,  I  must  be  permitted  to  vindicate  the 
notable  minority  of  eighteen  ?  I  intend  to  do  that  now — 
to  mark  facts  hereafter  as  we  gt>  along,  and  note  events 
as  they  occur;  for  I  am  now  more  than  sufficiently  ad- 
monished never  to  leave  the  defence  of  my  acts  in  one 
Congress  to  an^  subsequent  Con|p^ess  which  may  follow. 
Yes,  sir,  no  estimates  were  furnished  the  cominittee  to 
which  I  belong  by  the  Navy  Department  this  winter, 
until  they  were  kicked  out  of  it.  If  it  were  so  great  a 
sin  not  to  vote  three  millions  additional  fbr  the  increase 
of  the  navy  last  winter,  is  it  no  sin  not  to  ask  for  one 
eent  up  to  this  time  this  winter?  Sir,  it  will  be  recol- 
lected that,  on  the  11th  of  January,  the  honorable  chair- 1 


man  of  the  Committee,  on  Naval  AfAun  [Hr.  jAmrta] 
introduced  a  resolution  <•  that  the  Committee  on  Naval 
AflPkira  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
increasing  the  naval  force  in  commission."  f  opposed 
that  resolution,  voted  against  it,  and  was  thrown,  by  my 
good  friends  in  this  House,  into  a  notable  minority  of 
eighteen.  To  vindicate  that  eighteen,  and  to  exemplify 
fully  the  exact  manoeuvre  of  the  three  milltona  amend- 
ment last  session,  sir,  I  must  detail  to  you  a  short  history 
of  the  facts  of  the  case.  Some  time  previom  to  the 
time  when  the  resolution  was  offered  by  the  honorable 
chairman,  [Mr.  Jab  vis,]  he  and  I  were  vnJking  on  that 
highway  of  the  nation,  Pennsylvania  avenue.  We  met, 
sir,  a  distinguished  member  of  the  board  of  n«ry  commis- 
sioner»— a  commodore — who  shared  in  the  naval  fights 
and  victories  of  the  last  war.  We  stopped  to  hold  a 
conversation,  in  which  that  officer  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment frankly  admitted  that  our  navy  required  a  mrge 
appropriation,  a  nrach  largerappropriation  than  had  been 
called  for  by  the  Secretary;  and  said  that,  '« if  we  got 
into  a  war  with  France,  we  would  be  whipped  for  the 
first  three  years.*  "Well,  sir,"  I  replied,  "if  we  are 
to  be  drubbed  for  that  length  of  time,  I  think  we  bad 
better  take  care  not  to  get  into  the  fight,  or  bad  better 
begin  to  prepare  for  it  as  soon  as  possible."  He  said, 
**  af^er  we  were  whipped  for  about  that  length  of  time, 
we  would  begin  to  get  ready,"  and  begged  the  honorable 
chairman  and  myself  to  have  an  eye  to  the  neceasttJes 
and  wants  of  the  navy. 

Sir,  I  am  willing  to  take  all  the  responsibility  whioh 
belongs  to  me,  and  sometimes  more  than  belongs  to  me, 
in  case  of  emergency.  But  I  had  begun  to  suspect,  what 
t  suspect  still,  that  this  French  war  is  but  a  mere  key  to 
unlock  the  Treasury,  and  that  Congress  is  to  be  made, 
through  the  cry  of  national  defence,  to  take  the  respon- 
sibility of  turning  it,  and  opening  the  door  lor  patronage. 
If  the  money  should  happen  to  be  required,  and  the  ap- 
propriation be  popular,  the  praises  all  would  be  shouted 
to  the  Executive,  who  had  not  recommended  it(  and,  if 
unnecessary  and  unpopular,  the  curses  and  the  blame 
would  be  sure  to  fall  on  Congress,  f,  th««fbre,  sir, 
was  determined,  so  far  as  I  could)  to  block  the  game — 
to  make  those  who  should,  take  the  responsibility.  I 
was  wiHing,  and  am  still,  to  vote  for  any  reasonable  ap- 
propriation, if  called  for,  but  I  waa  determined  to  know 
what  additional  appropriation  would  be  "in  accordance 
with  the  views  of^the  Executive,"  before  the  election  of 
the  next  Congress?  Accordingly,  sir,  it  was  proposed 
in  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  to  inquire  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  whether  any  additional  appropriation 
for  the  increase  of  the  navy  waa  required.  This  inquiry 
was  directed  to  be  made  l>^  our  honorable  chairman, 
[Mr.  Jaetis,}  some  time  before  be  offered  his  resolution 
of  the  11th  instant,  and  was  then  pending.  No  aswwer 
had  been  returned  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 
though  it  seems  now  an  answer  had  t>een  given  to  the 
honorable  chairman.  Now,  sir,  arhen  the  honorable 
chairman  offered  that  resolution,  will  it  be  believed  that 
he  knew,  for  answer  from  the  Secretary,  that  he  (the 
Secretary)  liad  decKned  to  answer  the  inquiry  of  the 
committee?  When  the  honorable  chairman  offered  that 
resolution,  sir,  he  did  not  state  that  hia  committee  had 
already  inquired,  and  could  not  get  an  answer.  1  did 
not  know  then,  though  a  member  of  the  committee,  that 
our  inquiry  had  been  refused  an  answer,  and  thought  it 
was  still  pending.  If  still  pending,  I  thought  the  reeo- 
lution  supererogatory.  To>aaeertain  whether  our  inquiry 
liad  been  answered,  it  will  be  recollected  that  I  attjfempt- 
ed  to  ask  a  question  of  the  honorable  chairman  before  1 
opposed  his  resolution;  that  question  was,  whether  the 
inquiry,  on  the  very  same  subject  of  the  reaolutton  which 
we  had  already  anticipated,  had  been  answered  by  the 
Department?    And  I  hope  it  la  atill  remembered  by  t h 
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Hoase  how  I  was  prevented  from  obtaining  the  antwer 
which  I  desired  from  the  honorable  chairman.  I  asked 
the  question {  the  chairman  was  rising  to  answer,  when 
the  Speaker  asked,  "Does  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
yield  the  floor?"  «« Yes,  to  have  his  question  answered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Maine/'  [Mr.  Jabvzs.]  The  ques- 
tion was  repeated,  and  again  and  again  interrupted  by 
the  Speaker  in  the  same  way,  until  I  gave  up,  sir,  in 
despair,  the  attempt  to  obtain  the  answer  which  was  so 
necessary  for  the  correct  information  of  the  House.  It 
was  the  first  time  since  I  have  been  a  member,  sir,  that 
I  ever  saw  a  gentleman  thus  interrupted  and  positively 
prevented  from  obtaining  an  answer  to  an  inquiry  for 
mformation  courteously  put  to  a  member  in  his  seat. 

But,  sir,  I  can  confirm  a  remark  which  was  made  the 
other  day,  that  the  Speaker  may,  if  he  will,  by  many 
tricks  upon  order,  and  courtesy  too,  exercise  undue  pow- 
ers  over  the  proceedings  of  this  body.  So  it  wast  an 
honest  inquiry  was,  it  seemed  to  me  designedly,  stifled 
in  the  case  which  I  put.  The  answer  was  not  obtained, 
which,  if  it  had  been  obtained,  I  flatter  myself  there 
would  have  been  apparently  either  no  necessity  for  the 
resolution  of  the  honorable  chairman,  or  there  would 
have  been  no  minority  of  18.  The  resolution  passed 
with  a  vote  in  the  affirmative  of  164.  And  what  then 
did  the  Committee  on  Naval  AfTain  do?  How  **  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  increasing  the  naval  force  in  com- 
mission,*' without  going  rieht  back  to  the  Department, 
which  had  already  once  refused  to  answer  the  very  same 
inquiry?  We  dicl  order  a  written  inquiry  to  be  immedi- 
ately directed  to  the  SecreUry,  which  is  now  answered 
by  a  written  communication,  but  which  also,  I  am  told, 
would  not  have  been  answered,  but  for  a  circumstance 
and  an  influence  which  I  am  not  authorized  to  name. 
Yes,  sir,  the  answer  has  at  last  come,  and  what  does  it 
disclose?  Why,  that  the  Department  does  want  more 
than  six  mrllions  for  the  navy  alone!  The  Department 
of  War  also  has,  within  this  week,  crept  out  of  its  shell, 
and  called  for  more  than  five  millions!  Kleven  millions 
now,  instead  of  three,  actually  wanted,  and  if  wanted 
now,  was  wantinj^  on  the  3d  of  March,  1835,  and  no  call, 
no  recommendation,  no  estimates,  until  almost  this  very 
moment!  Now,  sir,  does  this  need  comment?  Has  there 
not  been  clearly  an  attempt  to  shuffle  off  responsibility 
on  Congress?  Is  it  not  a  plain  case  that  "  the  party" 
and  its  Departments  have  been  longing  wishfully  for  a 
full  sweep  at  the  public  coffers,  but  they  wanted  you 
and  I  to  take  out  the  money  for  them?  If  we  refuse, 
the  cry  is  raised,  <*  You  are  against  defending  the  coun- 
try (  the  next  step  for  you  is  to  ioin  the  enemy!" 

Sir,  I  wilt  not  put  my  hand  mto  the  Treasury  of  the 
people  until  I  know  specifically  for  what  their  monev  is 
to  be  expended.  Why,  sir,  even  after  the  House  had 
adopted  the  resolution  to  inquire,  and  before  an  answer, 
by  some  new  mode  of  appropriating,  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  to  ensure  relief  to  the  Secretary,  I 
suppose,  reported  an  increase  of  two  millions  to  the  or- 
dinary navy  bill,  voluntarily,  and  without  smy  call  or  in. 
formation  from  the  Department,  for  aught  we  know! 
Sir,  this  mode  of  voluntarily  appropriating  enormous 
sums,  without  message,  without  estimates,  without  rec- 
ommendation, or  information,  or  responsibiUty,  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive,  other  than  in  expending  them, 
will  soon  corrupt  the  Government,  and  make  Congress 
but  the  mere  tool  of  the  Executive!  And  now,  sir, 
what  judgment  shall  be  passed  upon  this  same  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  who  admits  now,  by  his  own  showing,  that 
more  than  six  millions  additional  are,  and  have  been  all 
the  time,  required  for  the  «« increase  of  the  nav^,"  and 
who  yet  has  never  made  any  recommendation  whatever, 
either  to  this  or  the  last  Congress,  except  for  two  frig- 
ates,  three  sloops  of  war,  and  four  steam-vessels,  which 
was  meant  as  an  increase  to  the  peace  establishment  1 
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only,  up  to  this  week  of  this  session?  Will  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Hawss]  now  embrace  iiim  in 
his  mortification  and  regret,  and  hand  him  over  to  the 
executioner  for  not  defending  the  country? 

Sir,  my  distinguished  friend  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
TaoxpsoK]  told  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Cajcbbblbno]  the  other  day,  that  **  it  is  the  fashion  of 
'  the  party'  not  to  shrink  from  responsibility."  My  hon- 
orable friend  has  convinced  me  that  he  is  a  most  excel* 
lent  judge  of  men  and  things,  but  he  was  mistaken  that 
time.  No,  sir!  General  Jackson,  in  perfect  accord- 
ance with  his  high-toned  independence  of  mind  and  ac- 
tion, assumes  responsibility,  but  *'  the  party"  shrinks^ 
and  skulks,  and  dodges,  in  fear  and  trembling!  When 
Jupiter  shakes  the  empyrean  heights,  all  the  gods  trem- 
ble! When  Jackson  frowns  and  stamps  his  foot,  rtsee 
in  his  majesty,  and  says  «<  I  take  the  responsibility!"  all 
the  sycophants  of  « the  party"  quake  with  fear!  Wit- 
ness the  deposite  question.  When  the  President  went 
forth  in  doubtful  contest  against  the  bank,  there  was  a 
'Mittle  man"  who  trembled  from  his  hair  to  his  heels, 
[here  some  one  said  he  had  no  hair,]  right,  sir,  his  head 
is  ba1d->from  the  crown,  then,  of  his  head  to  the  sole 
of  bis  foot.  His  knees  smote  together  with  fright  du- 
ring the  battle,  but  the  moment  the  victory  was  achiev- 
ed, out  sprang  the  Lilliputian  from  behind  the  Old 
Hero»  and  strutted,  hectoring  over  the  dead  body  of  the 
monster  monopoly!  So  it  was,  sir,  with  that  very  three 
millions  amendment.  I  have  no  doubt  the  President 
was  independent  and  honest  enough  to  have  recom- 
mended it  boldly,  but  *«  the  party"  leaders  kept  the  rec- 
ommendation secret;  and  when  the  sum  was  reduced  so 
low  as  to  disappoint  the  Old  Hero,  and  to  rouse  his 
wrath  to  veto  the  bill,  <*the  partv"  were  manoeuvring, 
and  dodging,  and  whispering,  and  cutting,  and  shuffling 
through  the  Capitol,  and  sending  billets,  to  change  the 
responsibility  of  the  failure  of  the  fortification  bill  from 
the  President  to  the  Senate!  Tliat  is  the  secret.  Sir, 
when  it  is  found  that  any  measure  will  succeed  and  ag- 
grandize the  <*  little  man,"  then  «<  the  partv"  will  Uke 
the  responsibility — not  before.  So  it  was  this  very  ses- 
sion with  this  same  Secretary  of  our  Navy.  If  there 
had  been  no  responsibility,  no  popularity  to  risk  in  rec- 
ommending six  millions  for  the  increase  of  the  navy,  the 
service  would  not  now  be  suffering  for  appropriations. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  a  certain- class  of  men  who, 
put  them  where  you  will,  in  any  situation  in  life,  will 
piddle — ^I  mean  old  bachelors!  I  never  will  hencefbrth 
support  any  man  for  the  presidency  who  will  appoint  a 
bachelor  to  any  office  of  honor  or  profit,  and  especially 
of  responsibility.  An  old  bachelor,  sir,  is  a  ''withered 
fig  tree" — ^be  is  a  '<  vtt  inertia  f*  Old  bachelors  are  too 
near  akin  to  old  maids! 

Sir,  when  the  Executive  desires  an  appropriation,  if 
he  will  "give  me  the  information  of  the  state  of  the 
Union,"  which  he  is  bound  to  give,  and  show  me  that 
the  public  good  requires  it,  and  how  and  for  what  it  ii 
to  be  made,  I,  for  one,  will  never  be  nigvardly  in  voting 
supplies.  The  Naval  Committee  has  already,  without 
recommendation  from  the  Executive,  or  inatnietiona 
from  this  House,  of  its  own  motion,  inquired  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  increased  appropriations.  My  policy  and 
views  are  the  same  as  when  I  voted  for  the  three  mil- 
lions amendment.  If  war  is  to  come,  I  fear  only  the  , 
consequences  of  being  unprepared.  We  have  the  sin- 
ews of  war,  and  should  apply  them  in  time.  With  an 
overflowing  Treasury,  and  a  quarrel  with  France  to 
settle,  I  would  have  voted  liberally  the  supplies  asked 
for,  but  until  now  none  have  been  called  for.  I  am  for 
peace — peace!  for  the  sake  of  peace!  But,  if  war  must 
come,  we  must  be  ready.  Since  the  rejection  of  the 
most  conciliatory  overture  of  compromise,  unless  there 
be  a  mediation  of  some  sort,  I  cannot  see  how  war  is  to 
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bctroided.  France  will  not  ttrike.  but  ibe  will  not  p^ 
the  money.  We  will  not  explain,  it  seeiiM}  and,  having 
the  eause  of  war  on  our  part,  we  cannot  remain  inactive. 
But,  sir,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  I  am  for  war,  or  to  discuss 
that  question  at  all.  I  only  mean  now  to  say  that  I  shall 
noit  take  part  with  France  against  the  President,  much 
Ices  will  I  aminst  tl)e  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
I  shall  go  for  my  country,  '*  right  or  wrong.''  And, 
air,  as  I  would  not — I  am  sure  the  President  will  ag^ee 
with  me  in  this^  for  he  knows  all  about  the  sport — pit 
a  game  chicken  without  his  gaflTs  on,  I  might,  perhaps^ 
a  doroinico,  just  to  see  him  killed— much  less  would  I 
send  out  our  old  ships,  which  have  whipped  the  proud- 
est of  England's  navy,  to  fight  Frenchmen,  without 
batteries  complete,  and  the  gallant  sons  of  our  army 
and  navy,  without  swords  and  buckler,  and  mail  of 
triple  steel!  But,  sir,  I  must  have  the  recommendation, 
the  estimates*  the  data,  and  there  must  be  no  juggling! 
Let  the  Executive  come  forward  and  recommend  what 
is  to  be  done.  I  will  rely  chiefly  upon  his  kqowledge 
of  the  wars.  He  should  have  come  forward  last  session. 
We  must  have  communications  from  the  Departments. 
They  know  of  the  necessity,  of  which  we  are  ignorant. 
Even  the  *<fourth  department"  of  the  Government,  the 
Globe,  has  been  furnished  with  more  information  than 
has  been  given  to  us,  to  whom  it  is  all,  all,  without  res- 
ervation, due.  If  war  does  depend  upon  the  will  of 
one  man,  he  will  have  enough  to  do  his  bidding,  to  vote 
when  he  bids  them  vote,  to  be  silent  when  he  bids  themi 
in  short,  to  say  *<  ay  or  no,"  as  he  may  prompt. 

Sir,  I  must  hereafter— I  have  been  bitten  once  by  low 
party  tricks  and  chicanery,  practised  to  put  an  immense 
sum  at  the  secret  service  of  *'  the  party"— I  say  I  must 
hereafter  know  to  a  certainty  that  an  appropriation  is  to 
be  applied  to  the  purposes  of  national  defence,  and  not 
of  electioneering,  before  I  vote  for  it.  Every  man  in 
the  Government  is  now  authorized  and  franked  to  elec« 
tioneer,  from  Indian  agents  and  postmasters  up  to  the 
President.  We  now  have  a  President  electioneering  for 
his  successor,  and  it  is  time  the  nation  was  told  of  it 
with  the  voice  of  a  trumpet!  Sir,  9mce  the  publication 
of  that  letter  of  outrageous  dictation  and  of  justification 
of  *'  the  Government  patronage  in  confiict  with  the  pu- 
rity of  elections)"  that  letter  to  a  member  of  the  Ten- 
iKoee  LegpsUture,  which  appears  in  the  Government 
offidaJ,  and  is  there  not  only  justified  but  lauded, 
claiming  the  right  to  employ  all  his  constitutional  pow- 
ers to  expunge  a  resolution  of  one  branch  of  Congress, 
and  the  right  to  interfere  witli  the  independence  of 
State  and  Federal  Legislatures,  I  feel  constrained,  by 
the  love  I  bear  my  country,  to  '*cry  aloud  and  spare 
not!"  Sir,  I  wish  to  see  the  public  mind  concentrated 
on  these  fiicts. 

But  to  return  from  this  digression.  The  three  mil- 
lions amendment  passedi  and,  after  a  disagreement,  the 
Senate  adhered.  Was  it  disrespectful  to  adhere?  Tlie  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams,]  who  I  thought 
was  «in  a  stew"  all  that  dreadful  night,  seems  now 
to  have  a  holy  horror  of  the  word  << adhere."  I  under- 
stood the  Senate,  sir,  as  strongly  asserting  only  the  doc- 
trine of  specific  appropriation;  not  as  cUssenting  from 
the  ordinary  items  of  the  bill,  and  not  as  objecting  to  a 
reasonable  amount  of  additional  appropriation  formally 
enacted.  The  Senate,  sir,  did  not  know  the  secrets!  And 
shall  the  Senators— among  the  rest  an  honored  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Wbits,]  who  knows  his  duty 
generally  as  well  as  any  man  without  being  told,  wIk> 
was  once  trusted  by  the  President  first  of  any,  and  de- 
-aerves  now  to  be  trusted  with  his  confidence  more  than 
all  his  present  friends,  who,  when  he  was  in  confidence, 
kept  it  honorably,  and  the  confidence  itself  was  honora- 
ble and  patriotic— shall  they,  shall  he,  be  accused  and 
condemned  for  not  knowing  without  hearing  the  Exec- 


utive secret?  Shall  he  be  required  to  know  without 
being  told— to  vote  without  knowing  why?  Why,  sir, 
the  service  is  hard  enough  to  do  the  sovereign  will  and 
good  pleasure  of  potentates  when  the  bidding  cornea 
foud  and  authoritatively,  and  that  Senator  is  not  one 
who  is  likely  to  obey  orders  from  any  power  but  that 
of  his  own  people  and  their  Leg^laturet  but  to  do  the 
will  of  his  master  without  bidding,  and  to  know  that 
will  without  being  told,  is  too  mudi  to  expect  of  any 
slave.  If  this  is  a  sin,  I  hope,  sir,  that  he  and  his  friends 
will  ever  have  to  plead  guilty.  Sir,  the  Senate  knew 
no  **why  or  wherefore"  whatever  for  the  passage  of 
that  amendment — they  were  taken  by  surprise— they  re- 
spectfully disagreed.  The  House  refused  to  recede, 
and  insisted.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Adaxs]  voted  to  re(^e  from  the  three  millions  amend- 
ment, and  yet  yesterday  he  asserted  that  any  one  "  who 
would  refuse  to  vote  for  that  amendment  had  but  one 
other  step  to  take,  and  that  step  would  be  to  join  the  ene- 
my and  assist  in  battering  down  the  walls  of  the  Capitol." 

[Mr.  AoAxs  here  rose  to  explain.  He  had  made  no 
personal  allusion,  be  said,  to  any  member  of  this  Con- 
"gress,  nor  to  any  individual  member  of  the  last  Coiigress. 
He  had  personified  a  sentiment,  and  his  remarks  were 
applied  to  that  personification.] 

Mr.  Wisx.  I  am  gbd  to  stand  corrected;  I  quoted 
the  language  in  order  to  be  put  rij^ht.  "  The  personi- 
fication of  a  sentiment!"  1  see  it,  sir;  I  can  give  it 
form,  size,  color— a  skin,  muscle,  bone,  and  unew.  1 
can  make  it  a  palpable  man,  whose  cranium  the  phre* 
nologists  would  mark  as  very  intellectual.  I  understand 
now  that  this  is  a  Massachusetts  war,  and  it  is  not  for 
me,  sir,  to  meddle  with  it.  If  I  understand  the  gentle- 
man's explanation  for  receding,  it  was  to  prevent  the 
loss  of  the  bill;  and  yet,  sir,  when  the  House  was  for 
adhering,  did  he  not  adhere  too?  [Mr.  Adams  shook  his 
head.]  So  it  is:  the  gentleman  did  vote  for  once,  twice, 
to  recede.  Generally,  if  any  man  ever  does  adhere* 
adhere,  and  adhere,  it  is  he.  I  voted  for  the  amend- 
ment, and  adhered  to  it  throuebout.  I  was  not  in  the 
secret.  I  was  on  the  verge  of  a  precipice,  and  I  might 
have  had  to  thank  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Adams]  for  a  vote  which  might  have  saved  me  from 
an  awful  plunge  into  error. 

When  the  House  asked  for  a  conference,  the  Senate 
readily  agreed,  and. appointed  conferees  on  »U  part. 
The  conferees  of  the  two  Houses  agreed  on  reducing 
the  appropriation  from  three  millions  to  eight  hundred 
thousand  dolhirs,  and  on  making  it  more  specific.  And 
I  now  again  ask  the  honorable  gentleman  from  New 
York,  [Mr.  Cambbslxito,]  the  chairman  of  the  conferees 
of  the  House,  whether,  when  be  left  the  conference, 
after  agreement  to  report,  he  did  not  intend  to  re. 
port?  Why  did  he  not  report?  Sir,  I  said  yesterday 
there  were  two  conjectures.  I  say  now  there  are 
three  modes  of  accounting  for  the  failure  of  the  hon- 
orable gentleman's  intention.  One  is,  that  the  report 
failed  because  of  a  word  in  the  ear,  whispered  by 
two  high  functionaries  between  the  conference-room 
and  that  door,  [pointine  to  the  door  next  to  the  Speak- 
er's room,]  or  the  gentleman's  seat  in  the  House.  Were 
there  not  two  such  **  busybodies"  in  the  way  of  duly  to 
report?  Another  is,  sir,  that  there  was  a  special  con> 
munication,  a  billetdoux,  handed  to  the  honorable  gen- 
tleman, [Mr.  Cambbxlsxo,]  in  his  seat,  after  he  came 
in  from  the  conference.  Was  there  such  a  billet,  and 
what  was  its  purport?  A  third  is,  that  there  was  a  spe- 
cial visit,  in  person,  from  a  certoin  distinguished  Senator 

of  "the  party,"  [Mr.  S W ^t,  Jr.]    What  did 

he  say?  Was  not  the  burden  of  all  three,  the  whisper, 
the  billet,  and  the  special  messenger— (the  Senator 
stooped  low  from  his  high  degree,  to  become  a  runner 
between  the  two  Houses)— that  the  conferees  of  the 
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Houtt  had  done  wrong  to  ame  to  reduce  the  sum? 
That  eifpht  hundred  thooiand  dollars  was  a  <'  poor,  piti- 
ful sun,"  which  would  not  satisfy  the  President?  That 
the  President  had  risen  up  in  wrath,  and  sworn  that  he 
would  Tcto  the  bill,  because  the  Senate  had  Mliised  the 
whole  grant  of  three  niUioM,  and  that  they  should  be 
made  to  bear  the  loss  of  the  whole  bilU  Did  not  the 
Intrigue  then  assume  a  double  aspect  of  policy,  to  waid 
offlromthe  President  the  responsibility  of  f«toing  the 
bill  which  he  had  sworn  to  Teto,  and  to  throw  i&  re- 
sponsibility and  odium  of  the  failure  of  the  bill  on  the 
Senate?  This  was  the  abommable  gamcf  it.wastoobad 
to  Juggle  us  first  out  of  our  independence  of  legislation, 
and  then  out  of  our  character!  There  are  five  high 
witnesses  to  attest  these  acts^  if  a  committee  be  appoint- 
ed to  inquire,  who  may  be  called  on«  Yon  may  go  to 
the  first,  second,  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  highest  officers 
of  your  Government;  and,  mr,  I  should  KIce  to  see  them 
thoroughly  cross-examined.  We  have  had  a  most  im- 
portant fact  disclosed  lately.  The  secret  journal  of  the 
Senate  has  been  opened,  and  a  certain  endorsement  of 
its  Clerk  has  been  ezposed.  Now,  sir,  that  Secretary 
of  the  Senste  is  a  most  excellent,  good,  and  pious  man, 
with  a  high  and  due  sense  of  propriety.  He  would  be 
cautious  to  endorse  nothing  which  was  not  only  true, 
1>ut  proper  to  be  endorsed.  But  I  most  ask  if  aH  was 
endorsed  which  was  said?  I  could  not  shut  my  ears,  sir, 
to  the  rumors  which  passed  from  seat  to  seat  that  awful 
night.  Suppose  the  Senate  did  send  a  message  to  the 
Executive  that  night,  rejecting  a  certain  nomination; 
and  suppose,  in  reply,  the  President  had  told  the  Sec- 
retary, '•  I  will  receive  no  further  communication  from 
the  d«— d  rascals;  the  Senate  is  defunct!"  I  am  sure, 
ahr,  such  an  answer  would  have  been  undignified  and 
unbecoming,  and  that  the  Secretary's  strict  sense  of 
propriety,  and  of  what  was  due  to  the  President  and  to  the 
■Senate,  would  have  prevented  him  from  endorsing  all 
that  was  said.  And  yet  this  committee,  if  raised,  and  it 
inquire  faithfully,  may  bring  out  many  such  facts. 

Sir,  I  repeat  that  there  was  no  disposition  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate  or  the  House  to  defeat  the  foKification  bill 
of  last  session.  Both  Houses  did  their  duty,  and  both 
are  now  equally  interested  to  guard  against  such  inter- 
ference for  the  future  as  actually  prevented  both  Houses^ 
though  ready  and  willing,  fVom  doing  their  duty.  Tes, 
sir;  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  R.  If.  Joairsov] 
challenged  me,  at  the  beginning  of  this  session,  to  specify 
acts  of  executive  intermeddling  or  interference  with  the 
independence  of  the  legislation  of  Congress.  I  gave 
him,  sir,  one  pretty  strong  case;  but  here  is  one  still 
stronger.  None  could  be  stronger.  On  the  Ust  night 
of  the  last  Congress,  both  Houses  of  Congress,  I  assert, 
and  have  proved,  were  not  only  ready  and  willing,  but 
anxioody  endeavoring,  to  pass  a  law  which  the  President 
<l)imself  says,  and  which  I  admit,  was  very  important  to 
the  public  interests,  with  large  majorities  in  each  in 
favor  of  the  hw,  and  the  two  Houses  agreeing,  by  ape* 
cial  conference;  and  they  oould  not  and  did  not  get  the 
bill  through,  in  consequence  pf  the  minions  and  pimps 
of  the  Executive  tampering  with  their  tools  in  the  House 
of  Representatives! 

Now,  sir,  if  the  gentleman  wants  a  stronger  case  than 
that,  I  cannot  imagine  it.  I  know  such  was  the  fact; 
and  though  all  ««the  Government"  should  swear  to  the 
contrary,  I  should  know  and  believe  the  fact  until  the 
day  of  my  death.  Is  it  to  be  borne,  that  some  twenty  or 
thirty  of  a  trained  band  shall,  by  reducing  us  below  a 
quorum,  reduce  a  majority  of  both  Houses  of  Congress 
below  the  foot  of  the  Executive'  Shall  we  be  thus  in- 
terrupted  in  our  business  by  <<a  fragment"  of  ''the 
party,"  doing  the  bidding  of  their  idol?  b  this  an  ad- 
ministration of  the  Government  in  the  spirit  and  letter  of  J 
the  constitution,  which  makes  the  legislative  department  I 


independent  of  the  Executive,  and  intends  that  it  shali 
be  a  check  upon  the  Executive?  Will  the  people  8ufi*er 
this  monstrous  violence  to  the  theory  and  practice  of 
their  Government?  Oh!  that  I  could  raise  my  voice  to 
a  pitch  of  remonstrance  which  could  go  forth  through- 
out this  land;  which  could  reach  everjr  hamlet,  every 
home,  and  every  heart  of  the  people;  which  could  speak, 
trumpet-tongued,  to  every  man  who  has  in  his  bosom  a 
spark  of  th«  apirit  of  the  free!  I  would  rouse  a  resist- 
ance to  this  misrule,  this  corruption,  this  patricide  of 
"the  party,"  which  would  soon  determine  whether  the 
many  or  the  few  shall  rule  the  destinies  of  this  republic! 
Sir,  the  whole  mass  of  power  which  is  conferred  by 
the  constitution  on  all  the  departments  of  this  Govern- 
ment is  nearly  as  great  as  the  whole  power  of  any  Gov- 
ernment of  any  civilized  people.  But  the  theory  of  our 
Government  so  distributes  this  power  among  different 
branches  or  departments  as  to  check  and  counter- 
balance, restrain  and  control  each  other  mutually. 
Power  with  us  is  so  neutralised  to  do  harm,  and  so  well 
poised  to  do  good,  in  the  theory  of  our  constitution,  that 
the  Government  was  made  free  at  the  same  time  it  was 
made  efficient.  But,  sir,  the  practice  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  of  late  so  perverted  the  theory  of  the  constitu- 
tion, that,  through  corruption,  we  are  fast  becoming 
bound  hand  and  foot,  and  a  single  department  is  absorb* 
ing  the  whole  mass  of  power.  The  principle  of  "  the 
party"  is  now  warring  upon  one  of  the  cardinal  princi* 
plea  of  the  constitution,  to  keep  separate,  distinct,  and 
independent,  the  legislative  and  the  executive  depart* 
ments.  That  principle,  without  which  this  Gotrernment 
cannot  remain  free,  is  totally  undermined  by  the  policy 
of  parties  to  elect  legislators  to  support— that  ii^  to  do 
the  will  of— Presidents!  Is  there  no  jealousy  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive left'  iioeipnideeorpiin<^ongrt9B}  Gone!  gone! 
Sir,  I  must  remind  the  House  that  on  the  Cumberhind 
road  bill  there  were  174  members  present  and,  voting* 
That  the  very  next  vote  there  was— no  quorum. 

Here  Mr.  Wiss  read  a  Ust  of  the  names  of  members 
who  voted  on  the  Cumberland  road  bill,  and  did  not 
vote  on  the  next  vote,  or  Moore  and  Letcher  resolution. 
There  were  66  in  number.  Of  these,  Van  Buren  men, 
50;  opposition  and  for  White,  16. 

On  the  Cumberland  road  bill  there  were  174  votes. 
Of  these  there  were,  Vsn  Buren  men,  87;  opposition 
and  for  White,  87. 

Parties  were  equal  on  that  vote.  On  the  Letcher  res- 
olution there  were  113  votes.  Van  Buren  men,  33; 
opposition  and  for  White,  80. 

Can  this  extraordinary  desertion  of  Van  Buren  men 
be  accounted  for  but  upon  the  supposition  of  design? 
A.nd,  too,  when  it  was  known  they  were  nearly  all  pres- 
ent in  the  House'  While  the  opposition  and  White 
men  had  retained  their  numbers  to  7,  there  was  a  falling 
oflTof  Van  Buren  men  of  54!— 54  out  of  87!  While  the 
opposition  and  White  men  continued  in  their  places, 
giving  their  votes  until  the  close  of  the  session,  the  Van 
Buren  men  did  not  again,  except  a  small  minority, 
answer  to  their  names. 

On  Mr.  Jarvis's  motion  to  adjourn,  there  were  118 

votes.  Van  Buren  men,  41 ;  opposition  and  for  White,77« 

On  Mr.  CarmichaePs  motion  to  adjourn,  there  were 

111  votes.    Van  Buren  men,  39;  opposition  and  for 

White,  73. 

Is  not  the  conclusion  irresistible  that  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  [Mr.  Cavbbk»R8] 
might,  at  any  moment  after  his  return  from  the  confer- 
ence, until  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  by  a  nod  or 
a  whisper,  have  aummoned  from  their  hiding  places  a 
quorum,  and  saved  the  loss  of  the  fortification  bill? 
Would  not  Roderick's  men  have  risen  up  at  the  whistle? 
Does  not  the  gentleman  from  New  York  know  that  he 
might  at  any  time  have  had  a  quorum?    Did  he  exert 
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hiibself  to  get  a  quorum?  Did  he  not,  and  did  not  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  busily  endeavor  to  penuade  members 
who  bad  conBoientious  scruples  not  to  vote  to  make  a 
quorum?  Did  not  Churchill  C.  Cambreleng  protest, 
by  speech  on  the  floor,  (see  Globe  of  the  5th  of  March, 
1835,)  against  the  right  to  compel  members  to  answer 
the  call  Tor  a  quorum,  when  he  all  the  time  was  voting 
himself?  Did  not  Mr.  Barringer,  of  North  Carolina, 
charge  the  intrigue  at  the  time,  and  ofTer  to  specify 
names?  Was  not  Abijah  Mann,  jr.,  of  New  York,  who 
refused  to  vote  on  every  question  from  the  last  quorum 
to  the  adjournment,  sitting  in  the  House  calling  for  the 
yeas  and  nays,  when  attempts  would  be  made  to  get 
along  without  a  call?  Did  not  Mr.  Barringer  tell  him  he 
had  no  right  to  call  for  yeas  and  nays,  as  he  said  he  was 
no  longer  a  member?  and  did  be  not  claim  to  be  as  much 
a  member  as  any  body?  Having  pledged  himself  to 
vote  for  the  Letcher  resolution,  did  he  not  inform  Mr. 
Letcher  he  could  not  then  vote  for  it?  And  did  not 
Letcher  reply,  **l  knew  the  Van  Buren  colts  would  slip 
their  bridles!"  When  Samuel  Beardsley  refused  to 
vote,  did  not  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Lxi]  move  to  expel  him  from  the  House?  But 
there  were  nearly  150  members  who  actually  voted  upon 
the  three  calls  of  yeas  and  nays  after  12  o'clock  at  night. 
Different  squads  would  come  in  and  vote  at  different 
times!  The  leadera-*oh,  yes!  the  leaders— were  all 
present:  were  they  not  here,  of  course?  That  was  one 
finesse,  and  the  other  was  to  march  and  countermarch 
the  followers,  so  as  that  each  one  might  claim  to  have 
voted.  But  the  proof  is  positive  that  there  was  a  quorum 
actually  voting  aAer  the  Cumberland  road  bill  and  13 
o'clock,  to  the  last,  but  voting  at  different  times!  My 
name  is  among  the  number  of  those  who  voted  on  the 
Cumberland  road  bill,  and  I  failed  to  vote  twice  after- 
wards. Mr.  Gilmer's  conduct  struck  me,  and  I  hesita- 
ted to  vote  until  I  was  satisfied  by  my  colleague,  [Mr. 
MsscxB,]  and  when  I  saw  the  miserable,  infernal  game 
which  was  playing,  I  would  have -voted  at  all  hazards, 
and  did  vote,  as  the  journals  will  show,  on  the  last  vote 
of  the  session,  to  help  to  make  a  quorum,  and  against 
adjournment!  And  now,  sir,  what  shall  we  say  to  these 
men  of  the  immaculate — the  only  patriotic  men — who 
would  not  for  the  world  have  had  the  fortification  bill 
to  fail?  Shall  they  not  have  meted  out  to  them  that 
measure  of  vituperation  which  they  have  meted  to  the 
Senate?  Shall  they  not  now  be  bunted  down  with  the 
furies  and  scorpions  of  abuse,  not  only  for  failing  to  do 
a  duty  which  was  unpardonable  in  the  Senate,  but  for  a 
knowingly  wilful  false  accusation^  Hurrah  for  such 
patriots!  They  are  for  national  defence!  Oh,  ahame! 
Oh,  honesty!    Oh,  truth! 

Sir,  the  gentlemen  have  got  into  a  hornet's  nest  by 
troubling^impudently  p^asconading  about  the  failure  of 
that  bill.  They  are  bitten  by  their  own  dogs!  Ob, 
yes!  the  hour  had  come  for  their  beautiful  trick.  I 
would  ask  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Ad- 
ams] if  he  never  signed  bills  after  13  o'clock  at  night  on 
the  last  night  of  a  session,  when  he  was  President?  Sir, 
I  can  prove  by  the  manuscript  minutes  of  your  Clerk 
that  there  was  a  quorum  in  the  House.  Here  is  a  book, 
the  title  of  which  is  "Twenty-third  Congress,  3d  Ses- 
sion— Minutes  of  the  House  of  Representatives."  In 
this  book  we  find  this  entry  on  Tuesday,  March  the  3d, 
when  the  main  question  was  taken  on  the  resolution  to 
compensate  Robert  P.  Letcher:  *<Ayes  113;  noes  3.  No 
quorum— many  members  declined  to  answer,  though 
standing  at  the  Clerk's  desk,  because  it  was  supposed  to 
be  past  13  o'clock."  Only  seven  members  were  wanting 
then,  but  three  afterwards,  to  make  a  quorum,  and  many 
members  declined  to  answer !  Sir,  there  was  a  quorum, 
and  a  quorum  at  the  command  of  "the  party."  Let  it 
never  hereafter  be  denied. 


[Itfr.  WisB  then  gave  a  summary  and  review  of  ma- 
terial facts.] 

Sir,  wHiat  caused  the  Senate  to  send  us  that  mesaage 
which  I  deem  so  reapectfiil,  and  which  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams]  deems  was  so  ineolent? 
The  Senate  was  warned  of  treachery!  When  that  spe- 
cial messenger,  that  Senator,  was  seen  dodging  in  and 
out— he  was  no  ghost,  sir;  if  one,  he  is  a  very  red-faced 
ghost,  he  Is  a  cogniac-looking  ghost!  [Here  Mr.  Wisi 
paused,  and  glanced  his  eye  around,  to  see  bim  hi  the 
hall.]  The  Senate,  sir,  was  warned  of  treachery.  They 
then  reminded  the  House  of  the  report  of  the  confer- 
ence. What  less  could  that  body  do  to  defend  itself 
from  the  Machiavelian  plot  against  it?  Was  there  suck 
a  spectacle  ever  exhibited  in  this  Capitol  before, 
as  a  trap  set  for  one  branch  of  Congress?  Tbia  mes- 
sage called  out  the  Jesuitical  excuse  that  the  hour 
had  come— there  wu  no  quorum— <<sorry,  regretted 
very  much,  but  the  Senate  must  take  the  responsi- 
bility!"— immediately  the  plot  revealed  itself!  Sir, 
[  hope  that  condition  of  things,  and  thia  exposure, 
will  stand  a  solitary  warning  to  "the  party"  not  to 
jeopard  again  the  interests  of  the  country,  by  its  low, 
servile  tricks  of  corruption!  ''The  party"  wished  to 
say,  by  resolution,  in  reply,  that. we  had  finished  our 
business,  when  this  bill  was  untouched.  Hour  after  hour 
had  the  Senate  politely  waited  for  this  fortification  bill 
to  be  sent  to  them  for  their  concurrence,  and  Mr.  F.  O. 
J.  Smith  moved  to  say  to  them— "we  have  completed 
jDur  business!"  And  at  last,  sir,  the  House  did  ignobly 
adjourn  without  completing  its  business,  including  this 
bill.  Sir,  I  have  not  to  take  back  one  word  of  what  I 
said  yesterday  about  the  adjournment  of  the  last  Con- 
gress. Except  on  one  solitary  question  I  shall  ever 
think  of  the  last  House  of  Representatives  with  disgust 
We  had  a  President  at  the  last  session  bent,  I  think,  om 
war!  The  House  was  subservient,  succumbing  and  ser- 
vile to  his  wishes  on  every  other  question  but  that. 
The  temper  and  the  example  of  the  House  on  that  ques- 
tion were  noble,  and  worthy  of  imitation  for  all  time 
to  come.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  may  weH 
claim  it  as  one  of  the  brightest  achievements  of  hia  civil 
career,  that  he  united  us  unanimously  in  one  of  the 
noblest  sentiments  which  ever  actuated  the  patriot — 
however  divided  amongst  ourselves,  in  our  own  house- 
hold as  brothers,  to  present  an  undivided  front  to  a  for- 
eign foe!  We  acted  wisely  and  temperately.  And,  sir, 
the  real  secret  is,  tbe  reason  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  did  not  report  sooner,  not  until  the  last  moment, 
and  then  In  the  form  of  that.three  millions  amendment,  wai^ 
that  the  chairman  [Mr.  CAMBBSLiire]  dared  not  report 
counter  to  theaenseof  tbe  people  on  the  one  aide,  or  to 
the  sense  of  the  President  on  the  other!  When  we>ct 
wisely*  though  counter  to  the  President,  the  praise  re- 
dounds to  the  Executive)  and  when  any  thing  wrong  ia 
done^  no  matter  by  whom,  the  Senate  is  now-a-days  made 
the  scap^^t  to  bear  all  the  sins  of  "the  party"  to 
which  they  are  so  much  opposed! 

Before  I  conclude,  sir,  permit  me  to  reply  briefly  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Hr*  Adaxs.]  That 
gentleman  protests,  with  great  emphasis,  against  the  ac- 
cusation of  sycophancy  and  man-worship  to  General  Jack- 
son? We  have  fallen  upon  strange  times.'  The  times 
have  monstrously  changed,  and  some  of  us  have  changed 
with  them.  I  am  frequently  at  a  loss,  sir,  to  determine 
which  side  of  the  question  that  gentleman  is  on.  At 
the  last  session  he  made  one  speech  for  war,  another 
for  peace,  another  for  war  again  {  and,  at  last^^  I 
thought,  was  about  right.  It  has  lately  been  said, 
and  I  believe  he  authorized  it  by  a  letter  to  the 
gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  [Mr.  Pxabcs,]  that 
he  has  changed  hia  politica  once  more  in  hia  latter 
days.    If  80|  sir,  I  shall  be  glad  of  itj  for  be  has  had  the 
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fortune  always,  I  beFieve,  to  prostrate  his  own  friends. 
I  shall  rejoice,  sir,  for  another,  the  best  evidence  to  Vir- 
ginia, North  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  all  the  democratic 
States— all  the  old  democratic  party— where  the  old 
federal  States  and  the  old  Hartford-convention  federal- 
ists are  rallying!  I  believe  no  man  knows  bis  own  kind 
better  than  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Ifassachu- 
setts,  and  I  know  there  is  a  great  change,  somehow 
or  other,  in  the  old  Jackson  party.  Sir,  a  new- 
fangled democracy  has  sprung  up,  and  renegado  fed- 
erafists,  of  whom  it  has  been  said  that  "  they  haunt- 
ed the  graves  of  such  men  as  Hamilton  and  Jay  like 
▼ampyres,*^  are  now  among  the  present  democrats  in 
the  land! 

.  The  gentleman  says  his  object  in  introducing  this  res- 
olution IS  to  arrive  at  truth,  and  to  produce  harmony  be- 
tween the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  Sir,  I  fear  his  means 
will  defeat  his  ends.  He  will,  by  this  resolution,  re-an- 
imate and  arm  the  dead  Hector,  once,  he  says,  dragged 
around  the  walls  of  this  Capitol  by  the  victorious  Achilles. 
Instead  of  an  inquiry  af^er  truth,  the  business  of  this  com- 
mittee will  be  to  arraign  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  break  down  that  body,  which  cannot  stand  much 
longer.  It  has  withstood  already  more  than  I  thought 
it  could  bear,  and  I  will  not  consent  to  apply  another 
catapult  to  its  walls.  The  gentleman  will  find  himself 
mistaken.  Instead  of  harmony,  he  will  array  House 
against  House,  and  the  legislative  department,  divided 

X'nst  itself,  must  fall.  The  policy  of  the  £zecutive, 
n  it  means  to  consolidate  all  power  in  itself,  will 
ever  be  to  divide  and  conquer.  I  will  not  aid  the  Ex- 
ecutive against  Congress.  Instead  of  being  united  here, 
to  a  man,  against  encroachments  of  the  Executive,  it 
seems  we  are  to  be  made  ourselves  the  instruments  and 
the  tools  of  executive  aggrandizement.  Will  tbere 
never  be  any  peace  in  the  land  until  every  institution  is 
prostrated  to  that  one?  I  hope  the  gentleman  does  not 
mean  to  enlist  us  in  this  fiital  and  unprecedented  war 
upon  the  Senate.  Sir,  if  I  differed  as  widely  as  the 
poles  from  the  Senate  on  subjects  of  past  differences,  I 
would  now,  in  these  fearful  times  or  consolidating  all 
power  in  the  Executive,  endeavor  to  become  veconciled 
to  that  body,  and  to  meet  it  on  common  grounds  of 
peace  and  harmony  and  united  action.  Behold  the 
spectacle  of  the  two  Hpuses  of  Congress  wrangling,  to 
the  destruction  of  each  other,  upon  the  point  of  dispute 
which  fsiled  to  do  the  sovereign  will  and  good  pleasure 
of  the  Executive,  which  will  and  good  pleasure  was 
neyer  graciously  made  known  to  either.  Would  that 
be  the  Congress  which  our  fiithers  created  by  the  con- 
stitution to  be  watchful  and  jealous  of  executive  power? 
They  created  us  to  be  a  check,  to  preserve  the  equilib- 
rium of  power,  and  we  are  to  quarrel  about  which  shall 
yield  most  to  a  department  which  at  best  is  but  co-ordi- 
nate! I  say,  sir,  such  a  Congress  as  some  would  make 
us  is  not  the  Congress  which  the  founders  of  our  Gov- 
ernment intended;  and,  when  we  yield  our  jealous  In- 
dependence, the  Congress  of  the  constitution  will  be 
dead,  dead,  dead!  With  the  power  of  appointing  the 
Judiciary  to  decide  upon  laws,  and  with  the  power  of 
controlling,  by  the  bribes  of  appointment,  the  legislators 
who  are  to  enact  the  laws,  the  President,  if  he  will 
abuse  his  trusts,  is  omnipotent,  and  the  Government  is 
consolidated  in  the  Executive.  Oh!  that  I  could  inspire 
my  fellow-members  of  this  House,  and  the  whole  Ameri- 
can people,  to  rise  up  in  time  against  excessive  execu- 
tive power!  The  time  has  come  when  every  man,  in 
private  life  and  in  public,  when  the  high  and  the  low, 
the  rich  and  the  poor,  should  meet  together  for  the  safety 
of  the  Government  Whilst  that  is  at  stake,  let  us  con- 
.  ciliate  and  cheer  each  other,  and  say— It  is  not  you  of 
the  Senate,  nor  you  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
who  have  sinned  so  grievously  against  the  country,  its 


laws,  its  constitution,  and  the  spirit  of  its  institutions^ 
but  you,  the  minions  of  the  Executive! 

Sir,  I  denounce  the  attempt  to  charge  the  loss  of  the 
fortification  bill  upon  the  Senate,  on  the  part  of  those 
who  make  it,  knowing  it  to  be  false,  to  be  a  base  fraud 
and  imposition  upon  the  country! 

Satubdat,  jAirvAmT  33. 
LOSS  OF  THE  FORTIFICATION  BILL. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion yesterday  offered  by  Mr.  J.  Q.  Adams; 

Ruohcdf  That  so  much  of  the  message  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  Congress  at  the  commence* 
ment  of  the  present  session  as  relates  to  the  failure,  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  of  the  bill  containing  the 
ordinary  appropriations  for  fortifications,  be  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into, 
and  report  to  the  House,  the  causes  and  circumstances 
of  the  failure  of  the  bill. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wiluams, 
of  North  Carolina,  to  amend,  by  adding  **  with  power 
to  send  for  persons  and  papers"— 

Mr.  WISE  resumed  and  concluded  the  remarks  com- 
menced by  him  yesterday,  as  given  entire  in  preceding 
pages. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  rose  and  remarked  that  he  had 
not  half  so  much  to  say  as  had  been  said  bv  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia,  and  he  was  not  disposed,  at  this  late 
hour,  to  say  any  thing.  But,  with  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  he  would  take  an  opportunity  to  correct  soma 
extraordinary  mistakes  into  which  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  had  fallen.  His  object  was,  however,  not  so 
much  to  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  as  to 
reach  a  gentleman  who  began  this  war  upon  him  at  the 
last  session.  In  what  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had 
stated  there  was  no  novelty.  He  had  brought  forward 
nothing  which  had  not  been  published  in  every  opposi- 
tion paper  in  the  Union,  for  the  last  six  months.  He 
would  promise  the  House  to  exhibit  to  them  a  document 
published  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  while  a  certain 
Senator  was  in  that  city,  af\er  the  close  of  the  last  ses- 
sion, which  would  prove  unequivocally  the  fiilsehood  of 
the  charges  made  against  him.  Mr.  C.  repeated  that 
his  object  was  to  reach  that  Senator.  This  much  of  his 
purpose  he  would  announce.  He  should  shrink  from 
no  responsibility,  and  wished  to  disguise  no  facts.  He 
should  vindicate  himself  from  the  charges  made  against 
him,  and  bring  his  argument  to  this  conclusion:  '<  Let 
the  galled  jade  wince,  my  withers  are  un wrung."  With 
a  view  to  embrace  the  first  opportunity  which  might  be 
afforded  to  him  to  address  toe  House,  be  now  moved 
that  the  House  adjourn. 
The  House  then  adjourned. 

MonAT,  Javvabt  25. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  ADAMS  presented  the  petition  of  one  hundred 
and  seven  females,  residing  in  his  congressional  district, 
praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  ADAMS.  I  claim  the  floor,  and  shall  not  yield 
it.  I  move  that  the  petition  be  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, with  instructions. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  hoped  that  the  gentleman  would 
not— 

Mr.  ADAMS.    I  call  to  order. 

The  CHAIR  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts was  entitled  to  the  floor.  The  petition  which  rhe 
l^entleman  proposed  to  present  was  still  in  hi|  posses- 
sion. 
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Mr.  ADAMS  mored  that  the  petition  be  received; 
and  WA8  proceeding  to  diicuss  the  propriety  of  iti  re* 
ception,  when 

Mr.  HABDIN  rose  to  a  question  of  order.  It  was 
not  in  order,  in  his  estimation,  to  diaettis  the  notion  of 
the  gentleman  at  this  time.  Itie  ordet  of  bosiness  now 
seemed  to  be,  first,  prayers,  then  the  journal  wu  read, 
and  afterwards,  on  almost  evcTy  morning,  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams]  made  a  speech. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  gentlenian  from  Massa- 
chusetts bad  made  a  motion  to  receive  a  petition,  and 
was  proceeding  to  discuss  that  motion.  The  Chair  had 
heretofore  decided  that  It  was  competent  to  do  so.  The 
gentleman  was  therefore  not  out  or  order. 

Mr.  CRAIG  appealed  from  the  decision  of  (he  Chair. 
Mr.  ADAMS  inquired  if  this  appeal  was  not  identical 
Vith  the  one  which  was  pending  on  his  motion^ 
The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  affirmative. 
Mr.  EVANS  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  appeal; 
which  were  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  the  question.  The  Chair  de- 
cided that  it  was  competent,  under  the  rules,  upon  a 
motion  to  receive  a  petition,  to  discun  the  propriety  of 
Us  reception  at  the  time  it  was  offered;  the  45th  rule 
not  applying  to  a  petition  not  in  the  posiession  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  C.  JOHNSON  moved  to  postpone  the  ouestion  of 
'order,  and  the  matters  connected  with  it,  until  Saturday 
next.  His  object  was  to  enable  members  to  present 
petitions. 
After  a  few  remarks  by  Mr.  HARDIN, 
Mr.  WHITTLESEY  moved  to  amend  the  motion  by 
substituting  Monday  next  for  Saturday. 

Mr.  HARPER  was  opposed  to  a  postponement.  He 
was  prepared  to  vote  upon  the  appeal  at  this  time. 

Mr.  REED  suggested  that  the  subject  should  be  post- 
|)oned  until  Tuesday  week. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  accepted  the  suggestion  as  a 
modification  of  his  motion. 

Mr.  C.  JOHNSON  then  modified  bis  motion  so  as  to 
postpone  the  appeal,  8ic.,  until  Tuesday  week. 

Mr.  MILLER  thought  the  sooner  the  question  upon 
the  appeal  was  decided  the  better;  he  therefore  moved 
the  previous  question,  the  effect  of  which,  he  under- 
stooa,  would  be  a  direct  vote  upon  the  appeal  from  the 
decision  of  the  Chair. 
The  previous  question  was  seconded,  85  to  ^3. 
Mr.  MERCER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  order- 
ing the  main  question  to  be  put;  which  were  refused; 
and  the  House  decided  that  the  question  should  be  put 
without  a  count. 

The  question.  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair  stand  as 
the  judgment  of  the  House P  wss  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive, by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows: 

Ysis — Messrs.  Anthony,  Ash,  Banks,  Barton,  Beale, 
Bean,  Bockee,  Boon,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Bunch,  Bynum, 
John  Calhoon,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Camp- 
bell, Carr,  Carter,  Casey,  Chancy,  Chapman,  Chapin, 
Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  John  F.  H.  Claiborne,  Cleve- 
land, Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Corwin,  Cramer,  Cushman, 
Darlington,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dickerson,  Dromgoole, 
Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fowler,  French,  Fry,  William  K. 
Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland,  Gillet, 
Glascock,  Grantland,  Griffin,  Haley,  Hamer,  Hammond, 
Harlan,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawes, 
Hawkins,  Haynes,  Henderson,  Hiester,  Holsey,  Hop- 
kins, Howard,  Hubley,  Huntington,  Hunstman,  Inger- 
aoll,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Joseph  Johnson,  Richard 
M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  John  W. 
Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kin- 
nard,  Lane,  Lansing,  Lawler,  Joshua  Lee,  Luke  Lea, 
Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  I 
Manning,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  William  Mason,  Mo-  I 


ses  Muon,  Maury,  May,  McCooms,  McKay,  lIcKeon, 
MoKim,  McLene,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Moi|pin,  Morris^ 
Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Pai^s^  Patterson,  Dutee  J. 
Pearce,  JamesA.Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Phelps,  Pinekney, 
John  Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Rotne,  Rogers, 
Seymour,  Shields^  Shinn,  Smith,  Spangler,  Btandefer, 
Storer,  Taylor,  Thomas,  John  Thoosson,  Waddy 
Thompson,  Toucey,  Towni^  T^rrill,  Underwood, 
Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Weeks,  Whiter  Whittle^ 
aey,  Lewis  William8^143. 

NiTS-^Messrs.  Adam%  Chilton  Alkn,  Heman  ABen, 
Bell,  Bond,  Briggs,  Brown,  Geoi^  Chambers,  John 
Chambers,  Childs,  Clark,  Craig,  Denny,  Evans,  Efct- 
ett,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  Granger,  Graves,  Grayson,  Gren- 
nell,  Hiland  Hall,  Hanhegan,  Hard,  Hardin,  Harper, 
Hszeltine,  Hoar,  Howell,  Hunt,  William  Jackson,  Janes^ 
Laporte,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Lincoln,  Lucas^  Samson 
Mason,  McCarty,  McKennan,  Mercer,  Moore,  Parker, 
Franklin  Pierce,  Peyton,  Phillips,  Reed,  Rencber,  Rob- 
ertson, Russell,  Schenck,  William  B.  Sfaepard,  Augus- 
tine R.  Bhepperd,  Shde,  Sloane,  Steele,  TaFiaferro^ 
Vanderpoel,  Vinton,  Sherrod  Willlams--59. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  was  glad  the  question  bad  been 
at  last  decided.    By  the  decision,  every  member  of  the 
House,  having  a  petition  to  present,  is  authorized  to  de- 
bate, as  long  as  he  shall  think  proper,  the  question  of 
reception,  whether  on  shivery  or  any  other  subject. 
He  had  heretofore  endeavored  to  keep  a  discussion  of 
the  question  out  of  the  House,  and  should  not  now  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  longer  than  to  state  the  rea- 
sons why  he  bad  moved  the  reference  of  the  petition  to 
a  select  committee.      Mr.  A.  said  his  specul  reason 
was  that  the  petition  just  presented  came  from  bis  own 
immediate  constituents.    Heretofore,  until  the  present 
session,  be  had  never  received  but  one  single  petition 
from  his  own  immediate  constituents,  and  that  one  sign- 
ed by  but  very  few,  because  it  was  well  known,  from  the 
time  that  he  presented  the  fifteen  petitiorts  from  citizens 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  that  he  should 
not  support  the  prayer  of  such  petitions.    But  atnoe  the 
commencement  of  the  present  Congreas,  he  had  receiv- 
ed one  or  two  petitions  from  his  own  constituents,  and 
the  one  which  he  had  offered  to  the  House  was  endors- 
ed  "  The  within  petition  of  the  ladies  of  Marsbfield, 
Massachusetts,  is  committed   to  the    hands   of  Jobh 
QvivoT  Anixs,  with  a  request  that  he  shall  present  it, 
and  further  ita  object.*'    Mr.  A.  said  he  was  requested 
to  present  it,  and  from  a  portion  of  his  constituents 
from  whom  every  deference  was  due;  he  meant  from 
ladies.   It  was  sent  to  him  not  only  with  the  request  that 
he  should  present  it  to  the  House,  but  that  he  should 
further  its  object.    He  wished  the  petition  received  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  but  if  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia,  he  wooM  be 
satisfied;  but  he  wished  it  referred  to  a  committee, 
which  would  make  a  report  that  would  satisly  the  peti- 
tioners that  their  prayer  ought  not  to  be  granted.    He 
begged  of  those  who  could  command  a  majority  in  the 
House,  and  who  were  as  unwilling  as  he  was  to  make 
the    abolition   question  a  stumblingblock,  to  take  a 
course  which  would  treat  the  petitions  with  respect;  to 
examine  and  present,  with  the  utmost  force,  the  reasons 
which  should  justify  the  House  in  not  granting  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioners. 

He  believed  that  to  be  the  best  course  to  effect  the 
desired  object.  He  believed  it  to  be  the  true  course  to 
let  error  be  tolerated,  to  grant  freedom  of  speech,  and 
freedom  of  the  press,  and  apply  reason  to  pot  it  down. 
He  had  no  sort  of  doubt  but  that  a  committee  of  the 
House  could  furnish  ressons  why  the  prayer  of  these 
petitions  should  not  be  granted,  which  would  satisfy 
every  reasonable  and  humane  individual  in  the  country. 
He  begged  the  majority  of  the  Houte,  North  and  South, 
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to  coiuider  whether  It  wu  not  most  jut t  and  likelj  to 
■ooth  and  compoee  tlie  feelingi  of  tho  people  of  the 
countiy.  It  appeared  to  bim  that  would  be  the  proper 
ooune«  and  that  it  would  be  an  eaajr  matter  to  ibow  why 
Ae  prayer  of  the  petitionera  ahould  not  be  granted. 

The  Speaker  or  the  Houae  bad  the  appointaieDt  of  the 
oommittees  of  the  Houae»  and  he  came  from  that  portion 
of  the  eountrv  which  was  moat  deeply  intereated  agunst 
the  prayer  ot  the  petitioners,  and  be  roust  be  permitted 
to  8sy»  that  portion  which  must  he  of  one  opinion,  and 
cannot,  dare  not,  express  anv  other  opinion.  The 
Speaker  had  already  appointed  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia,  the  chairman  of  which  and  a  ma- 
jority of  members  were  also  from  that  portion  of  the 
Unioa.  If  the  Speaker  of  the  House  appoints  a  special 
committee,  he  will  appoint  auch  committee  as  he  shall 
think  beat  suited  to  give  sound  and  solid  reasons  for  the 
refusal  of  the  House  to  grant  the  prayer  of  the  petition- 
ers. That  would  leave  the  right  of  petition  unimpaired, 
and  still  secured  to  the  House.  No  abolitionists,  nor  any 
person  favorable  to  the  views  of  the  petitioners,  could 

Klead  that  this  destroyed  the  right  of  petition.  He 
oped,  for  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the  community, 
and  for  the  peace  and  harmony  or  the  House,  that  the 
petition  might  be  received.  He  hoped  that  the  sacred 
right  of  petition  would  reosain  unimpaired,  and  that 
nothing  appearing  to  conflict  with  that  right  would  be 
the  course  of  the  House.  These  were  the  reasons  why 
he  moved  that  the  petitiea  be  received. 

Mr.  MILLER  concurred  very  (Vilty  in  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  When 
petitions  of  this  charader  were  first  presented,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  ther^  were  two  modes  in  whieb  they 
roiffht  be  disposed  of.  The  first  was  to  lay  them  on  the 
table  without  debatet  and  if  this  course  was  not  deemed 
advisable  by  a  mafority  of  the  House,  then  that  they 
ahould  be  referred.  If  the  present  course  was  perse- 
vered in,  it  would  preclude  the  presentation  of  every 
other  petition  during  the  day  set  apart  for  the  presenta- 
tion of  petitions.  Besides,  resolutions  were  pending  in- 
volving the  whole  subject.  Under  this  view,  and  to 
enable  other  gentlemen  to  present  their  petitions^  he 
moved  to  ]a,y  the  preliminary  question  of  the  reception 
of  the  petition  on  the  table. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  asked  for  the  yeas  and  naysi  which 
were  not  ordered. 

The  motion  to  lay  the  preliminary  question  on  the 
table  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JxniraB,  of  Maryland,  attended  and  was  qualified. 

Mr.  ADAMS  presented  a  petition  from  160  or  170 
citizens  of  western  Pennsylvania,  praying  the  abolition 
of  slavery  and  the  skive  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbis; 
which  he  moved  be  received. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  said  he  had  hoped  that  gentlemen 
would  have  paused  before  they  proceeded  to  introduce 
other  petitions  of  the  same  character,  particularly  after 
the  vote  which  hadju^t  been  Uken,  and  also  when  it 
was  known  that  a  simiUr  petition  had  been  noade  the  or- 
der of  the  day  for  Saturday  next,  snd  that  the  resolutions 
embracing  the  whole  sul^ect-matter  were  in  the  pos- 
session or  the  House,  and  woukl  soon  be  finally  acted 
on.  To  press  these  petitions  now,  under  circumstances 
like  these,  seemed  to  him  to  be  intended  to  produce 
excitement,  and  wound  the  feelings  of  the  southern 
members. 

Tlie  SPEAKER  reminded  the  gentleman  that  it  was 
not  in  order  to  impugn  the  motives  of  any  member  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  said  his  remark  was  a  general  one. 

Mr.  HARDIN  rose  to  a  question  of  order.  He  under- 
stood the  gentleman  to  present  a  petition  from  citisens 
of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania <  and  as  the  rule  required 
the  States  to  be  called  in  th^ir  order,  he  did  not  think 


the  gentleman  firom  l|asaachusetta  was  in  order.  If  thia 
principle  were  carried  out,  Mr.  H.  could  hand  dl  hia 
papers^o  a  member  from  Maine,  and  thus  get  a  prefer* 
ence. 

The  CHAIR  said  the  rule  was  not  limited  to  petitions 
and  memorials  from  the  State  from  which  the  member 
presenting  one  came.  Every  member  bad  a  right  to 
present  the  petition  of  any  citizen  from  another  Statfs. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  ag[ain  appealed  to  gentlemen 
charged  with  these  petitions  to  withhold  them,  at  leasl 
for  the  present,  and  to  wait  the  result  of  the  resolutions 
he  had  just  referred  to.  As  the  gentleman  from  Ma*< 
aachusetts  (said  Mr.  G.)  has  thought  proper  again  to 
speak  of  the  sacred  right  of  petition,  and  to  uige  that 
not  to  receive  a  petition  was  an  encroachment  upon  that 
rij^ht,  and  a  violation  of  the  first  amendment  of  the  con« 
stitution,  the  latter  part  of  which  declares  **  that  Cop« 
gross  shall  pass  no  law  to  prevent  the  right  of  the  people 
peaceably  to  assemble  and  petition  the  Government  for 
a  redress  of  grievances^''  he  felt  it  his  duty,  situated  as 
he  was,  having  made  a  motion  to  that  efTect  some  days 
since,  to  offer  a  few  remarks  in  reply.  Mr.  G.  said  he 
hoped  he  would  be  pardoned  for  again  repeating  and 
aaying,  once  for  all,  that  he  had  as  high  a  regard  for  the 
right  of  petition  as  any  member  on  that  floori  but,  in 
admittinff  this,  he  must  observe,  he  had  an  equal  regard 
for  the  rights  and  privilegea  secured  to  every  meoiber 
under  the  rules  and  regulations  adopted  for  our  govern* 
ment.  Sir,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  1  feel  a  perfect  conviction, 
from  the  slight  investigation  which  I  have  been  enabled 
to  give  this  subject,  that  we  have  a  clear  constitutional 
right  not  to  receive  a  petition)  and,  in  doing  so,  we  violate 
no  part  of  that  instrument  to  which  gentlemen  have  so 
frequently  referred)  nor  do  we  encroach  upon  any  of 
those  righta  intended  to  be  secured  under  it/  I  hold 
(said  Mr.  G.)  that  whenever  any  portion  of  our  fellow* 
citizens  peaceably  assemble  and  petition  Congiess  for  a 
redress  of  grievances,  and  those  petitions  are  presented, 
and  their  contenta  briefly  stated,  as  required  by  one  of 
our  rules,  that  moment,  if  not  before,  all  the  rights  in- 
tended to  be  secured  to  the  citiiens,  were  secured  and 
fully  complied  with)  and  it  tlien  devdvea  on  this  House 
to  dispose  of  them  as  may  seem  Just  and  proper, 
in  conformity  to  ita  ruleS)  which  would  be,  not  to  re* 
ceive,  to  reject  afler  receiving,  or  to  refer  It  to  some 
select  or  standing  committee,  or  lay  it  on  the  table,  de- 
pendent entirely  upon  the  will  of  a  majority. 

Mr.  G.  emphatically  asked,  what  is  the  question  now 
presented  for  consideration?  It  ia  this:  «  shall  the  peti- 
tion be  received?"  It  cannot  now  be  denied,  nay,  it  ia 
admitted  on  aU  hands,  that  the  question  is  a  proper  one* 
Yes,  sir,  it  grows  out  of  the  very  motion  made  by  the 
gentleman  hiaiself,  on  presenting  his  last  petition,  which 
was  thai  « the  petition  be  received."  Thia  brings  me, 
sir,  to  an  important  feature,  necessarily  involved  in  the 
discuniou)  and  I  shall  proceed  to  show  that  Mr.  Jeffer- 
son, the  great  and  illustrious  statesman,  whose  knowl- 
edge and  experience  of  all  parliamentary  rules  and 
reguhtions  have  never  been  questioned,  and  whose 
Manual  is  at  this  day  looked  upon  and  recognised  as  a 
text  book,  and  adopted  by  all  legishtive  bodies  and  de- 
liberative assemblies  throughout  the  Union  for  their 
government,  and  particularly  by  the  Congress  of  the  « 
United  States,  holds,  and  so  lays  it  down  in  his  remarks 
which  follow  the  45th  rule:  «That  regularly  a  motion 
for  receiving  a  petition  must  be  made  and  seconded,  and 
a  question  put  whether  it  shall  be  received)"  and  it  is  in 
accordance  with  his  views,  thus  expressed,  that  the  quea-  . 
tion  is  now  presented,  snd  muat  always  be  presentod,  on 
the  presentation  of  a  petition,  if  there  be  any  objectiona 
to  its  reception.  This  (said  Mr.  G.)  he  understood  to 
be  the  uniform  practice  of  this  House,  and  was  strictly 
adhered  to  in  the  Senate.    If  this  principle  be  estah- 
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liahed,  iway  with  all  comtitutional  wniples  tnd  objec- 
tionff.    They  can  ATail  no  one;  for  all  who  ^xktw  the 
Juitly-ctyled  lage  of  Monticello,  must  know  tnat,  in 
expounding  constitutional  questions,  if  he  had  an  equal, 
he  had  no  superior.     Sir,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  Mr.  Jefferson 
was  a  strict   constructionist,   and   would    hare   been 
amongst  the  last  to  have  incorporated  into  the  rules  of 
this  House  an]r  question,  a  decision  of  which  would  tio* 
late  that  constitution  which  he  held  so  dear  and  sacred; 
and,  with  great  deference  to  the  opinions  of  others,  he 
looked  upon  it  as  a  reflection  upon  his  memory  even  to 
suppose  it.    Had  he  considered  that  not  to  receive  a 
petition  was  to  deprive  the  citizens  of  this  countTy  of  the 
right  of  petition,  a  right  intended  to  be  secured  to  them 
under  the  clause  of  the  constitution  to  which  he  had  re- 
l^nred,  would  he  not  have  ingrafted  into  the  rules,  or, 
in  commenting  upon  them,  have  declared  that  all  peti- 
tions must  be  received,  emanating   from  the  people 
peaceably  assembling  and  petitioning  for  a  redress  of 
grievances?    The  inference,  (said  Mr.  G.,^  to  his  mind, 
was  irresistible,  and  he  honestly  believed  all  would  come 
to  the  same  conclusion  upon  mature  reflection.    That 
Mr.  Jefferson  had  an  eye  single  to  the  constitution  at  the 
time  he  prepared  his  Manual,  he  bad  never  doubted; 
and  even  if  he  had,  be  should  have  been  satisfied  of  the 
fact  upon  reading  s  sentence  from  the  preface  of  his 
work,  in  which  he  states,  '<That  he  considered  the  law 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  as  composed  of  the 
precepts  of  the  constitution,"  be.    Let  it  not  be  forgot- 
ten that  Mr.  Jefferson,  as  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  presided  over  that  body  for  years,  from  which 
time  to  the  present  period,  the  question,  "Shall  the 
petition  be  received?"  has  been  recognised  and  consid- 
ered as  a  proper  one,  and  not  conflicting  with  any 
feature  of  our  constitution,  or  why  should  it  be  retained? 
why,  permit  me  to  ask,  has  it  not  been  erased  from  the 
rules?  or  why  are  we  permitted,  by  recording  our  votes 
in  the  negative  on  the  present  question,  to  violate  it,  as 
gentlemen  say  it  will  be?    Sir,  (mid  Mr.  O.,)  if  it  be 
unconstitutional  not  to  receive  a  petition,  we  should  not 
for  a  moment  permit  by  a  rule,  or  by  the  practice  of 
this  House,  any  question  to  be  propounded,  the  result  of 
which  would  lead  to  its  violation.  For  himself,  he  had  no 
scruples  on  the  subject.    This  question  being  adopted 
and  considered  by  Mr.  Jefferson  as  a  proper  one,  left 
him  no  ground  on  which  even  to  doubt;  and  he  felt  no 
disposition  to  look  for  higher  authority  to  sustain  him  in 
the  views  he  had  taken,  or  to  justify  him  in  the  course 
which  he  had  pursued  in  relation  to  these  petitions.  But 
he  could  not  conclude  his  remarks  on  this  branch  of  the 
subject,  without  referring  with  pride  and  pleasure  to  a 
vote  given  by  two  distinguished  Senators  from  his  own 
State,  as  late  as  the  year  1805,  against  the  reception  of 
a  petition  from  sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, (from  whence  this  petition  now  comes,)   «  plead- 
ing the  cause  of  their  degraded  and  oppressed  fellow- 
men  of  the  African  race,"  as  they  were  pleased  to  term 
them;  and,  on  the  question  to  receive  the  petition,  1 
find  the  names  of  those  great  and  good  men,  James 
Jackson  and  Abraham  Baldwin,  recorded  in  the  nega- 
tive, and  in  whose  veins  purer  streams  of  honor,  patriot- 
ism, and  virtue,  never  flowed;  and  who  were  men  as 
devotedljr  attached  to  the  principles  of  the  constitution 
as  ever  lived,  and  as  watchful  of  tY>e  rights  of  their  fel- 
low-citiaens,  and  on  whom  it  may  be  trulv  Skid,  the  af- 
fections of  their  people  were  concentrated.     This  vote 
was  given,  too,  at  a  time  when  tliere  was  but  little  ex- 
citement compared  with  the  excitement  of  the  present 
day;4here  was  at  that  period  but  f^w  abolition  societies 
in  the  country,  no  presses  established  for  the  printing 
and  circulating  incendiary  pamphlets,  no  one  was  then 
In  the  employ  of  those  societies  freely  to  circulate  them 
4kroiighout  the  land,  as  they  are  now,  to  effect  U»e*ir  ob- 


jects, and  to  produce  consequences  most  awful  in  their 
character.  Who  (said  Mr.  G.)  does  .not  behold  the 
contrast,  and  who  from  the  South  will  not  exclaim,  if  it 
were  right  then  to  reject  those  petitions,  it  was  imperi- 
ously their  duty  to  reject  them  now.  God  forbid  that 
any  of  us  should  falter  in  the  present  contest. 

A  few  remarks  (said  Mr.  G,)  relative  to  thooe  peti- 
tions,  and  he  would  conclude  the  argument,  which  he 
regretted  he  was  forced  to  enter  into  in  consequence  of 
their  introduction.  He  bad  Uken  some  pains  to  look 
into  these  petitions,  with  a  view  to  judge  of  their  charac- 
ter, and  or  the  language  used  by  the  applicants;  and  he 
felt  bound  to  state  that,  of  the  great  number  which  bad 
been  crowded  upon  us,  he  scaroelv  read  one  which  was 
not  highly  disrespectful  and  libellous  upon  the  whole 
South,  and  especially  those  who  are  owners  of  slaves. 
How  can  it  be  expected,  under  such  a  state  of  things, 
that  we  can  pursue  a  different  course  than  to  vote  against 
a  reception  of  each  and  all  of  them,  as  they  are  present- 
ed. For  himselfi  be  felt  bound  to  do  it;  and  in  doing  so 
it  was  in  perfect  accordance  with  his  own  feelingB»  and 
he  confidently  believed  it  would  be  in  accordance  with 
the  feelings  of  those  whom  he  had  the  honor  in  part  to 
represent.  Be  this,  however,  as  it  may,  he  should  con- 
tinue to  discharge,  fearlessly,  what  he  conceived  to  be 
his  duty,  which  was  to  stamp  these  petitions,  (coming 
from  whatever  quarter  they  may,)  with  the  seal  of  rep- 
robation, and  treat  them  with  the  just  Indignation  they 
merit;  and  he  should  continue  to  do  this,  regardless  of 
all  consequences  and  of  all  pofitical  considerations. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  had  long  since  determined  not  to  go 
into  a  general  discussion  of  the  merits  of  skvery,  for  no 
new  lighU  could  be  shed  upon  it;  but  whenever  it  be- 
came  necessary  to  act  upon  the  resolutions  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maine,  he  might  again  feel  it  his  duty  to 
address  the  House  on  the  constitutional  question  aa  to 
the  right  of  Congress  interfering  with  the  subject  in 
this  District  Until  then  he  should  endeavor  to  remain 
silent,  and  for  the  present  would  no  longer  trespass  on 
the  patience  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  would  make  one  more  effort  to 
arrest  this  debate  at  this  time.  He  moved  to  lay  the 
preliminary  question  on  the  table. 

Mr.  GRANGER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered,  and  were  as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Ash,  Ashley,  Barton, 
Beale,  Bean,  Bockee,  Bond,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Brown, 
Bunch,  Bynum,  Cambreleng,  Campbell,  Carr,  Casey, 
Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  N.  H.  Claiborne,  John  F. 
H.  Claiborne,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Craig^ 
Cramer,  Crane,  Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dtckerson, 
Dromgoole,  Efner,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  French,  Fry,  W. 
K.  Fuller,  ^Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland, 
Gillet,  Glascock,  Grantlaud,  Grayson,  Griffin,  Haley, 
Hamer,  Hammond,  Hannegan,  Hardin,  Albert  G.  Har- 
rison, Hawes,  Hawkins,  Haynes,  Holsey,  Hopkins, 
Howard,  Hubley,  Huntington,  HunUman,  Ingeraoll, 
Ingham,  .labe»  Jackson,  Jenifer,  Joseph  Johnson,  R.  M. 
Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  John  W.  Jones, 
Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kinnard,  Lane,  Lansing, 
Laporte,  Lawler,  Gideon  Lee,  Leonard,  Logan,  f^yall, 
Lucas,  Lyon,  Ahijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  Martin, 
John  Y.  Mason,  William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Saroaon 
Mason,  Maury,  May,  MoCarty,  McComas,  McKay» 
McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Mercer,  Miller,  Milligan, 
Montgomery,  Morgan,  Owens,  Page,  Parks,  Patterson, 
F.  Pierce,  Pettigrew,  Phelps,  Pinckney,  Rencher,  John 
Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Robertson, 
Rogers,  Schenck,  Seymour,  wAliam  B.  Shepard,  Augus- 
tine H.  Shepperd,  Shields,  Shinn,  Smith,  Spangler, 
Standefer,  Storer,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  John 
Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turrill,  Underwood,^  Van- 
derpoel,  Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Washington,  M'cb- 
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jter.  Weeks,  White,  Lewis  WiHianis,   Sberrod   Wil- 
lianu— 149. 

Nats — Messrs.  Adsma,  Ilemsn  AUcn»  Banks,  Borden, 
Briggs,  William  B.  Calhoun,  George  Chambers,  John 
Chambers,  Childs,  Clark,  Corwin,  Cushing,  Darlington, 
Denny,  Evans,  Rverett,  Fowler,  Philo  C.  Fuller, 
Granger,  Grenoetl,  ffiland  Hall,  Hard,  Harper,  Hazel- 
tine,  Henderson,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Howell,  William  Jack- 
son, Janes,  Kilgore,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Lincoln,  McKennan, 
Morris,  Parker,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Peyton,  Phillips, 
Reed,  Russell,  SUde,  Sprague,  Whittlesey— 45. 

So  the  preliminary  question  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  ADAMS  presented  the  petition  of  four  hundred 
citizens  oC  Indiana  and  Westmoreland  counties.  Slate  of 
Pennsylvania,  praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the 
slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  petitioners 
were  unknown  to  him,  and  tlie  motives  which  bad  in- 
duced them  to  request  him  to  present  their  petitions 
he  knew  not.  *  lie  had  from  time  to  time  stated  that  he 
was  opposed  to  the  prayer  of  similar  petitions.  He  was 
also  unacquainted  with  any  of  the  persons  whose  names 
appeared  upon  the  netition  which  he  this  day  presented 
from  his  own  district.  He  had  no  agency  in  procuring 
either  of  the  petitions  to  be  sent  to  him.  It  was  per- 
haps done  in  consequence  of  his  declaration  that  he 
would  present  any  petition  sent  to  him  for  that  purpose 
from  citizens  of  the  United  States,  couched  in  respect- 
ful language.  This  he  should  continue  to  do,  and  he 
should  not  scan  very  closely  the  particular  language 
used  by  petitioners. 

If  objection  to  the  reception  of  these  petitions  was  pla- 
ced upon  the  ground  that  the  language  was  disrespect- 
ful, as  was  intimated  b^  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr. 
Glascock,]  that  objection  should  be  entered  on  the 
journal.  If  the  people  should  be  apprized  that  this  was 
t!ie  objection,  there  would  be  petitions  enough  sent  here, 
where  no  objection  of  this  sort  could  be  urged.  Indeed 
it  would  be  difficult  to  use  language  on  this  subject 
which  would  be  deemed  reypectful  by  slaveholders. 
Congress  had  decUred  the  slave  trade,  when  carried  on 
out  of  the  Uniied  Slates,  piracy.  He  was  opposed  to 
that  act,  because  he  did  not  think  it  proper  that  thia  Iraf- 
6c  without  our  boundaries  should  be  called  piracy,  while 
there  was  no  constitutional  right  to  interdict  it  within 
our  borders .  It  was  not  only  not  considered  piracy,  but  it 
was  carried  on  in  sight  of  the  windows  of  the  Capitol. 
Mr.  A.  referred  in  strong  terms  to  the  evils  of  the  do- 
mestic slave  trade,  and  concluded  by  assuring  the  House 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  character  of  the  resolutions 
which  might  be  passed,  if  it  should  he  declared  that 
Congress  did  not  possess  the  power  under  the  constitu- 
tion to  abolish  slavery  and  the  slave  trade,  he  should  still 
feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  present  every  petition  on  the 
subject  which  might  come  to  his  hands,  upon  the  funda- 
mental principle  that  the  House  had  no  right  to  take 
away  or  abridge  the  constitutional  right  of  petition. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  said  he  should  make  no 
such  .promises  as  were  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
l^Iassachusetts,  to  trouble  the  House  a  few  moments, 
and  make  a  speech  of  half  an  hour.  He  wished  to  make 
a  single  remark  or  two,  however  they  might  be  spun 
out.  The  gentleman  said  he  saw,  in  the  motion  made 
by  him,  [Mr.  XlAKir,]  the  other  day,  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question  of  order,  «a  cat  in  a  meal  tub," 
and  he  saw  a  great  many  things  besides.  Mr.  M.  said, 
so  far  as  he  himself  was  concerned,  he  could  assure  the 
gentleman  that  on  his  (Mr.  M's)  part,  and  so  far  as 
he  knew  the  opinions  of  his  colleagues,  there  was  no 
indisposition  whstever  on  their  part  to  meet  that  ques- 
tion distinctly  and  fairly,  as  well  as  every  other  apper- 
taining to  this  subject,  and  to  give  their  votes  and  opin- 
ions, not  only  to  that  House,  but  to  the  country.  He 
well  remembered  that,  attlie  commencement  of  the  ses- 
VoL.  XU.— 146 


sion,  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  most  distinctly, 
and  with  great  emphasis,  declared  that  every  speech 
made  in  that  House  would  be,  to  all  intents  and  purpo- 
ses, an  abolition  pamphlet,  to  be  sent  into  the  southern 
States.  The  gentleman  bad  also  professed  to  be  oppo- 
sed to  that  portion  of  his  constituents  who  desired  to  agi- 
tate this  subject;  and  yet  the  gentleman  himself  had 
taken  occasion,  upon  every  petition  he  brought  there  on 
this  subject  to  append  an  abolition  speech  to  it.  Mr. 
M.  leA  it  to  the  gentleman  himself,  to  that  House,  and 
to  his  constituents,  to  decide  how  far  the  remarks  of  the 
gentleman,  at  that  early  day  of  the  session,  were  consist- 
ent with  the  gentleman's  subsequent  course.  Why,  this 
matter  might  be  carried  on  to  an  indefinite  extent.  The 
gentlenaan  had  seen  the  disposition  manifested  on  every 
occasion^  he  had  seen  the  votes  in  regard  to  laying  the 
motion  to  receive  on  the  table;  he  hsd  seen  the  action 
of  the  House,  not  only  by  ayes  and  noes,  but  bv  all  its 
various  forms.  Mr.  M.  would  therefore  add  his  sim- 
ple, his  most  humble  request  to  the  gentleman,  thst  he 
would  not  be  quite  so  zealous  to  perform  the  duties  he 
felt  so  constitutionallv  incumbent  upon  him  on  every 
Monday  morning,  until  either  the  House  should  manifest 
a  disposition  to  '*dodge  the  question,*'  or  to  decide  and 
vote  upon  it. 

As  to  the  right  of  petition,  Mr.  M.  agreed,  in  general, 
with  the  venerable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  He 
should  vote,  whenever  called  upon  to  vote  there,  to  sus- 
tain that  constitutional  right.  Mr.  M.  had  no  disguises 
on  that  subject.  He  had  never  voted  agiiinst  that  right, 
and  never  should.  But  why  bring  this  subject  there 
every  day,  every  hour,  after  the  decisions  that  had  been 
given  there  again  and  again?  Was  not  the  gentleman 
satisfied?  Had  not  the  votes  of  that  morning  satisfied 
him?  He  trusted  it  was  not  necessary  to  reiterate  those 
decisions. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said,  as  the  gentleman's  discourse  ap- 
peared to  have  been  addressed  to  him,  he  would 

not  trouble  the  House  with  any  reply. 

Mr.  TURRILL  moved  to  Isy  the  preliminary  motion 
on  receiving  on  tlie  table;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CUSHING  said  he  was  charged  with  three  peti- 
tions of  a  similsr  character,  from  sundry  citizens  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, and  moved  the  preliminary  question  upon 
one  of  them,  that  the  petition  be  received.  Mr.  C.  was 
proceeding  to  stale  the  contents  of  the  petition,  and  to 
eulogize  the  subscribers  to  it. 

Mr.  HOWARD  raised  the  question  of  order,  whether 
the  motion  could  he  debated. 

The  SPEAKER  said  by  the  decision  of  the  House  it 
could,  but  he  would  put  the  question  whether  its  accept- 
ance was  objected  to* 
Mr.  HAMMOND  objected. 

Mr.  CUSHING  then  said:  Tliis  petition  prays  for  the 
abolition  of  slavery,  and  the  slave  trade,  in  this  District. 
It  is  respectful  in  its  terms,  being  free  from  the  offensive 
expressions  and  reflections  contained  in  some  of  the 
petitions  on  the  same  subject,  heretofore  presented.  It 
IS  signed  by  inhabitants  of  Haverhill,  in  the  State  of 
Massachusetts;  and  among  the  subscribers  are  the  names 
of  citizens  of  that  State  whom  I  personally  know,  wliom 
I  avouch  to  be  highly  respectable,  and  who,  whether 
mistaken  or  not  in  their  views,  are  assuredly  actuated 
by  conscientious  motives  of  civil  and  refigious  principle. 
They  are  constituents  of  mine.  They  have  transmitted 
to  me  the  petition,  desiring  me,  as  their  Representative, 
to  present  it.  And,  under  these  circumstances,  much 
as  I  have  deprecated  such  a  commission,  and  reluctant 
as  I  am  to  be  instrumental  in  the  introduction  of  any 
matter  of  excitement  upon  this  floor,  I  cannot  permit 
myself  to  hesitate  in  the  discharge  of  this  painful  duty, 
believing,  as  I  do,  that  it  is  the  constitutional  rielit  of 
every  American,  be  he  high  or  be  he  low,  be  he  fiinatic 
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or  be  be  pbilotopber,  to  come  bere  witb  liis  grievances, 
and  to  be  neard  upon  bis  petition  by  tbis  House. 

These  petitioners  louk  to  me  to  obtain  them  a  hearmg 
in  this  place.  They  hare  a  right  to  require  this  office 
of  mei  they  have,  in  my  judgment,  a  right  to  be  heard i 
and  so  long  as  I  hate  the  honor  to  hold  a  seat  in  this 
House,  no  constituent  of  mine,  however  humble  his  con- 
dition or  unwelcome  his  prayer,  shall  see  his  oetition 
thrust  back  in  his  face  unheard,  while  the  gilt  of  reason 
or  speech  remains  to  mef  for  if  it  cannot  be  received 
and  considered  in  the  usual  forms  of  legislation,  it  shall 
be  heard  through  the  lips  of  his  Representative.  Nor 
will  I  undertake  to  scan,  over-captiously,  either  the 
object  of  his  petition  or  the  lanp^usge  in  which  it  is 
couched.  Nor  will  I  stop  to  inquire  how  far  the  peti- 
tioners and  I  myself  entertain  the  same  opinions  of  the 
Seneral  subject-matter.  And  there  are  particular  in- 
ucements  which  impel  me  to  make  a  stand  at  the 
present  moment  upon  this  petition. 

I  declare  and  protest  (said  Mr.  C.)  in  advance,  that 
I  do  not  intend,  at  this  time  at  least,  to  be  drawn  or 
driven  into  the  queation  of  slavey,  in  either  of  its  sub- 
divisions or  forms.  At  home,  I  am  known  to  be  of  those 
who  long  ago  foresaw  and  early  withstood  the  coming 
of  this  anti-slavery  agitation.  Of  the  many  occasions 
when  I  have  actively  interposed  in  this  behalf,  I  hope  to 
be  pardoned  for  distinctly  citing  one,  as  vesting  in  me 
some  title  to  be  candidly  heard  bv  the  House.  I  allude 
to  a  published  address  upon  the  slave  question,  in  which 
1  deliberately  asserted  the  constitutional  rights  of  the 
South  in  this  matter.  It  shall  be  my  aim,  on  this  occa- 
s:on,  to  do  and  say  nothing  inconsistent  with  myself, 
with  the  letter  of  the  constitution,  or  with  the  spirit  of 
the  various  compromises  of  interest  and  opinion  incor- 
porated into  the  Union  of  these  States. 

The  members  of  this  House  have  been  frequently 
called,  during  the  preaent  session,  to  vote  upon  divisions 
connected  with  petitions  of  this  nature.  On  those  occa- 
sions I  have  been  content  to  pronounce  my  tote  simply, 
and  without  explanation,  leaving  mv  reasons  and  motives 
to  be  construed  or  misconstrued  oy  others,  as  chance 
might  order.  To  have  continued  so  to  do  until  the 
subiect  of  present  controversy  were  finally  disposed  of, 
is  tne  part  I  should  altogether  have  chosen,  bad  circum- 
stances permitted  roe  to  such  a  course.  But,  if  I  have 
been  a  silenf,  I  have  not  been  an  incurious,  nor,  I  trust, 
an  uninstructed  spectator  of  events.  It  is  rendered 
apparent  that  those  great  matters,  which  occupy  the 
public  mind  abroad,  do  now  occupy  also  this  House.  If 
other  gentlemen,  diflering  with  me  in  part  or  in  whole, 
had  voted  without  discussion,  according  to  the  dictatea 
of  their  individual  judgment,  each  of  us  could  fairly  have 
atood  upon  his  personal  convictions,  and  his  personal 
estimation  elsewhere,  for  his  justification  in  the  eyes  of 
his  countrymen.  But  that,  much  as  it  were  in  my  view 
to  be  desired,  is  no  longer  possible.  What  has  happen- 
ed here  is  enrolled  already  in  the  unchangeable  records 
of  time  and  eternity.  It  is  become  history.  It  cannot 
be  recalled}  it  cannot  be  blotted  from  the  memor}'t  it 
cannot  be  expunged  from  the  annals  of  the  country. 
The  winged  words  uttered  in  this  House  have  gone  forth 
to  the  world,  on  their  miasion  of  good  or  of  evil.  Debate 
we  have;  debate  we  must  have;  we  are  goaded  into  de- 
bates It  is  forced  upon  usi  and  from  a  quarter,  of  the 
Union  whence,  I  am  frank  to  say,  I  did  not  look  for  it 
to^come}  and  forced  upon  us  in  terms  of  dictation  which 
1  cannot  brook,  since  they  leave  to  me  no  alternative  of 
escape  f^om  debate,  but  in  the  passive  surrender  of  some 
of  the  dearest  of  our  birthrights,  those  of  free  petition, 
free  speech,  and  free  conscience.  I  say,  of  free  speech 
and  free  conscience,  both  which  are  involved  in  the 
resolutions  moved  some  time  since  by  a  gentleman  from 
Maine,  [Mr,  Jabvxb.]    When  these  resolutions  shall  be 


distinctly  before  the  House,  it  will  become  its  members 
to  reflect  whether  they  have  tlie  conatitutional  riefat  to 
attempt,  or,  attempting,  have  the  power  to  eaiorce, 
what  those  resolutions  seem  to,contemplatc^4i  perpetual 
prohibition  of  debate,  and  even  of  motions,  upon  a  large 
and  eomprehenaive  class  of  sub}ects.  These  rights^ 
neither  my  constituents  nor  I  myself  feel  diapooed  to 
surrender  t  and  upon  one  of  these  great  liberties  of  the 
land,  and  for  the  sake  of  incidentally  vindicating'  the 
others,  1  shall,  in  due  time,  address  the  House  at  length. 

My  only  object,  at  this  time,  is  to  come  to  a  lair 
understanding  with  the  House,  as  to  the  course  to  be 
pursued  in  the  debate,  and  the  disposition  it  wUl  nake 
of  these  petitions. 

At  a  very  early  period  of  the  aession,  a  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hammoid,]  met  auch  peti- 
tions with  the  motion  that  they  be  not  received.  All 
the  debatea  which  ensued  thereon  terminated  in  ev«aifw 
and  unsatisfisctory  votes  for  laying  on  the  tabhr,  whidi 
left  ever}-  question  of  principle  unsettled. 

Afterwards,  on  a  aimilar  objection  to  reception  being 
made  by  a  gentleman  fi*om  Georgia,  TMr.  Glascock,] 
my  colleague  [Mr.  Avaws]  appealed  from  a  mring  of 
the  Speaker  on  an  incidental  point  of  order;  which  ap- 
peal, and  the  mattera  connected  with  it,  have  been  put 
oflT,  day  af\er  day,  and  week  after  week,  and  stHI  remain 
suspended  for  some  future  time  of  consider»tion. 

Then  came  a  aet  of  resolutions  spplicable  to  a  part  of 
the  prayer  of  these  petitions,  moved  by  a  genuemaa 
from  Maine,  [Mr.  Jabvis,]  under  which  there  is  a  de- 
bate in  progress,  on  an  amendment  moved  by  a  gentle- 
man from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Wisa,]  to  the  effect  that  Con- 
gress have  no  power  granted  by  the  constitution  to  le- 
gislate on  the  subject  of  sUvery  in  this  District. 

Finally,  on  the  Ust  occasion  when  petitions  of  tkiis 
kind  were  presented,  the  question  of  receptioa  being 
raised,  that  question  was,  by  vote  of  the  House,  bid  on 
the  table,  as  happened  this  morning  in  the  ease  of  those 
petitions  presented  by  my  colleague,  [Mr.  AwAMa,}tlie 
operation  of  which  is,  practically,  to  refuse  to  receive 
the  petitions. 

Now,  I  am  wholly  diasatisfied  with  this  course  of  pro- 
ceeding, and  I  cannot  submit  to  it  in  regard  to  the  peti- 
tiona  which  I  am  charged  to  present.  I  hold  that  the 
Question  of  reception,  as  it  is  in  fact  and  of  necessity  the 
first  in  order  of  time,  so  is  it  the  first  in  order  of  princi- 
ple. It  must  not  be  pushed  aside  to  make  phiee  for  the 
discussion  of  speculative  resolutions,  or  for  debate  oa 
the  merits  of  the  question  raised  by  the  prayer  of  these 
petitions.  I  roainuin  that  the  Houae  is  bound  by  the 
constitution  to  receive  the  petitionsf  after  which,  it  will 
take  such  method  of  deciding  upon  them  as  reason  and 
principle  shall  dictate.  It  should  first  lend  an  attentive 
and  respectfiil  ear  to  the  prayer  of  the  people.  Whether 
it  can  or  will  grant  that  prayer  is  an  after  consideratioa. 
I  have  already  kept  back  for  several  weeks  the  petitioos 
committed  to  me,  in  order  to  shape  my  course  according 
to  the  deliberate  decision  of  the  Hoase;  but  that  decision 
does  not  come;  it  is  continually  procrastinated  for  the 
sake  of  considering  questions  which,  in  my  view,  are 
secondary  in  time  and  in  principle  to  the  question  of 
reception;  and  I  can  no  longer  conaent  that  theae  my 
constituents  shall  be  held  waiting,  as  it  were,  at  the 
doors  of  the  Capitol  for  admission,  when,  as  I  read  the 
constitution,  they  have  a  right  to  demand  immediate  en- 
trance, and  to  be  respectfully  received  by  their  assem- 
bled representatives. 

I  tender  to  the  House,  therefore,  an  alternative.  ( 
place  this  petition  at  their  disposal.  If  they  choose  to 
fix  absolutely  on  a  time  certain  for  considering  and  de- 
ciding the  question  of  reception,  so  that  this  shall 
take  precedence  of  the  other  debate,  they  will  then  bawe 
this  day,  as  usual,  for  its  appropriate  business  of  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2325 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


2326 


Jav.  25,  1836.] 


Slavery  in  ike  Disirid  of  Columbia, 


[H.  or  R. 


general  presentation  of  petitions.  But  if  they  decide, 
«s  heretofore,  to  lay  the  question  of  reception  on  the 
table,  then  I  shall  feel  myself  constrained  to  take  the 
floor  upon  another  of  these  petitions,  and  keep  it,  as 
under  a  late  decision  of  the  House  I  have  a  right  to  do, 
until  I  have  fully  debated  the  whole  subject-matter.  If 
the  effect  of  this  shall  be  to  exclude  all  other  petitions 
for  the  day,  I  cannot  help  it.  Be  the  responsibility  on 
their  beads  who  raise  this  novel  and  extraordinary  ques- 
tion of  reception,  going  to  the  unconstitutional  abridge- 
ment, as  I  conceive,  of  the  great  right  of  petition  inhe- 
rent in  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

[The  question,  « Shall  this  petition  be  received^"  was 
then,  at  the  motion  of  a  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
[Mr.  HiHxoKD,]  laid  on  the  table;  when  Mr.  Cosaiire 
resumed  the  floor  and  said:] 

I  now  present  to  the  House  a  petition  signed  by  in- 
habttanU  of  Amesbury,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
among  the  subscribers  to  which  are  'persons  whom  I 
know,  and  avouch  to  be  citizens  of  the  United  Slates. 
They  prav  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the  slave 
trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  in  the  Territories 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  I  make  the 
preliminary  motion  that  it  be  received;  and  upon  that 
motion  I  proceed  to  express  my  views  to  the  House. 

Steering  clear  of  all  the  inflammable  matter  intruded 
into  these  debates,  gauging  myself  to  the  sUndard  of  the 
most  absolute  moderation,  and  resolutely  tying  down 
my  thoughts  to  the  real  point  in  issue,  what  I  propose 
to  examine  is  the  single  naked  Question  of  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  petition,  as  involved  in  the  disposition  of 
these  petitions. 

Looking  into  the  constitution,  I  find,  among  the 
amendments  proposed  by  the  Congress  of  1789,  and  in 
the  very  first  of  the  number,  the  following  article: 

'*  Congress  shall  make  no  law  respecting  an  estab- 
lishment of  religion,  or  prohibiting  the  free  exercise 
thereof,  or  abridging  the  freedom  of  speech  or  of  the 
press,  or  the  right  of  the  people  peaceably  to  assemble 
and  to  petition  the  Government  for  a  'redress  of  griev- 
ances.^* 

Long  before  I  had  imagined  that  such  a  right  would 
ever  be  called  in  question,  i  remember  to  have  read 
the  remark  of  a  distinguished  jurist  and  magistrate  of 
the  SUte  of  Virginia,  (Tucker^a  Notes  on  Blackstone,) 
complaining  that  the  concluding  words  of  the  clause  I 
have  cited  from  the  constitution  did  not  so  strongly  guard 
the  great  right  of  petition  as  the  liberties  of  the  people 
demanded.  On  the  other  hand,  a  still  more  distinguish- 
ed jurist  and  magistrate  of  my  own  State,  (Stoi7's  Com- 
mentaries,) in  remarking  upon  the  same  article,  ex- 
presses the  opinion  that  it  is  ample  in  terms;  because, 
he  adds,  ««it(the  right  of  petition)  results  from  the 
very  nature  of  the  structure  and  institutions  of  a  repub- 
lican Government:  it  is  impossible  that  it  should  be 
practically  denied  until  the  spirit  of  liberty  had  wholly 
disappeared,  and  the  people  had  become  so  servile  and 
debased  as  to  be  unfit  to  exercise  any  of  the  privileges 
of  freemen."  ^  These  eminent  constitutional  lawyers 
ag^'eed  in  opinion  of  the  importance  of  the  provision; 
they  differed  only  in  thinking,  the  one  that  the  right 
of  petition  could  not  be  too  clearly  defined;  the  other 
that,  whether  defectively  defined  or  not  in  the  letter, 
the  people  would  take  care  that  it  should  in  spirit  be 
faithfully  observed.  While  the  first  entertained  a  wise 
jealousy  of  the  encroachments  of  the  people's  repre- 
senUtives,  the  other  looked  for  the  protection  of  the 
public  rights  to  the  people  themselves,  the  masters  of 
the  people's  representatives.  And  as  the  fears  of  the 
former  have  been  verified  too  speedily,  1  trust  that  the 
hopes  of  the  latter  will  not  be  less  truly  realised. 

There  are  some  things  in  the  context  and  phraseolo- 
gy of  this  article  of  the  constitution,  which  may  destrve 


attention.  It  speaks  of  **  grievances,"  in  the  general; 
not  "  their  grievances,"  the  personal  grievances  of  the 
individuals  petitioning,  but  any  thing,  public  or  person- 
al, which  they  deem  to  be  a  grievance.  It  is  the  same 
article  which  allows  to  us  the  free  exercise  of  our  reli- 
gion, and  the  liberty  of  speech  and  of  the  press.  With 
these  primary  and  fundamental  rights  of  a  free  people, 
it  associates  the  right  of  petition.  But  there  is  this  pecu- 
liarity in  the  language  of  this  clause  of  the  constitution. 
The  words  applicable  to  our  subject  are,  ''Congress 
shall  make  no  law  abridging  the  right  of  the  people  to 
petition  the  Government  for  a  redress  of  grievances." 
The  right  of  petition,  therefore,  is  not  a  privilege  con- 
ferred by  the  constitution.  It  is  recognised  as  a  pre- 
existing right,  already  possessed  by  the  people,  which 
they  still  reserve  to  themselves,  and  which  Congress  shall 
not  so  much  as  touch  with  the  weight  of  a  finger.  The 
people,  in  their  constitution,  say  to  Congress,  We  place 
in  your  hands  our  right  and  power  of  collectine"  a  reve- 
nue  to  provide  for  the  common  defence  and  general 
welfare  of  the  Union;  our  right  and  power  to  regulate 
commerce,  to  coin  money,  to  declare  war,  and  to  roise 
and  support  armies  and  navies  for  its  prosecution. 
Upon  these  and  other  subjects  you  may  exercise  the 
discretion  which  we  repose  in  you  by  virtue  of  our  con- 
stitution. But  this  you  shall  not  do;  you  shall  not,  until 
after  the  expiration  of  twenty  years,  prohibit  the  migra- 
tion or  importation  of  such  person^  as  we  think  proper 
to  admit;  you  shall  not  pass  any  bill  of  attainder;  you  shall 
not  lay  any  tax  or  duty  on  exports;  and  you  shall  make 
no  law  prohibiting  the  free  exercise  of  religion,  or 
abridging  the  freedom  of  speech  or  of  the  press,  or 
the  right  of  the  people  peaceably  to  assemble  and  peti- 
tion the  Government  for  a  redress  of  grievances.  These, 
our  great  natural  rights,  we  keep  to  ourselves;  we  will 
not  have  them  tampered  with;  respecting  them,  we  give 
to  you  no  commission  whatsoever.  And  rights  woicH 
Congress  itself,  the  emire  Legislature,  consisting  of  the 
President,  the  Senate,  and  the  House,  acting  in  their 
combined  f\inctions  in  the  enactment  of  a  law,  if  for- 
bidden to  abridge,  can  this  House  alone  underUke,  by 
a  mere  resolution  or  vote,  practically  to  deny,  abolish, 
and  destroy?  Sir,  if  we  can  successfully  do  it,  I  have 
greatly  misconceived  the  democratic  ancestry,  the  dem- 
ocratic principles,  and  the  democratic  cnergpr,  of  the 
people  whom  we  are  appointed  to  serve  in  this  House. 

The  right  of  petition,  I  have  said,  was  not  conferred 
on  the  people  by  the  constitution,  but  was  a  pre-exist- 
ing  right,  reserved  by  the  people  out  of  the  grants  of 
power  made  to  Congress.  To  understand  iu  nature 
and  extent,  we  must,  therefore,  look  beyond  and  behind 
the  constitution,  into  the  anterior  political  history  of  the 
country. 

And,  in  the  first  place,  I  beg  of  the  House,  and  es- 
pecially of  the  gentlemen  who  so  ably  represent  Vir- 
ginia on  this  fioor,  to  remember  how  this  article  found 
its  way  into  the  constitution. 

You  well  know,  sir,  that  when  the  constitution  was 
submitted  to  the  people  of  the  respective  States  for 
their  adoption  or  rejection,  it  awakened  the  warmest 
debate  in  the  several  State  conventions.  Some  of  them, 
in  accepting  the  proposed  plan  of  government,  coupled 
their  acceptance  with  a  recommendation  of  various  ad- 
ditions to  the  constitution,  which  they  deemed  essential 
to  the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  the  States  or  of  the 
people.  The  CommonwealOi  of  Massachusetts  insisted, 
among  other  things,  on  the  adoption  of  that  mentonblc 
amendment,  to  the  effect  "that  it  be  explicitly  dech^ed 
that  all  powers  not  expressly  delegated  by  the  aforesaid 
constitution,  are  reserved  to  the  several  Statei^  to  be  by 
them  exercised."  Having  attained  this  object,  and 
thus  clearlv  ascertained  what  powers  it  was  that  she 
parted  with  to  the  Federal  Govemment,  she  felt  less 
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•nxious  in  regard  to  some  things  whicb,  in  other  States, 
were  deemed  important.  Especially,  she  did  not,  for 
herself,  demand  the  insertion  of  those  general  clauses 
of  political  doctrine,  popularly  called,  at  that  time,  alter 
the  celebrated  English  bill  of  rights,  and  known  in  some 
modern  European  constitutions  by  the  name  of  guaran- 
tees. She  was  less  tenacious  on  this  point,  inasmuch  as 
her  own  constitution  was  very  full  in  this  respect.  It 
contained  two  clauses  material  to  the  present  question, 
m  the  following  words: 

■*A11  power  residing  originally  in  the  people,  and 
being  derired  from  them,  the  several  magistrates  and 
officers  of  Government,  vested  with  authority,  whether 
legislative,  executive,  or  judicial,  are  their  substitutes 
and  agents." 

'<  The  people  have  a  right,  in  an  orderly  and  peace- 
.  able  manner,  to  assemble  to  consult  upon  the  common 
good;  give  instructions  to  their  representatives;  and  to 
request  of  the  legislative  body,  by  the  way  of  address, 
petition,  or  remonstrance,  redress  of  the  wrongs  done 
them,  and  of  the  grievances  they  suffer." 

These  clauses  being  in  her  own  constitution,  I  say, 
and  it  being  understood  by  her  that  all  powers  not 
granted  to  the  United  States  were  reserved  to  the 
States,  she  felt  that  she  was  safe  in  agreeing  to  the  fun* 
damental  compact  of  the  Union. 

The  people  and  Commonwealth  of  Virginia  reasoned 
differently  from  this;  and  I  will  not  stop  to  argue  whe- 
ther they  did  or  did  not  reason  more  wisely  than  Massa- 
chusetts. They  said,  We  choose  to  leave  nothing 
doubtful  which  language  can  render  certain  in  a  matter 
of  so  much  moment.  We  are  laying  the  foundations  of 
a  Government,  which  we  hope  may  outlast  they  pyra- 
mids. We  know,  from  old  experience,  that  the  depos- 
itaries of  the  popular  power  are  in'genious  in  the  finding 
of  glosses  and  interpretations  to  abstract  from  the  pop- 
ular rights.  Let  us  see  to  it  that  this  constitution  con. 
tain  such  express  recognition  of  the  rights  of  the  peo- 
ple, as  it  shall  be  impossible  to  misunderstand.  We 
will  write  upon  its  very  front  the  great  doctrines  of  lib- 
erty, in  characters  of  light,  which,  like  the  burning  let- 
ters in  the  banqueting-nall  of  Delahazzar,  may  blast  the 
eye-balls  of  whomever  shall  meditate  treason  to  the 
democratic  riglits  we  have  conquered  with  our  blood 
and  our  fortunes.  Accordingly,  the  convention  of  Vir- 
ginia proposed  to  amend  the  constitution  by  inserting 
therein  the  following,  among  other  clauses: 

•*  That  all  power  is  natui*atly  vested  in,  and  conse- 
quently derived  from,  the  people;  that  magistrates, 
therefore,  are  their  trustees  and  agents,  and  at  all  times 
amenable  to  them." 

"That  the  people  have  a  right  peaceably  to  assemble 
together  to  consult  for  the  common  good,  or  to  instruct 
their  representatives;  and  that  ev^ry  freeman  has  a 
right  to  petition  the  Legislature  for  a  redress  of  griev- 
ances." 

New  York,  North  Carolins,  and  Rho<1e  Island,  pro- 
posed, either  literally  or  in  substance,  the  same  provi- 
sion; and  the  consequence  was,  the  addition  to  the  con- 
stitutton  of  the  article  which  I  am  now  discussing,  on 
the  right  of  conscience,  speech,  and  petition.  And 
such  being  the  history  of  this  clause,  I  look  to  the  gen- 
tlemen from  Virginia  especially,  constant  and  honorable 
as  they  are  in  their  attachment  to  constitutional  princi- 
ples at  whatever  hazard,  to  go  with  me  in  maintaining 
inviolate  this  great  original  right  of  the  people. 

But  we  shall  not  fully  appreciate  the  force  and  value 
of  this  provision,  if  we  stop  at  this  point  of  the  investi- 
gation. The  right  of  petition  is  an  old  undoubted 
household  right  of  the  blood  of  England,  which  runs  in 
our  veins.  When  we  ficd  from  the  oppressions  of  Kings 
and  ParVmments  in  Europe,  to  found  this  great  republic 
.in  America,  we  brought  with  us  the  laws  and  the  liber- 


ties which  formed  a  part  of  our  heritage  as  Britons. 
We  brought  with  us  the  idea  and  the  form  of  our  legis- 
lative assemblies,  composed  of  elected  representatives 
of  the  people;  we  brought  with  us  the  right  of  petition, 
as  the  necessary  incident  of  such  institutions.  For 
where,  in  the  whole  history  of  our  father-land,  has  the 
right  of  petition  ever  undergone  debate  and  question^ 
Go  back  Xo  the  old  parliamentary  rolls,  coeval  with 
magna  charta;  penise  the  black-letter  volumes  in  which 
the  early  laws  and  practices  of  the  English  monarchy 
are  seen  to  be  recorded;  and,  so  far  as  you  find  a  Gov- 
ernment to  exist,  you  find  the  right  to  petition  that 
Government  existing  also,  as  an  undeniable  franchise 
and  birthright  of  the  humblest  in  the  Und.  The  Nor- 
mans came  over,  lance  in  hand,  burning  and  trampling 
down  every  thing  before  them,  and  cutting  off  the  Sax- 
on dynasty  and  the  Saxon  nobles  at  the  edge  of  the 
sword;  but  the  ri^ht  of  petition  remained  untouched. 
In  all  succeeding  times,  from  the  day  when  the  barons 
at  Runnymede  pledged  themselves  to  deny  to  no  roan 
redress  of  his  grievances,  through  every  viciaaitude  of 
revolution  and  of  war,  down  to  the  day  when  our  fore- 
fathers abandoned  their  native  country,  the  same  right 
of  petition  continued  without  challenge.  In  the  next 
reign,  it  is  true,  that  of  the  misguided  Charles  I,  the 
King  invaded  the  public  liberties;  and  he  expiated  the 
wrong  by  a  felon's  death.  Af^er  the  commonwealth 
had  passed  away,  came  the  petition  of  right,  and  with 
it  the  statute  of  IS  Charles  II,  distinctly  recogniaing  the 
old  right  of  petition,  and  regulating  the  nnode  of  its  ex- 
ercise; and,  again,  after  the  dethronement  and  exile  of 
James  II,  the  bill  of  rights,  and  the  statute  of  1  William 
and  Mary,  again  recognising  and  regulating  the  right  of 
petition  as  it  has  been  exercised  at  all  times  throughout 
Great  Britain. 

Nowy  I  ask  gentlemen  to  point  me,  in  all  or  any  of  the 
periods  under  review,  to  the  precedents  of  a  refusal  by 
Parliament  to  receive  petitions.  I  invite  them  to  turn 
over  the  histories  of  parliamentary  proceeding,  and  cite 
roe  the  examples  of  petitions  being  thrust  out  of  the 
House  of  Commons  or  of  Lords,  at  the  instant  of  present- 
ation, unread  or  unheard,  on  the  ground  that  the  prayer 
of  the  petition  ought  not  to  be  granted.  Will  they 
do  \Xl  Can  they  do  it?  Is  it  not  perfectly  notorious, 
on  the  contrary,  that  every  subiect  is  freely  admitted  to 
be  heard  in  his  petition,  provided  it  be  respectful  in 
terms,  even  although  he  pray  expressly  for  a  down- 
right revolution  in  the  Government,  as  did  the  thousands 
of  petitioners  who  thus  carried  through,  in  our  own  time, 
the  great  measure  of  parliamentary  reform !  And  shall  the 
people  in  republican  America,  with  its  written  constitu- 
tion for  the  protection  of  the  public  rights,  and  by  a 
body  of  strictly  limited  powers,  shall  the  people  here  be 
forbidden  to  do  that  which  they  may  freely  do  in  the 
monarchy  of  England,  having  no  guarantees  for  the  pub- 
lic liberty  except  laws  and  prescriptive  usages,  all  of 
them  confessedly  at  the  will  of  an  omnipotent  Parlia- 
ment? Forbid  it  reason!  Forbid  it  justice!  Forbid  it 
liberty!  Forbid  it  the  beatified  spirits  of  the  revolu- 
tionary aages,  who  watch  in  heaven  over  the  destinies  of 
the  republic! 

Ay,  but,  say  gentlemen,  if  such  things  are  not  done 
by  the  representatives  of  the  people  in  monarchical 
England,  they  have  been  done  by  their  representatives 
in  democratic  America.  We  are  told  of  precedents  at 
home.     What  are  those  precedents? 

To  begin,  I  throw  aside  as  wholly  inapplicable  to  the 
question,  or  at  leas't  as  evasive  of  it,  the  case  of  petitioiis 
refused  on  account  of  disrespectful  language  towcrda 
the  persons  or  the  body  petitioned.  Those  constitute  a 
standing  exception,  independent  of  the  merits  of  the 
subject. 

The  proceedings  of  the  House  in  1790,  in  reference 
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to  petitions  on  the  matter  or  the  lUve  trade  and  of  slavery 
in  the  States,  liave  been  cited.  It  is  said  in  a  note  ap- 
pended in  print  to  the  very  respectable  speech  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  C&ab&avb,]  that  those 
petitions  were  not  received.  This  is  a  mistake,  as  every 
gentleman  may  satisfy  himself  by  recurrence  to  the  jour- 
mh  of  the  Hoase. 

[Mr.  Gabland  rose  to  explain.  He  said  that  the 
note  appended  to  his  fornoer  remarks  was  wrong.  He 
was  led  into  the  error  by  Mr.  Blliot,  in  his  4ih  vol.  of  De- 
bates, page  211.  Mr.  B.  had  copied  the  debate,  head- 
ing it  *<  8Uve  Trade;  on  committing  the  memorial  of 
the  Quakers  on  the  slave  trade,  H.  R.,  March,  1790;" 
and  closing  it  with  '<  memorial  rejected."  From  this 
statement  of  the  question,  the  debate  being  upon  the 
commitment,  and  the  addition,  memorial  rejected,  Mr. 
O.  said  he  took  it  for  granted,  without  further  examina- 
tion, that  the  memorial  was  rejected  without  commit- 
ment. Upon  examination,  however,  he  found  that  this 
statement  was  inaccurate,  and  that  the  memorial  was  re- 
ferred to  a  committee.  Mr.  O.  said  he  was  indebted  to 
the  courtesy  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  for 
the  opportunity  of  making  this  explanation*  and  correct- 
ing the  error.] 

I  felt  sure  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  would, 
when  occasion  offered,  afford  an  honorable  explanation 
of  this  errorf  for  I  myself  noticed  the  sUtement  in 
Elliot's  Debates,  and  might  have  been  misled  thereby, 
if  I  had  not  followed  up  the  subject  to  the  original 
sources  of  information  regarding  it.  The  petitions  were 
in  fact  received,  committed,  and  debated  on  report,  as 
1  shall  have  occasion  hereafter  to  state  at  length. 

One  other  case  is  cited,  that  of  the  petition  of  Vicente 
Pazos,  agent  of  New  Granada,  which,  in  the  year  1818, 
the  House  refused  to  receive.  But  the  printed  debates 
of  that  day  show  clearly  the  ground  of  rejection.  Mr. 
Forsyth  moved  that  it  be  not  received.  '<  He  stated 
that,  as  the  petitioner  was  the  agent  of  a  foreign  Power, 
and  applied  to  Congress  as  an  sppellate  power  over  the 
Executive,  he  thought  it  improper  that  he  should  be 
thus  heard."  And  the  question  was  decided  upon  this 
single  point  I  heartily  approve  the  remarks  then  made 
by  a  dtstinguiHhed  statesman,  now  no  more,  who  at  that 
time  represented  Massachusetts  on  this  floor. 

Mr.  MilK  of  Massachusetts,  said  that  «*  the  right  of 
petition  was  a  sacred  one,  and  belonged  equally  to  the 
meanest  and  the  greatest  citizen  in  the  nation;  and  if  such 
a  petition  as  this,  implicating  the  conduct  of  the  Execu- 
tive, had  been  presented  from  the  meanest  citizen,  he 
would  receive  It;  and  if  it  complained  of  grievances  with- 
out pointing  out  redress,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  give  the  proper  redress;  but  it  was  to  our  own 
citizens  only  he  would  turn  this  listening  ear.  What 
right  had  a  forei|fn  subiect  to  petition  this  House?" 
'  Sir,  T  have  incideutally  touched  upon  the  argument  of 
precedents,  and  shown  how  untenable  it  is;  but  I  care 
not  if  there  were  a  thousand  precedents  of  refusal 
to  receive  petitions.  Such  a  fact,  if  it  existed,  would 
not  abate  my  zeal  on  this  point,  or  shift,  in  the  minutest 
degree,  my  position.  Upon  the  constitution,  upon  the 
pre-existing  legal  rights  of  the  people,  as  understood  in 
this  country  and  in  England,  I  have  argued  that  this 
House  is  bound  to  receive  the  petition  under  debate.  It 
IS  impossible,  in  my  mind,  to  distinguish  between  the 
refusal  to  receive  a  petition,  or  its  summary  rejection  by 
some  general  order,  and  the  den'utl  of  the  right  of  peti- 
tion. I  have  no  such  microscopic  eye  as  to  enable  me 
to  discern  the  point  of  diffierence  between  the  two 
things.  This  procedure  may  be  keeping  the  word  to 
the  ear,  but  it  is  breaking  it  to  the  sense;  and  I  go  upon 
general,  abstract,  original,  fundamental  principle,  the 
great  principle  of  democratic  liberty,  which  is  the  founda- 
tion stone  of  this  republic.    It  is  for  the  sacred  and  in« 


alienable  rights  of  the  people  that  I  here  contend.  I 
should  regard  the  exclusion  of  petitions  from  the  consid- 
eration of  the  House  as  a  high-handed  invasion  of  the 
imprescriptible  rights  of  the  constituency  of  the  country, 
of  whom  we  are  the  representatives,  not  the  dictators; 
and  it  is  for  that  reason  I  take  my  stand  against  it  on  the 
very  threshold. 

Sir,  I  am  a  republican;  and  I  desire  to  see  this  House 
observe  the  principles  of  that  democracy  which  is  ever 
on  the  lips  of  its  memberi^  and  which  I  hope  is  in  their 
hearts,  as  I  know  and  feel  it  is  in  mine,  and  mean  it  shall 
be  in  my  conduct.  This  republic  was  called  into  being, 
organized,  and  is  upheld,  by  a  great  political  doctrine. 
That  doctrine  is,  that  the  people  alone  are  supreme;  that 
they  are  the  fountains  of  power;  that  all  mi^istrates  are 
the  delegated  agents  of  the  people,  for  the  purposes 
limited  and  prescribed  in  their  letters  of  appointment 
and  the  general  laws  of  the  land;  that  the  constituents 
of  a  member  of  this  House  have  the  right  to  give  instruc- 
tions to  him  individually;  and  that  every  individual  one 
of  the  people  has  a  right  to  be  heard  by  petition  on  the 
floor  of  this  House.  These  are  among  the  things  which 
I  understand  to  constitute  the  principles  of  democracy; 
those  general  principles,  which  t  learned  in  my  boyhood, 
with  my  catechism,  m  the  bill  of  rights  prefixed  to  the 
constitution  of  my  own  State;  which,  on  maturer  study, 
I  have  seen  to  be  avowed  more  or  less  distinctly  in  all 
the  constitutions  of  this  republic,  and  of  each  of  its  con- 
stituent republics;  which  I  perceive  to  be  defended  and 
applauded  in  the  writings  of  the  great  text  authors  of 
political  science  in  modern  tiroes;  and  which,  after  being 
for  the  first  time  practically  exemplified  in  our  own  in- 
stitutions, have  gone  forth  over  the  universe,  toppling 
down  thrones,  and  raising  up  freemen,  through  all  the 
nations  of  Christendom. 

And  whilst  I  feel  impelled  by  such  convictions  to  resist 
the  summary  rejection  of  this  petition  upon  principle,  I 
am  irresistibly  led  to  the  same  conclusion  by  considera« 
tions  of  policy  and  expediency.  1  deny  that  such  con- 
siderations should  decide  the  question;  but  seeing  they 
have  been  urged  into  it,  I  shall  concede  to  them  all  due 
respect. 

We  have  been  told  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition  ia 
for  a  thing  which  the  constitution  does  not  permit  to 
Congress,  and  so  the  petition  itself  should  not  be  re- 
ceived. 1  ask  of  the  House  how  it  appears  that  we  have 
no  right,  by  the  constitution,  to  legislate  upon  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  petition?  It  may  be  so,  and  it  may  not. 
One  member  of  the  House  has  earnestly  averred  that  it 
is,  another  that  it  is  not.  Which  of  them  is  right?  I 
confess,  for  myself,  that  I  cannot  think  it  becomes  the 
House  to  decide  either  way,  upon  the  mere  ipae  dimt  of 
individual  members.  Besides,  the  petition  culls  in  ques- 
tion not  only  slavery,  but  also  the  commerce  in  slaves* 
And  will  any  gentleman  affirm  that  the  slave  trade  of  the 
District  is  among  ihuse  holy  things  which  Congress  may 
not  constitutionally  handle?  Is  this  District  set  apart  by 
the  constitution,  under  whatever  changes  of  opinion  or 
fact  the  progress  of  civilization  may  introduce,  to  be  un- 
chang^bly  and  forever  a  general  slave  market  for  the 
rest  of  the  Union?  I  confess  that  I,  again,  am  disap- 
pointed in  that,  amon^  all  the  confident  things  said  in 
denial  of  the  constitutional  powers  of  Congress  in  this 
matter,  there  has  not  been,  so  far  as  I  remember,  any 
systematic  argument  on  the  perfectly  distinct  branches 
of  the  double  constitutional  question  involved  in  it,  name- 
ly, the  slave  property  and  the  slave  traffic  of  this  District. 
And  what  shall  be  ssid  of  our  constitutional  power  in  the 
purchased  territories,  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  to  which  some  of  these  petitions  apply?  And 
what  clause  of  the  constitution  restricts  the  right  of  pe- 
tition to  constitutional  things?  This  House  cannot  grant 
1  beyond  its  powers;  these  are  limited  by  the  constitution; 
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but  the  people  mty  petition  for  any  thingi  for  the  right 
of  petition  is,  W  the  constitution,  secured  forever  sgainst 
any  and  every  limitation  or  restriction. 

But  then  it  is  said  that  the  subject-matter  of  the  peti- 
tion does  not  adikiit  of  debate;  that  the  deliberate  con- 
siderstion  of  it,  and  the  decision  of  it  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  business,  would  be  fraught  with  disastrous  con- 
sequences to  the  peace  of  the  South  and  the  general 
tranquillity  of  the  Union.  Deeming,  this  argument  of 
more  weight  than  the  other,  I  will  give  to  it  more  care- 
ful attention,  especially  as  on  this  point  gentlemen  have 
appealed  with  ^reat  force  of  language  to  the  patriotic 
consideration  ofthe  North. 

In  the  first  place,  I  aver  that  I,  and  those  with  whom  I 
have  acted  or  voted,  did  not  seek  debate  on  this  subject. 
We  felt  anxious,  almost  universally,  to  avoid  it.  The 
members  firom  Massachusetts,  at  least,  have  not  in? ited, 
and,  until  it  had  been  under  discussion  among  other  gen- 
tlemen for  a  whole  month,  thev  scarcely  participated  in 
the  agitation  ofthe  subject  in  this  House.  We  sat  here 
week  af^er  week,  submitting,  for  the  sake  of  public 
peace,  to  hear  in  silence  the  harshest  reflections  upon 
our  constituents,  and  listening,  with  surprised  curiosity, 
to  the  strangest  legal  and  political  heresies,  uttered  as 
confidently  as  if  they  were  gospel  truths  communicated 
by  divine  inspiration.  One  of  my  colleagues  [  Mr .  Adams] 
did,  indeed,  beseech  gentlemen  not  to  provoke  him  to  a 
discussion  of  the  subject;  and  thus  it  went  on,  untouched 
by  us,  until  another  of  my  colleagues  [Mr.  Hoia]  could 
no  longer  abstain  from  the  temperate  defence  of  the  con- 
stitution and  of  his  fellow-citizens. 

In  the  second  place,  I  do  devoutly  believe  that  gentle- 
men misjudge,  if  they  suppose  that  agitation  out  of  doors 
is  to  be  arrested  by  the  quashing  of  these  petitions  on 
their  very  introduction  to  this  House.  With  my  whole 
heart  I  accord  in  the  view  ofthe  subject  taken  some  time 
since  by  an  honorable  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
Hvrr,]  and  which  I  know  is  taken  by  one  of  the  wisest 
and  most  trusted  of  the  statesmen  of  Virginia,  now  a 
member  of  the  other  branch  of  Congress.  If  there  be 
any  plausible  reason  for  supposing  that  we  have  the  right 
to  legislate  on  the  slave  interests  of  the  District,  you  can- 
not put  down  the  investigation  of  the  subject  out  of  doors 
by  refusing  to  receive  petitions.  On  the  contrary,  you 
give  the  petitioners  new  force  and  efliciency,  by  giving 
them  a  new  cause  of  complaint  and  of  excitement.  Nor 
do  you  attain  any  thing,  so  far  as  this  House  is  concerned; 
for,  by  shutting  out  petitions  you  do  not  shut  out  debate; 
any  member  of  the  House  can  bring  on  debate  any  day, 
by  moving  some  general  resolution  applicable  to  the  sub- 
ject. On  the  other  hand,  if  it  be  so  certain  that  Con- 
gress have  no  power  in  this  matter,  or,  having  power, 
ought  not  to  exerciie  it,  then  let  the  House  establish 
those  points  in  the  usual  way,  by  a  deliberate  report, 
elaborated  in  the  closet,  by  a  committee  of  the  ablest 
men  upon  this  floor,  and  considerately  adopted  by  the 
House.  The  argument  by  which  tliis  course  is  withstood 
goes  upon  a  false  assumption.  It  assumes  for  granted 
that  theiwople  of  the  United  States  are  not  to  be  rea- 
soned with;  that  their  opinions  can  be  put  down  by  bold 
«nd  broad  assertions  at  this  or  the  other  end  ofthe  Cap- 
itol; and  that  they  are  not  to  be  trusted  with  the  facts 
and  law  of  the  case.  Here,  again,  as  I  conceive,  gen- 
tlemen forget  that  this  Government  is  a  republican  one, 
restii^  exclusively  in  the  intelligence  and  virtue  of  the 
people.  I,  for  one,  am  willing  they  should  look  into 
any  of  the  clauses  of  the  constitution,  and  be  fully  in- 
formed of  the  merits  of  every  question  arising  under  it, 
never  doubting  that,  in  the  end,  their  decision  upon  it 
will  be  just,  true,  and  patriotic.  Or  is  it  that  gentlemen 
are  afraid  to  meet  a  proper  scrutiny  ofthe  subject?  Do 
they  shrink  from  a  fair  and  full  examination  of  its  merits 
or  demerits? 


Sir,  allusion  has  been  made,  in  an  early  ata^^  of  this 
debate,  to  the  history  of  the  excitement  which  once 
pervaded  a  connderable  part  of  the  country  in  reference 
to  the  transportation  of  the  mails  on  the  Lord's  day.  It 
is  undoubtedly  a  pregnant  ease,  directly  in  point$  but  I 
have  another  case  yet,  more  cogent  and  pertinent. 

Within  less  than  one  year  after  the  adoption  of  the 
constitution,  there  came  to  Congress  petitions,  chiefly 
from  New  Vork,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and  Virginia, 
and  especially  from  the  Society  of  Friends,  praying 
Congress  to  suppress  the  slave  trade,  and  to  interpose, 
in  various  ways,  within  the  limits  of  the  several  SUtes, 
in  the  melioration  of  the  condition  of  the  colored  popu- 
lation of  the  South.  I  have  examined  the  journala  giving 
the  records  of  the  proceedings  in  this  House;  I  have 
looked  into  the  history  of  the  times,  to  understsnd  the 
grounds  of  the  disposition  then  made  of  those  petitions. 
In  the  outset,  I  will  observe  that  the  debates  on  the  sub- 
ject present  a  remarkable  parallel  with,  what  has  Uken 
place  under  my  own  eyes  in  this  House.  Messrs.  Jack- 
son, BaMwin,  Tucker,  Smith,  and  some  other  gentlemen 
from  the  South,  insisted,  as  we  now  hear  it  insisted*  that 
the  petitions  should  be  summarily  rejected,  without 
commitment.  They  alleged  the  same  reasons;  such  as 
unconstitutional  object,  and  pernicious  effects  of  the 
discussion  upon  the  interests  of  the  slaveholding  Stales. 
One  gentleman  did,  I  believe,  what  I  suppose  would 
hardly  be  done  at  this  dav,  enter  into  an  elaborate  vin- 
dication of  the  trans-Atlantic  slave  trade.  But  there 
was  a  most  eminent  and  most  patriotic  member  of  that 
House,  a  man  as  calm  in  judging  as  he  was  deliberate  in 
acting,  who  had  himself  been  instrumental  among  the 
first  in  laying  the  fpundation  of  this  Union;  who  since 
then  has  successfully  filled  the  highest  stations  which 
the  laws  of  his  country  acknowledge;  and  who  yet  lives 
in  a  venerable  old  age,  to  receive  the  admiration  of  his 
countrymen,  and  to  enjoy  the  rare  felicity  of  surviving, 
as  it  were,  a  witness  of  the  honors  bestowed  upon  hire 
by  posterity.  Serua  redeat  in  ccelum.  Long  may  it  be 
ere  he  depart  from  among  U9,  to  take  his  place  among 
the  great  and  glorious  of  other  times.  Sir,  the  House 
will  anticipate  that  I  hsve  in  my  eye  James  Madison  the 
younger,  who  stood  forth  to  pour  upon  the  troubled 
waves  of  that  day  the  oil  of  peace  and  gladness.  God 
grant  there  nuiy  yet  be  found  among  his  patriotic  coun- 
trymen some  good  and  great  man-^Hi  better  and  a  greater 
there  is  not— now  to  perform  the  selfsame  office  for  the 
republic. 

At  that  crisis,  in  the  very  greenness  of  the  imnMture 
youth  ofthe  constitution,  when  it  wss  least  able  to  bear 
the  shock  of  sectional  collision,  Mr.  Madison,  southerner 
as  he  was,  steadily  opposed  his  friends  from  the  South, 
and  successfully  advocated  the  commitment  of  the  peti- 
tions. I  submit  to  the  House  his  speech,  as  I  find  it  very 
briefly  reported  in  the  newspapers  of  that  day: 

**  Mr.  Madison  observed  that  it  was  bis  opinion  yes- 
terday that  the  best  way  to  proceed  in  this  business  was 
to  commit  the  memorial  without  any  debate  on  tlie  sub- 
ject. From  what  has  taken  place,  he  was  more  con- 
vinced of  the  proprietj^  of  the  idea.  But,  as  the  buvness 
has  engaged  the  attention  of  many  members,  he  would 
offer  a  few  observations  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  He  then  entered  into  a  critical  review  of  the 
circumstances  respecting  the  adoption  ofthe  constitution, 
the  ideas  upon  the  limitation  of  the  power  of  Congress 
to  interfere  in  the  regulation  of  tlie  commerce  in  sUves, 
and  showing  that  they  undoubtedly  were  not  precluded 
from  interposing  in  their  importation,  and  generally  to 
regulate  the  m<^e  in  wluch  every  species  of  business 
shall  be  transacted.  He  adverted  to  the  western  coun- 
try and  the  cession  of  Georgia,  in  which  Congress  have 
certainly  the  power  to  regulate  the  subject  of  slavery, 
which  shows  that  genUemen  are  mistake d  in  supposing 
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that  Conffress  cannot  eonstitutiontlly  interfere  in  the 
buiinen  in  any  degree  whatever.  He  was  in  favor  of 
committing  the  petitions,  and  justified  the  measure  by 
repeated  precedents  in  the  proceedings  of  the  House." 

r  produce  this  speech^  not  for  the  purpose  of  adopting 
all  its  views,  for  some  of  them,  I  confen,  are  new  to  me, 
and  such  as  I  have  not  had  time  or  means  to  investigate, 
but  in  order  to  show,  conclusively,  what  Mr.  Madison 
deemed  wise  and  proper  to  be  done  in  a  contingency  so 
precisely  like  the  present.  Accordingly,  all  the  petitions  - 
were  committed  to  a  select  committee  {  that  committee 
made  a  report;  the  report  was  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  and  discussed  on  four  successive 
days;  it  was  then  reported  to  the  House  with  amend- 
ments, and  by  the  House  ordered  to  be  inscribed  in  its 
journals,  and  then  kid  on  the  table. 

That  report,  as  amended  in  committee,  is  in  tl>e  fol- 
lowing words: 

"  The  committee  to  whom  were  referred  sundry 
memorials  from  the  people  called  Quakers,  and  also  a 
memorial  from  the  Pennsylvania  Society  for  promoting 
the  abolition  of  slavery,  submit  the  following  report,  (as 
amended  in  Committee  of  the  Whole:) 

<'  First.  That  the  migration'  or  importation  of  such 
persons  as  any  of  the  States  now  existing  shall  think 
proper  to  admit  cannot  be  prohibited  by  Congress  prior 
to  the  year  1808. 

**  Seeondly.  That  Congress  have  no  power  to  inter- 
fere in  the  emancipation  of  slaves,  or  in  the  treatment  of 
them,  within  any  of  the  States;  it  remaining  with  the 
severs!  States  alone  to  provide  any  regulation  therein 
which  humanity  and  true  policy  may  require. 

•«  Thirdly.  That  Congress  have  authority  to  restrain 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States  from  carrying  on  the 
African  slave  trade,  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  for- 
eigners with  slaves,  and  of  providing,  by  proper  regula- 
tions, for  the  humane  treatment,  during  their  passage, 
of  slaves  imported  by  the  said  citizens  into  the  States 
admitting  such  importations. 

**  Fourthly.  That  Congress  have  also  authority  to  pro- 
hibit foreigners  from  fitting  out  vessels  in  any  part  of 
the  United  States  for  transporting  persons  from  Africa  to 
any  foreign  port." 

Now,  I  entreat  the  House  to  call  to  mind  the  effect  of 
these  prooeedings.  There  was  no  insurrection,  no 
servile  war,  no  agitation  in  the  South.  Congress  calm- 
ly and  considerately  examined  the  whole  broad  question, 
not  of  the  slave  trade  only,  but  also  of  the  slave  interest. 
It  decided  how  far  it  could  go,  and  how  far  it  would  go. 
Its  decision  went  forth  to  the  world,  and  settled  the 
<(uestions  involved  in  it,  as  It  were,  forever.  Nearly 
ttiy  years  have  since  elapsed,  and  I  am  not  awsre  that 
the  points  then  adjudged  have  at  any  time  since  been 
drawn  Into  debate  or  controversy.  And  I  do  declare 
my  solemn  belief,  that  if  the  House  would  now  pursue 
the  same  course,  and  dispassionately  determine  what  it 
can  or  cannot  do,  and  make  that  determination  known 
to  the  country  in  a  respectful  way,  the  result  would  be 
precisely  the  ssime  in  this  vexed  question  of  the  District 
ofColumbis. 

Entertaining  these  opinions  of  the  course  to  be  pur- 
sued, I  beg  of  gentlemen  to  look  at  the  question,  as  I 
have  done,  in  a  calm  review  of  facts  and  of  principles. 
They  deprecate  all  aeitation  unfriendly  to  the  peace  and 
reciprocal  good  will  of  the  different  sections  of  the 
country.  So  do  I,  most  heartily;  and  in  my  own  humble 
sphere  I  have  earnestly  exerted  myself  to  this  end. 
And  t  do,  unwillingly  but  decidedly,  avow  my  convic- 
tion, derived  from  abundant  personal  observation,  that 
it  is  not  by  the  summary  suppression  of  petitions,  it  is 
not  by  Lynching  this  or  any  other  petition,  that  tran- 
quillity is  to  be  restored,  and  harmony  assured,  either 
In  the  South  or  the  North.    And  whilst  I  entreat  of  in- 


dividual  members  of  the  House  to  regard  this  question 
in  calmness,  and  conclude  it  in  judj^ment,  as  they  would 
any  lesser  question,  I  warn  and  adjure  the  House  itself, 
as  a  constituent  branch  of  this  Government,  to  beware 
lest,  in  deciding  this  general  question  of  the  right  of 
petition,  it  overleap  the  bounds  prescribed  to  it  by  the 
constitution. 

Men  of  Virginia,  countrymen  of  Washington,  of  Pat- 
rick Henry,  of  Jefferson,  and  of  Madison,  will  ye  be 
true  to  your  constitutional  faith  f  Men  of  New  York, 
will  ye  ride  over  the  principles  of  the  democracy  ye 
profess?  Men  of  the  West,  can  ye  prove  recreant  to  the 
spirit  of  sturdy  independence  which  carried  you  beyond 
the  mountains?  Men  of  New  England,  I  hold  you  to  the 
doctrines  of  liberty  which  ye  inherit  from  your  puritan 
forefathers.  And  if  this  House  is  to  be  scared,  by  what- 
ever influences,  from  its  duty  to  receive  and  hear  the 
petitions  of  the  people,  then  I  shsll  send  my  voice  beyond 
the  walls  of  this  Capitol  for  redress.  To  the  people  [ 
say,  your  liberties  are  in  danger;  they,  whom  you  nave 
chosen  to  be  your  representatives,  are  untrue  to  their 
trust:  come  ye  to  the  rescue;  for  the  vindication  of  your 
right  of  petition,  to  you  I  appeal;  to  you,  the  people 
who  sent  ua  here,  whose  agents  we  are,  to  whom  we 
shall  return  to  render  a  reckoning  to  our  stewardship, 
and  who  are  the  true  and  only  sovereigns  in  this  re- 
public. 

Af\er  Mr.  Cusbivg  concluded  his  remarks, 

Mr.  GARLAND  rose  and  said  that  he  did  not  rise  to 
inflict  a  long  speech  upon  the  House,  particularly  at  this 
hour  of  the  day;  that  he  would  not  discuss  the  subject  of 
slaveiy  here  or  elsewhere;  but  he  could  not  permit  the 
ingenious,  and  specious  remarks  of  the  honorable  mem- 
ber from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Cusbiitg,]  who  has  just 
taken  his  seat,  to  go  to  the  public  without  an  bumble 
effort,  on  his  part,  to  parry  their  effects,  by  exposing 
their  fallacy.  Mr.  G.  said,  that  whenever  gentlemen 
presented  these  petitions  for  interference  with  the  local 
rights  of  the  people  of  the  District  of  Columbis,  against 
their  wishes,  the  reception  was  to  be  secured,  by  being 
wrapped  in  the  extensive  folds  of  the  sacred,  the  consti- 
tutional right  of  petition. 

Mr.  G.  aaid  he  proposed  very  briefly  to  examine  this 
subject,  with  a  view  to  distinguish  between  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  petition  and  the  constitutional  obligation 
of  this  House  to  receive  petitions  when  presented,  and 
to  prove  that  this  House  was  under  no  constitutional  ob- 
ligation to  receive  petitions  founded  in  abuse  of  this  sa- 
cred right,  and  having  in  view  the  subversion  of  the 
rights  of  others.  Mr.  G.  said,  when  gentlemen  from  the 
North  accused  members  of  the  South  of  disregarding  the 
constitutional  right  of  petition,  in  voting  against  the  re- 
ception of  these  abolition  memorials,  they  did  them 
great  injustice.  No  people  regarded  with  more  scru- 
pulous iealousy  the  right  of  petition,  legitimately  exer- 
cised, than  the  southern  people;  but  it  was  against  its 
abuse  that  they  protested;  and  it  was  the  invasion  of  the 
rights  of  others,  under  color  of  this  sacred  principle, 
which^they  resisted. 

Mr.  G.  said,  with  due  deference  to  the  opinions  of 
other  gentlemen,  he  had  always  understood  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  ponstitution,  in  guarantying  the  right  of  pe- 
tition, was  to  enable  the  people,  or  any  portion  of  them, 
to  assemble  without  interruption  or  hindrance,  and  pe- 
tition for  the  redress  of  any  grievance  under  which  they 
might  labor,  and  which  was  within  the  reach  of  the  body 
petitioned.  This  was  the  object  of4he  celebrated  magna 
charta  of  England;  it  was  the  object  of  every  guarantee 
of  the  right  of  petition  in  every  age  of  the  world,  wher- 
ever it  has  existed.  It  was  (said  Mr.  G.)  emphatically 
a  right,  guarantied  by  the  constitution,  to  petition  for 
redress  of  grievances— grievances  either  public  or  pri- 
vate, bqt  nothing  more.      Mr.  G.  said,  to  sustain  this 
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poBitioita  be  needed  no  other  argument  than  tbe  ar- 
ticle of  the  constitution  cited  by  the  honorable  gentle- 
nuin  himself.  It  reads  thus:  "Congress  shall  make  no 
law  reapecting  the  establishment  of  relif^ton,  or  prohib- 
iling  the  free  exercise  thereof,  or  abridging  the  freedom  > 
of  s|>eech  or  of  the  press,  or  the  right  of  the  people 
peaceably  to  assemble  and  to  petition  the  Government 
for  a  redress  of  grievances."  Can  the  mind  of  any  man 
(ssid  Mr.  G.)  be  so  far  obscured  as  not  at  once  to  per- 
ceive that  the  object  of  this  article  was  to  secure  to  tbe 
people  the  right  of  assembling  and  petitioning,  without 
hinarance  or  molestation,  founded  upon  the  right  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  the  people  to  have  their  grievancea 
(not  the  grievances  of  others)  redressed?  He  said  he 
thought  not.  He  thought  the  article  too  clear  to  need 
the  aid  of  argument  for  elucidation.  Mr.  O.  said,  every 
people  knew  their  own  grievances  best,  and  he  thought 
it  a  most  extravagant  claim,  under  this  article,  to  assert 
that  it  gave  the  right  to  one  set  of  people  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  another,  and  that  Congress  was 
bound  to  receive  such  petitions,  and  gravely  act  upon 
them.  The  constitution  meant  (said  Mr.  G.)  no  such 
absurdity.  v 

Mr.  G.  said  he  would,  by  offering  a  few  hypothetical 
examples,  illustrate  the  absurdity  of  this  extravagant 
claim  under  the  constitutional  right  of  petition,  broiuias 
it  is,  and  broad  as  it  should  be.  Mr.  G.  said  the  consti- 
tution of  our  Government  was  strictly  federal  that  to  its 
action  and  control  were  confided  particular,  specified, 
definiCd  powers,  in  which  there  was  a  general  and  a  com- 
munity of  interest  between  all  the  States;  but  that  the 
domestic  rights  of  the  States  were  under  their  own  ex- 
clusive jurisdiction;  and  that  the  Federal  Government 
could,  constitutionally,  no  more  interfere  with  them 
than  could  the  Government  of  France  or  England^  In 
the  domestic  relations  of  the  States,  they  are  not  only 
independent  of  the  Federal  Government,  but  of  the 
several  State  Governments.  Among  the  several  domes- 
tic concerns  of  the  States,  over  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  no  jurisdiction  whatever,  is  the  institution 
of  slavery  in  the  slaveholding  States.  It  is  an  admitted 
principle,  (said  Mr.  G. )  It  is  a  constitutional  guarantee 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  States  in  which  slavery  exists 
is  exclusive  over  the  subject,  and  that  neither  the  Fed- 
eral nor  any  State  Government/  has  the  right  to  inter- 
fere with  it.  This  principle  being  true,  (said  Mr.  G.,) 
as  it  undoubtedly  is,  he  would  ask  whether  the  people 
of  any  portion  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  had  the 
right  to  petition  Congress  to  abolish  slaverjr  in  the  State 
of  Virginia,  because  the  right  of  petition  is  guarantied 
by  the  con  ititution,  and  that  Congresa  is  bound  to  re- 
ceive their  petitions,  and  gravely  consider  the  subject- 
matter  of  them — ^a  subject-matter  over  which  there  is  not 
only  not  delegated  any  power,  but  over  which  their  pow- 
er is  expressly  restricted.  To  what  end  are  they  to  re- 
ceive it?  Merely  to  get  a  report  from  a  committee,  and  a 
grave  decision  of  this  House  that  it  has  no  right  to  legis- 
late upon  this  subject?  Surely  this  is  an  absurdity  (said 
Mr.  G.)  for  which  i)o  member  of  this  House  will  con- 
tend.    It  would  be  an  idle  waste  of  time. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  G.,  (for  the  principles  would  be  pre- 
cisely (he  same,)  suppose  these  people  were  to  petition 
Congress  to  interfere  with  tbe  domestic  relations  of 
France  or  England:  ought  their  petitions,  or,  in  other 
words,  would  Congress  be  bound  to  receive  and  gravely 
consider  the  subject-matter  of  such  petitions?  Certainly 
not.  Again,  said  Mr.  G.,  suppose  they  were  to  petition 
Congress  to  alter  the  law  of  descents  in  Virginia— and 
they  have  the  same  constitutional  right  to  do  this  as  they 
have  to  petition  Congress  to  sbolish  slavery  in  Virginia — 
will  gentlemen  say  that  Congress  would  be  bound,  under 
the  constitution,  to  receive  and  gravely  consider  the 
gubject-matter  of  such  a  petition?    I  humbly  think  not. 


According  to  the  latitudinbua  views  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Cushiso,]  the  good  people  of 
Massachusetts  have  the  constitutional  right  to  petition 
about  every  thing  and  any  thing,  either  in  Europe,  Asia, 
Africa,  or  America;  even,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  thia  House 
should  hang  you,  for  some  of  what  they  might  pleaae  to 
call  your  religious,  or  political,  or  moral  sins;  and  that 
the  constitution  imposes  upon  Congress  the  obligation  to 
receive  and. gravely  to  consider  such  petition.  When  k 
is  seen  that  the  right  of  petition,  and  the  obligation  of 
receiving  and  considering  such  petitions  on  the  part  of 
Congress,  as  contended  for  by  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, drives,  in  practice,  to  such  abaurditiea,  Mr. 
G.  said  he  regarded  the  position  he  had  taken  proven  to 
be  true— that  the  constitution  intended  to  give  protec- 
tion to  the  people  in  petitioning  for  a  redreas  of  their 
own  actual  grievances,  and  to  impose  upon  Con^7«8S  tbe 
duty  of  receiving  only  such  petitions  as  come  within  the 
sphere  of  their  constitutional  power  of  redress.  Mr.  G. 
said  he  hazarded  but  little  in  8sying,.if  this  case  coukl 
be  reversed,  and  the  people  of  Virginia  were  petitioning 
Congress  to  compel  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  or  any 
other  non-slaveholding  State,  to  eatablish  slavery,  that 
every  northern  member  would  rise  in  his  place  and  pro- 
test against  the  reception  of  such  a  petition,  as  imperti- 
nent, obtrusive,  and  without  the  lej^islative  jariadiction 
of  Congress.     The  principle  is  precisely  the  same. 

Mr.  G.  aaid  if  he  had  succeeded  in  proving,  as  he 
humbly  thought  he  had,  that  the  constitution  did  not  se- 
cure to  the  people  of  Massachusetts,  or  any  other  SUte, 
the  right  to  petition  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  Vir- 
ginia, or  fc»r  any  interference  with  any  of  its  acknowl- 
edged domeatic  rights,  or  impose  on  Congress  the  duty 
of  receiving  and  considering  such  petitions,  it  only  re- 
mained for  him  to  prove  that,  in  relation  to  the  domestic 
rights  of  the  people  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  tbey 
were  as  independent  and  as  foreign  to  the  people  of 
Massachusetts  as  were  those  of  Virginia,  and  that  they 
had  no  more  right  of  interference  with  the  one  than  the 
other.  Mr.  G.  said  that  the  cession  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  made  it  incompatible  with  the  successful  ope- 
rations of  the  Federal  Government,  and  the  Just  protec- 
tion of  the  rights,  of  the  life,  liberty,  and  property,  of 
its  citizens,  that  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia 
should  retain  the  legialative  jurisdiction  over  the  ceded 
territory;  hence  it  was  committed  to  the  legislative  care 
of  Congress.  But  it  never  entered  into  the  heads  of 
those  who  ceded,  nor  of  those  who  accepted  the  cession, 
thst  the  people  of  the  ceded  territory,  by  the  cession, 
lost  the  protection  of  life,  liberty,  and  property,  guaran- 
tied to  the  people  of  the  several  States,  and  which  they 
enjoyed  prior  to  the  cession;  and  that  each  was  to  be 
subject  to  the  uncertainty  which  would  necessarily  arise 
out  of  the  conflicting  religious  and  political  notiona  and 
discordant  interests  of  the  people  of  this  extended  em- 
pire. On  the  contrary,  all  supposed,  and  none  can 
doubt,  that  they  were  XtH  by  the  cesson  in  the  same 
state  of  security  which  they  enjoyed  previous  to  tlie 
cession,  and  that  they  had  exchanged  simply  the  legisla- 
tive jurisdiction  of  Virginia  and  Maryland  for  that^  of 
Congress.  He  said  that  the  article  of  the  constitution 
giving  to  Congresa  <*  exclusive  legislative  jurisdiciion^' 
was  adopted  before  the  cession  was  made,  and  hence 
could  have  had  no  particular  reference  to  the  condition 
of  the  District  afterwards  ceded;  and  could  not,  there- 
fore, abridge  any  of  the  domestic  rights  of  the  people  of 
the  District,  as  they  existed  at  the  time  of  the  cession. 
But  the  cession  having  been  accepted  with  the  giiaran- 
tee  of  the  right  of  property  to  the  people  of  tlie  Diatnc^ 
contained  in  the  constitution  and  acts  of  concession, 
these  guarantees  afford  ample  protection,  and  are  re- 
strictions upon  the  jurisdiction  of  Congress  as  the  local 
Legislature  of  the  Dihtrict.    Mr.  G.  said  that  the  people 
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of  Massachusetts  had  no  more  connexion  or  concern 
with  the  domestic  rig-hts  of  the  people  of  the  District 
than  they  had  with  those  of  the  people  of  Virginia  or 
Maryland,  and  that  any  attempt  at  interference  with 
them  was  as  impertinent  and  obtrusive  as  interference 
would  be  wilh  those  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  or  any 
other  Independent  State.  Mr.  G.  said  ne  contend««l 
that  the  people  of  the  District,  in  relation  to  their  do- 
roestie  rights,  occupied  the  position  of  a  State,  and  were 
entitled  to  have  their  rights  respected  as  such,  and  pro- 
tected from  interference  from  other  Slates  as  such. 

Mr.  G.  said,  having  thus  examined  the  principle  grow- 
ing out  of  what  has  been  termed  the  constitutional  right 
of  petition,  the  extent  of  the  obligation  of  Congress  to 
receive,  and  established,  as  he  thought,  beyond  reason- 
able doubt,  that  Congress  was  not  bound  tu  receive 
petitions  from  people  who  did  not  seek  the  redress  of 
flome  public  or  private  grievance  aflTecting  themselves, 
be  would  very  briefly  canvass  the  claim  of  the  petition 
now  under  consideration  to  that  character.  He  said 
he  would  emphatically  ask,  what  was  the  grievance 
affecting  the  petitioners,  for  which  they  sought  redress, 
and  in  aid  of  which  they  so  clamorously  invoked  the 
•acred  right  of  petition  and  the  spirit  of  liberty?  Why, 
Mr..Speaker,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  the  grievance  is,  that  the 
people  of  this  District,  some  hundred  miles  removed 
from  the  petitioners,  hold  slaves,  (a  property  guarantied 
by  the  constitution,)  and  they  modestly  ask  that  the 
people  of  the  District  maybe  deprived  of  their  property 
without  their  consent.  Surely,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  this  is  no 
grievance,  either  public  or  private,  to  the  petitioners. 
But  what  is  the  grievance  complained  of  in  the  petition, 
and  for  which  a  remedy  is  sought?  It  is,  sir,  that  the 
existence  of  slavery  is  incompatible  with  the  religious 
notions  of  the  petitioners,  and  they  simply  ask  (a  very 
small  matter,  ceruinly)  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  should  forcibly  wrest  from  a  portion  of  the  people 
their  property,  for  the  ytry  important  object  of  gratify- 
ing the  religious  scruples  of  those  very  devoutly  reli- 
gious peoplei  Mr.  Speaker,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  this  is  as  bold 
and  daring  an  attempt  as  was  ever  made  among  a  free 
people,  to  compel,  by  force  of  law,  one  set  of  people 
to  conform  their  practices  and  their  consciences  to  the 
religious  notions  of  another  set;  and  this,  sir,  is  the  whole 
grievance.  Sir,  once  commence  this  work,  and  by 
then  you  have  legislated  conformably  to  the  peculiar 
notions  of  all  our  religious  sects;  there  wilt  be  little  of 
liberty  left  to  the  people.  .  You  will  have  established  a 
complete  clerical  despotism.  Mr.  Speaker,  (said  Mr. 
G.,)  the  very  clause  of  the  constitution  quoted  by  the 
honorable  member  from  Massachusetts  contains  this 
valuable  provision:  ''Congress  shall  make  no  law  re- 

'  pecting  an  establishment  of  religion."  If  this  provi- 
sion (said  Mr.  G.)  is  of  any  value  at  all,  it  secures  to 
every  man  the  right  of  maintaining  his  own  religious 
opinions,  and  conforming  his  practices  to  them.    I  em- 

.  phattcally  ask  every  member  here,  ay,  every  American 
freeman,  if  Congress  should  carry  out  the  prayer  of 
these  petitioners,  whether,  in  practice,  it  is  not  directly 
at  war  with  the  right  of  religious  freedom  guarantied 
by  the  constitution  as  above  quoted'  Some  men  think, 
and  pious  men,  too,  that  slavery  is  not  tncompiaible 
with  the  strictest  notions  of  religion.  I  then  ask  (said 
Mr.  G.)  if  they  are  to  be  forced  by  law  to  surrender 
their  own  opinions,  and  be  compelled  to  conform  to 
those  of  the  petitioners?  I  answer,  no.  Tou  cannot  so 
far  violate  the  principles  of  the  constttution  securing 
religious  freedom.  Mr.  G.  said  no  man  or  body  of 
men  had  the  right,  nor  sliould  they  force  him  to  take 
their  peculiar  notions  of  religion.  He  was  responsible 
to  none  but  his  Creator  for  his  religious  opinions  or 
moral  practices.  The  Creator  himself  had  given  a 
guide  by  which  all  were  to  be  directed;  it  was  a  wise 
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and  unerring  guide.  But  he  disclaimed,  for  himself 
and  his  constituents,  the  right  of  bigoted  and  despotic 
teachers  of  religion  to  gull  down  their  throats  their 
notions  of  religion  or  any  thing  else.  They  are  as  frail 
and  as  fallible  as  himself,  and  he  did  not  choose  to  be 
compelled  to  follow  their  guidance  when  he  deemed 
them  in  error. 

Mr.  G.  said  it  waa  onp«a8onable  to  act  upon  such  pe- 
titions as  this,  because  the  petitioners  were  not  aflected 
w^ith  the  evils  or  reproaches  of  slavery.  They  lived 
under  law%and  institutions  in  which  it  was  not  tolerated. 
Hence  they  have  no  (practical  grievance  to  redress.  ^  I 
protest,  Mr.  Speaker,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  that  the  people  of 
this  District,  who  complain  of  no  grievance,  who  have 
none  to  redress,  should  be  violently  deprived  of  their 
rights,  to  satisfy  the  religious  scruples  of  their  kind 
friends,  these  petitioners. 

Mr.  G.  said  that,  having  said  thus  much  upon  the 
constitutional  right  of  petition,  and  the  grievance  sought 
to  be  redressed  in  the  petition  now  under  consideration, 
he  would  say  a  few  words  as  to  an  exception  of  the  gen- 
eral obligation  of  Congress  to  receive  and  consider  pe« 
titions,  if  in  every  other  respect  unexceptionable.  Mr. 
G.  said  this  was  an  exception  due  to  the  body  itself;  he 
alluded  to  the  right  of  this  body  to  require  that  every 
petition  presented  to  it  should  be  couched  in  decent  and 
respectful  language.  This  (said  Mr.  G.)  is  an  acknowl- 
edged right,  and  it  would  be  a  useless  consumption  of 
time  to  detain  the  House  with  any  arguments  as  to  its 
necessity  and  propriety.  Mr.  G.  asked  if  the  petition 
now  under  consideration  was  couched  in  such  decent 
and  respectful  lang^ge  as  to  address  itself  to  the  ft- 
vorable  consideration  of  the  House'  Sir,  (said  Mr.  G.,) 
in  this,  as  in  most  of  the  petitions  which  have  been  pre- 
sented, the  people  of  the  South  are  characterized  as  pi- 
rates, man-stealers,  merchants  in  human  flesh,  and  gross 
violators  of  the  laws  of  God  and  man.  Mr.  G.  said  that 
the  honorable  gentleman  who  had  just  taken  his  seat, 
and  who  professed  to  be  opposed  to  the  abolitionists, 
(no  doubt  sincerely,)  but  who  had  made  a  most  excel- 
lent abolition  speech,  complained  of  the  terms  of  op* 
probium  which  had  been  used  in  this  debate  towards 
the.  northern  people,  insomuch  that  he  acknowledged 
bis  zeal  against  abolitionism  much  abated.  Mr.  G. 
said  he  asked  that  gentleman  how  it  was  that  he  could 
feel  so  sensibly  the  epithets  employed  against  the  abo- 
litionists, and  not  feel  the  severe  reflections  upon  the 
whole  southern  people  contained  in  these  petitions? 
Sir,  (said  Mr.  G.,^  are  these  terms  of  reproach,  such  as 
piracy,  man-stealmg.  Sec,  so  mild,  and  so  gentle,  as 
to  Ce  totally  innocent,  totally  inoffensive?  Surely  the 
gentleman  cannot  so  think. 

Mr.  G.said  that  the  institution  of  slavery  existed  at  the 
time  of  the  formation  of  the  constitution.  The  free  States, 
so  called,  entered  into  the  constitutional  compact  with 
the  full  knowledge  of  this  state  of  things,  and  solemnly  eir-^ 
gaged  not  to  interfere  with  it.  The  South  has  faithfully 
and  devotedly  performed  its  constitutional  obligations  for 
upwards  of  ftfty  years.  The  southern  representation 
have  the  same  claim  to  protection  from  insult  aiid  re- 
proach, when  they  come  here  to  legislate,  as  the  north- 
ern representation.  Is  it  to  be  patiently  borne,  then, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  representation  of  the  South  are  to 
sit  here,  day  after  day,  and  bear  themselves  and  their 
constituents  reproached  as  pirates?  No,  sir;  it  is  more 
than  southern  feeling  and  southern  blood  can  bear.  It 
cannot,  it  will  not,  be  submitted  to.  It  had  been  said 
(said  Mr.  G.)  by  an  honorable  member  from  Massachu- 
setts, [Mr.  Abams,}  that  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
speak  of  the  subject  of  slavery  without  using  terms 
which  may  be  deemed  insulting  and  reproachful.  Then, 
Mr.  Speaker,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  why  speak  of  it  here  at  all? 
It  is  no  reason  why  the  South  should  aubinit  to  inattlt. 
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because  gentlemen  my  they  cannot  present  the  subject 
to  the  consideration  of  Congpress  without  using  terms  of 
an  insulting  character.  Sir,  these  petitioners  have  no 
right  to  interfere,  nor  has  Congress  the  right  to  inter- 
fere, with  this  subject;  and  these  petitioners  have  only 
to  abstain  from  an  unwarrantable  interference  with  the 
rights  of  others,  to  avaid  insuhing  and  reproaching  the 
whole  southern  people.  Mr.  G.  said  he  could  readily 
perceive  why  gentlemen  did  not  feel  the  force  of  these 
terms  of  reproach  applied  to  the  South,  and  appreciate 
their  insulting  character.  It  was  because  they  them- 
selves were  not  the  subjects  of  these  epithets.  They 
were  not  addressed  to  them,  and  their  resentment  was 
not,  therefore,  excited.  But  (said  Mr.  G.)  he  was  well 
satisfied  that  if  any  portion  of  the  southern  people  were 
to  present  petitions  designating  the  whole  people  of  the 
North  as  tories,  or  applying  to  them  some  other  harsh  and 
libellous  epithet,  the  northern  members  would  readily 
feel  the  insult,  and  refuse  to  receive  such  petitions.  The 
terms  of  reproach  employed  in  these  petitions  were  no 
less  insulting,  and  deserved  at  the  hands  of  the  South 
the  utmost  indignation. 

But  (said  Mr.  G.)  he  was  much  astonished  to  hear 
from  two  gentlemen  of  such  intelligence  as  the  gentle- 
men from  Massachusetts,  [Messrs.  Adams  and  Cvspiiro,] 
any  argument  drawn  in  favor  of  the  reception  of  this  and 
other  like  petitions,  because  they  prayed  for  the  aboli- 
tion not  only  of  slavery,  but  of  the  slave  trade,  as  they 
•re  pleased  to  call  it,  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  Upon 
what  principle  it  is  (said  Mr.  6.)  that  the  African  slave 
trade  can  be  assimilated  to  individual  sales  and  purchases 
of  slaves  in  the  same  State  where  slavery  exists,  he  said 
he  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  Surely  the  gentle- 
men were  too  learned  not  to  know  that  the  right  to  hold 
a  alave  as  property  involved  necessarily  the  right  to 
alien.  U  was  a  necessary  and  inseparable  consequence. 
Mr.  G.  said  the  sales  called  the  slave  trade  by  these 
holy  petitioners  were  oftener  the  result  of  necessity 
than  of  choice.  They  were  sometimes  made  to  satisfy 
debts,  sometimes  to  divide  dead  men's  estates,  some- 
times from  one  cause  and  sometimes  another;  in  no 
case,  however,  changing  the  condition  of  the  slave,  ex- 
cept so  far  as  in  the  character  of  their  masters;  and  if 
sometimes  mother  and  children  are  separated,  it  is  only 
that  which  frequently  happens  with  the  master  and 
his  family.  Every  day  events  are  transpiring  and  scenes 
taking  place  which  are  deeply  afflicting  to  our  feelings, 
but  they  are  the  results  of  liuman  frailty  and  human  im- 
perfection, and  cannot  be  avoided. 

Mr.  G.  said  another  strong,  and,  to  his  mind,  con- 
clusive argument,  that  the  mere  fact  of  presenting  a  pe- 
tition did  not  impose  the  obligation  of  receiving  it,  was 
the  very  propounding  of  the  question,  "  Shall  the  peti- 
tion be  received.^"  It  implies  in  itself  the  power  not  to 
receive;  and  the  reason  of  the  rule  seems  clearly  to  be  that 
-  the  power  not  to  receive  had  reference  as  well  to  the  sub- 
ject-naatter  of  the  petition  as  to  the  language  in  which  it 
IS  couched.  But  it  is  asked,  how  is  the  House  to  get  in 
possesaion  of  the  subject-matter  of  a  petition,  unless  it  be 
received  and  read  >  Mr.  G.  said  the  answer  to  this  inquiry 
was  quite  easy.  %y  a  rule  of  the  House,  tytvy  member 
who  presents  a  petition  is  required  briefly  to  state  the 
subject-matter  of  it.  In  this  way  the  House  becomes 
possesaed  of  its  object^  and  may,  upon  ample  informa- 
tion, determine  upon  the  question  or  reception.  If  the 
petition  asks  Congress  to  do  what  it  is  palpably  forbid- 
den by  the  constitution  to  do,  is  there  any  reason  why  it 
should  be  received?    Certainly  none. 

Mr.  G.  said  that  the  precedent  relied  upon  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Cushiho,]  of  the 
reception  and  rejection  of  the  petition  of  the  Society  of 
Friends  in  1791,  did  not  apply*  Mr.  G.  said  that  the 
material  object  of  tliat  petition  was  the  regulation  and 


ultimate  abolition  of  the  African  slave  trade.  This  was 
a  subject,  in  part  at  least,  which  belonged  to  the  con- 
stitutional authority  of  Congress.  The  right  to  regukte 
the  African  slave  trade  was,  in  effect,  the  right  to  re^i- 
late  commerce,  which  properly  belonged  to  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  of  Congress.  Hence  the  propriety  of  the 
reception  of  that  memorial,  although  it  was  subsequently 
and  properly  rejected.  But  that  case  does  not  apply  to 
this  petition.  This  petition  asks  Congress  to  do  what  it 
has  no  power  to  do. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  begged  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  a  few  moments,  while  he  briefly  recurred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to  abolish 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  He  said  there  was 
only  one  article  of  the  constitution  upon  the  subject,  and 
that  is  as  follows: 

«•  To  exercise  exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  what- 
soever over  such  district  (not  exceeding  ten  miles 
square)  as  may,  by  cession  of  particular  States,  and  the 
acceptance  of  Congress,  become  the  seat  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,"  fcc. 

it  will  be  perceived  (said  Mr.  G.)  that  this  clause  is  a 
part  of  the  original  draught  of  the  constitution,  and  that 
it  was  adopted  before  the  cession  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, but  expressly  in  anticipation  of  such  an  event. 
Of  course,  asl  before  remarked,  this  constitutional  pro- 
vision could  not  have  been  intended  to  apply  to  the 
question  of  slavery,  or  to  grant  any  power  over  it,  for  it 
was  not  certainly  known  that  the  anticipated  cession 
would  be  made  by  Virginia  and  Maryland,  or  any  other 
slavehokling  State.  Nor  could  this  clause  secure  the  ces- 
sion from  such  restrictions  as  the  State  or  States  might 
think  proper  to  impose  for  the  protection,  in  relation 
to  their  persons  or  property,  of  the  citisens  inluibiting 
the  territory  which  should  be  ceded.  By  the  constitu- 
tion (said  Mr.  G.)  all  power  over  slavery  is  taken  from 
the  Federal  Government,  and  they  cannot  abolish  it 
without  an  express  delegation  of  power  to  do  so*  That 
has  not  been  given,  even  as  regards  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia. 

But  (said  Mr.  G.)  it  has  been  contended,  and  with 
much  plausibility  too^  that  the  article  of  the  conatitotioii 
conferring  on  Congress  the  power  of  **  exclusive  Xe^ar 
lation"  embraces  this  subject,  because,  by  conferring 
exclusive  legislation,  gentlemen  contend  that  unlimited 
and  unrestricted  legislation  was  meant. 

Mr.  G.  denied  the  legitimacy  of  this  conclusion  en- 
tirely. He  said  the  article  itself  contemplated  a  cession 
from  a  State  or  States,  and  the  word  «  exclusive,"  here 
used,  meant  the  power  of  legislation,  exclusive  of  the 
legislative  power  of  the  State  or  States  making  the  ces- 
sion, or  of  any  other  State.  Exclusive  jurisdiction 
(said  Mr.  G.^  simply  means  a  jurisdiction  excfcisive  ef 
every  other  jurisdiction;  that  it  shall  not  be  concurrent 
with  any  other  jurisdiction.  But  the  article  in  question 
was  never  intended  to  convey  the  idea  of  an  unrestrict* 
ed  and  unlimited  power  of  legidation..  This  view,  Mr. 
G.  said,  he  regarded  as  conclusive,  independent  of  the 
restrictive  clauses  of  the  cession  acts  of  Maryland  and 
Virginia.  The  power,  then,  of  Congress  over  this  sub- 
ject having  been,  without  exception,  restricted  as  to 
the  whole  subject  of  slavery,  the  people  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  are  as  clearly  within  the  reason  of  the  re- 
striction as  they  are  entiiled  to  its  benefit  in  common 
with  all  the  people  of  the  slaveholding  States.  Mr.  G. 
said,  take  from  the  people  of  the  District  the  protection 
of  the  constitutions  and  laws  of  the  States  which  ceded 
it,  take  from  them  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  on  federal  legislation,  and 
you  at  once  determine  that  the  Government  of  the  Dis- 
trict is  an  absolute  despotism.  The  people  have  no 
representation,  and  will  have  no  security  against  tyran- 
ny and  oppression,  save  in  the  discretion  of  Congress — 
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m  state  of  thiags  opposed  to  the  icenius  of  our  institu- 
tions, and  sn  inequality  which  ought  not  to  be  tolerated. 

If,  then,  (said  Mr.  O.,)  this  power  cannot  be  derived 
fVom  the  constitution,  is  it  derivable  from  tlie  cession 
acts  of  Virginia  and  Maryland?  Certainly  not  in  terms. 
Nor  could  he  perceive  a  single  word  or  sentence  In 
those  acts  from  which  such  a  power  is  fairly  inferrible; 
on  the  contrary,  the  acts  are  restrictive,  and  the  circum- 
stances in  which  Virginia  and  Mar>'1and  were  placed, 
t>eing  large  slaveholding  States,  conclunvely  prove  that 
they  did  not  intend,  by  these  acts,  to  confer  this  powers 
they  coald  not  have  so  much  disregarded  their  own  se- 
curity as  to  have  done  so.  From  whence,  then,  is  this 
power  to  be  derived?  Nowhere,  sir;  nowhere.  But 
this  is  not  all.  These  cessions  were  made  by  the  ordi- 
nary Legislatures  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  and  they 
could  not  grant  any  further  powers  over  the  people 
of  the  District  than  they  possessed  themselves;  they 
could  not  disfranchise  this  portion  of  their  citizens,  and 
transfer  them,  bound  hand  and  foot  with  unmitigated 
chains  of  despotism,  to  any  Power  whatever.  It  will  be 
admitted  that  they  could  not.  I  then  ask^  had  the  ordi- 
nary Legislature  of  Virginia,  which  made  this  cession, 
the  power  to  abolish  slavery  in  Virginia?  I  say  no,  it 
had  not.  It  mav  be  asked,  where  is  the  restriction?  I 
answer,  in  the  bill  of  rights  of  the  people  of  Virginia, 
which  restiicts  and  controls  the  powers  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  in  her  constitution. 

Can  it  be  for  a  moment  seriously  contended  (said  Mr. 
G.)  that  though  the  Government  of  Virginia  cannot  take 
from  its  citizens  any  portion  of  their  oroperty,  except 
for  public  use,  and  not  then  without  adequate  compen- 
sation, yet  they  have  the  right  to  confiscate  or  abolish 
property?  The  idea,  to  me,  (said  Mr.  G  ,)  is  prepos- 
terous. Slaves  were  held  as  property  in  Virginia  when 
the  bill  of  rights  and  the  constitution  were  both  adopt- 
ed, and  were  the  subjects,  in  part,  to  which  the  pro- 
tective principles  of  these  instruments  had  reference. 
But  now  (said  Mr.  G.)  it  is  gravely  contended  that,  in- 
stead of  protection  and  security  to  property,  these  in- 
struments sdmit  the  unqualified  power  of  its  destruc- 
tion. This,  sir,  cannot  be  so;  it  is  too  absurd  for  seri- 
ous refutation.  I  do  not  deny  (said  Mr.  G.)  that  the 
people,  by  a  primary  act  of  sovereignty,  may  confer 
on  their  ordinary  Legislature  the  power  of  abolishing 
slavery  in  the  State;  I  only  deny  that  the  Legislature  is 
now  clothed  with  that  power.  With  these  remarks,  re- 
ferring to  what  I  said  on  a  former  occasion,  and  to  the 
able  and  unanswerable  arguments  of  one  of  the  Sena- 
tors of  my  State  in  the  other  House,  I  forbear  any  fur- 
ther remark  upon  this  branch  of  the  subject. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (said 
Mr.  G.)  has  intimated— not  intimated,  sir,  but  directly 
declared— that  he  and  these  petitioners  will  regsrd  the 
refusal  of  this  House  to  receive  this  petition,  ami  others 
of  like  character,  as  a  violation  of  their  rights,  and  de- 
structive of  their  liberties^as '  anti.republican.  Sir, 
(said  Mr.  G.,)  if  the  rirhts  and  liberties  of  the  people 
of  Massachusetts  depend  upon  their  right  to  have  peti- 
tions received  and  considered  by  this  House,  officiously 
seeking  to  subvert  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  Staith, 
by  destroying  their  property,  and  exciting,  by  their  in- 
cendiary petitions,  southern  slaves  to  insurrection  and 
rebellion,  then,  indeed,  sir,  ought  their  liberties  to  be 
endangered.  The  liberty  of  violent  interference  with 
the  rights  of  others^  secured  by  the  constitution  and 
laws,  if  they  be  so,  ought  not  only  to  be  abridged,  but 
entirely  eradicated,  as  dangerous  in  the  extreme.  But, 
air,  the  gentleman  must  excuse  us  when  we  refuse  to 
recognise  in.  them  a  right  which  is  actually  subversive 
(not  in  theory,  but  in  practice)  of  our  own  liberties,  de- 
structive of  our  property  and  our  lives. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  would  ask,  however,  wtuit  liberty  has 


been  invaded,  what  right  of  these  petitioners  has  been 
violated'  The  right  of  petition?  They  have  assembled 
and  petitioned  without  interruption.  The  freedom  of 
the  press?  They  have  presses  in  full  operation.  The 
freedom  of  debate?  God  knows  they  hare  debated 
here  and  elsewhere  with  perfect  freedom.  The  next 
thing  will  be,  we  must  abolish  slavery,  or  the  liberties 
of  the  northern  people  will  be  endangered.  Mr. 
Speaker,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  I  indulge  the  hope  that  the 
gentleman  himself,  and  his  constituents,  will  think  better 
upon  this  subject,  and  come  to  more  rational  conclusions 
about  liberty. 

It  has  been  said  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Cusbiko,]  said  Mr.  G.,  that  the  re- 
fusal of  this  House  to  receive  these  petitions  would  f^ive 
force  and  efficiency  to  the  efforts  of  the  abolitionists, 
and  greatly  increase  their  strength.  I  hope  not,  (said 
Mr.  G.)  But  if  it  were  so,  he  had  only  one  thing  to 
ssy,  and  that  was,  that  he  who  for  such  insufficient 
cause  would  become  an  abolitionist,  is  an  abolitionist 
already  at  heart,  and  only  waits  a  plausible  pretext  to 
throw  off  his  guise  and  enter  upon  his  work. 

Mr.  G.  said  that  there  were  many  remarks  of  the  gen- 
tleman which  he  forbore  to  reply  to,  althou^  suscep- 
tible of  a  very  ready  answer,  but  would  bring  bis  re- 
marks to  a  close.  He  said  that  he  himself  had  been  the 
object  of  some  peculisr  attentions  from  some  of  this 
gentle  and  benevolent  tribe  of  abolitionists.  They  had 
transmitted  to  him  many  papers,  pamphlets,  and  a  little 
poetry,  no  doubt  with  a  view  to  insult  him;  but  he  said 
he  regarded  them,  or  whatever  they  might  sajr  or  do, 
with  as  little  concern  as  he  did  Uie  dust  under  his  feet. 

Mr.  G.  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
had  truly  said  that  the  agitation  of  this  subject  had  cre- 
ated a  degree  of  excitement  which  endangered  the 
Union  itself.  Why,  then,  do  gentlemen,  holding  this 
opinion,  if  they  value  the  Union  as  they  ou|^ht  to  do« 
and  would  cherish  free  institutions,  agitate  this  subject^ 
Why  do  thev  not  throw  themselves  into  the  breach,  and 
save  this  holy  ark— this  ark  of  safety  and  of  freedom, 
this  last  hope  of  liberty  in  the  world — from  the  destro;^'- 
er's  hand?  I  leave  them  to  make  the  answer  to  their 
consciences  and  Uieir  country.  One  thing  I  will  say — 
not  to  the  northern  people,  (for  in  them  1  have  an  abi- 
ding confidence— -I  yet  believe  that,  by  legal  means,  and 
the  force  of  public  opinion,  they  will  frown  these  dis- 
turbers of  our  peace  into  the  insignificance  and  con- 
tempt which  they  merit,)  but  to  the  abolitionists.  I  do 
not  believe  their  leaders  have  any  concern  about  eman- 
cipation, but  that  their  main  object  is  to  get  up  and 
keep  up  this  excitement,  for  selfish  purposes.  Many  of 
them  are  clergymen,  and  want  agencies  and  missions,  at 
forty  or  fifty  dollars  a  month;  some  are  editors,  and  wish 
to  secure  profitable  patronage  for  magazines,  newspa- 
pers, and  pamphlets.  l*1ie  others  are  the  deluded  vic- 
tims of  the  treachery  of  these  leaders.  But  they  may 
rest  assured  that,  without  force,  they  can  never  eflTect 
their  object.  Whenever  they  shall  resort  to  force,  thev 
may  be  assured  that  every  field  over  which  they  march 
will  bleach  with  their  bones,  and  every  rivulet  be  crim- 
soned with  their  blood. 

Mr.  Gaelaitd  then  moved  to  lay  the  preliminary 
motion  of  reception  on  the  table. 

Before  the  question  was  taken,  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
HAMMOND,  who  expressed  a  wbh  to  address  the 
House  on  the  subject,  Mr.  G.  withdrew  it;  and,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  HAMMOND, 

The  House,  at  half  past  4,  P.  M.,  adjourned. 

TUZSDAT,  jAirUABT  26. 

APPROPRIATION  BILLS. 
Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs,  reported  the  following  resolution: 
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Besohedt  Tbftt  from  tnd  after  Tuesday,  the  3d  day  of 
February,  the  several  bills  making  appropriations  for 
the  support  of  Government,  the  naval  and  military  ser- 
vice, fortifications,  and  the  Indian  department,  aC  the 
hour  of  one  o'clock  each  day,  except  on  Fridays  and 
Saturdays,  shall  take  precedence  in  tlie  order  of  business, 
and  shall  be  considered  until  the  same  shall  have  passed 
the  House. 

Mr.  HARDIN  rose  to  a  point  of  order.  He  said  it  had 
been  the  habit  of  standing  committees  to  report  resolu- 
tions in  violation  of  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  spirit 
and  intention  of  the  niles.  The  present  proposition 
could  witii  as  much  propriety  have  been  submitted  by 
the  Committee  on  Claim?,  over  which  his  honorable 
friend  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Whittlebkt.]  presided  with  so 
much  ability  and  renowni  and  with  equal  propriety 
could  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  report 
a  bill  settling  the  boundary  between  Ohioind  Michigan. 
The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  had  undertaken  to 
regtilate  the  business  of  the  House,  and  he  hoped  the 
question  would  be  decided,  whether  this  innovation  upon 
the  rules  and  usages  of  the  body  was  to  be  tolerated.  He 
had  been  looking  for  such  a  resolution  for  a  week  past, 
and  be  was  not  surprised  when  it  was  presented. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  said  that  the  resolution  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  did  pro- 
pose to  change,  in  some  respects,  the  order  of  business 
m  the  House.  He  should  have  preferred  that  it  should 
be  decided  without  debate.  It  was  an  important  prop- 
osition, and  its  purpose  and  object  was  to  put  it  in  the 
power  of  the  House  to  act  promptly  upon  the  bills  pro- 
viding supplies  for  the  support  of  Government,  and 
for  the  military  and  naval  service.  While  he  did  not 
desire  to  avoid  debate,  it  must  be  obvious  that,  on  this 
proposition,  beneficial  discussion  could  hardly  be  anti- 
cipated. 

He  did  not  understand  the  precise  form  of  objection 
which  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  made  to  the  resolu- 
tion. Does  he  intend  to  dispute  the  authority  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  to  report  such  a  proposi- 
tion? Mr.  M.  would  remind  the  House  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  in  his  message  of  the  18th  of 
January,  had  used  the  following  language: 

«  The  return  of  our  charge  d'affaires  is  attended  with 
public  notices  of  naval  preparations,  on  the .  part  of 
France,  destined  for  our  sea.  Of  the  cause  and  intent 
of  these  armaments  I  have  no  authentic  information,  nor 
any  other  means  of  judging  except  such  as  are  common  to 
yourselves  and  to  the  public;  but,  whatever  may  be  their 
object,  we  are  not  at  liberty  to  regard  them  as  uncon- 
nected with  the  measures  which  hostile  movements  on 
the  part  of  France  may  compel  us  to  pursue.  They  at 
least  deserve  to  be  met  by  adequate  preparation  on  our 
part{  I  therefore  strongly  urge  large  and  speedy  ap- 
propriations for  the  increase  of  our  navy  and  completion 
of  our  coast  defences." 

This  message  was  referred  by  the  House  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Aifairs.  Its  recommendations,  thus 
referred  for  examination,  rendered  it  the  imperious  duty 
of  the  committee  to  report  the  resolution  that  the  House 
should  day  after  day  consider  the  bills  of  appropriation, 
ordinary  and  extraordinary,  and  make  the  provision  for 
public  defence  called  fur  by  the  exigencies  of  the  coun- 
try. The  committee,  acting  under  the  most  solemn 
sanction,  bad  executed  the  instructions  of  the  House, 
and  lie  could  not  believe  that  the  objection  taken  would 
be  sustained.  The  usage  of  the  House  justified  the 
resolution!  and,  if  ever  there  was  a  time  when  such  a 
standing  order  was  required  by  the  public  interests,  Mr. 
M.  thought  all  would  agree  that  it  was  called  for  now. 
Mr.  HARDIN  reduced  his  point  of  order  to  writing! 
which  was,  in  substance,  that  the  resolution  was  not 
within  the  line  of  duty  or  jurisdiction  of  the  Committee 


on  Foreign  Affairs^  but  belonged  to  the  select  commit- 
tee on  the  rules. 

The  CHAIR  decided  the  resolution  to  be  in  order; 
but  that  it  must  receive  the  vote  of  two  thirds  to  pass  it, 
inasmuch  as  it  proposed  to  give  precedence  to  certain 
business. 

Mr.  BELL  said  that  the  Chair  having  decided  that  it 
was  for  the  House  to  determine  whether  the  resolotion 
was  in  order  or  not,  he  supposed  no  member  wouW  ap- 
peal from  the  decision,  and  he  would  therefore  proceed 
to  discuss  the  expediency  of  adopting  it.  As  t  o  the  ques- 
tion of  order,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  it  is  clear  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  has  no  more  right  to  report  or 
offer  such  a  resolution  at  this  time  than  any  individual 
member  of  the  House,  or  any  other  sUnding  or  any  se- 
lect committee  of  the  House.  If  any  committee  bad  such 
a  right  under  the  rules  and  practice  of  the  House,  it 
would  be  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.     Such  an 
order  as  that  embraced  in  the  present  resolution  had 
been  resorted  to  heretofore,  in  relation  to  particular  and 
separate  bills,  on  subjects  before  the  House,  but  it  had 
always,  so  far  as  his  knowledge  extended,  been  done 
under  such  circumstances  as  .to  command  the  general 
assent  of  the  House,  and  then  it  might  be  more  properly 
said  to  be  conceded  from  courtesy,  and  a  general  sense 
of  the  propriety  of  such  a  coarse,  than  from  any  idea  of 
authority  or  power  in  the  committee.     The  deposite 
question  had  been  given  precedence  in  this  manner  over 
all  other  business.  But  the  proposition  before  the  House 
is  not  only  to  set  apart  the  whole  time  of  that  House  to 
the  consideration  of  a  particular  bill  or  measure,  nor  to 
bills  of  the  same  nature  in  all  respects,  but  to  all  the  ap- 
propriation bill«J,  including  the  bill  for  the  support  of 
the  Indian  department.     That  is  a  bill  which  the  Com- 
mittee  on  Indian  Affairs  may  and  will  claim  the  right  of 
examining  before  it  shall  pass  this  House,  at  least  so 
much  of  It  as  shall  propose  the  appropriation  of  money 
not  specifically  authorized  by  existing  laws.    As  to  the 
army  and  navy  bills,  there  may  be  some  semblance  of 
right  in  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af&irs  to  urge  their 
consideration,  since  that  committee  may  be  presunied  to 
have  some  more  knowledge  of  the  state  of  our  foreign 
relations  than  the  other  committees  of  the  House;  and 
may  thus  see  more  clearly  than  others  the  propriety  of 
proceeding  without  delay  to  their  consideration.     But 
why  include  all  the  appropriation  bills?    Why  ask  the 
House  to  come  to  a  determination  to  take  up,  not  the 
army,  not  the  navy  bill,  nor  both  together,  but  all.' 
What  muRt  be  the  consequence  of  this  course  of  pro- 
ceeding, if  it  shall  be  adopted  by  the  House?    It  pro- 
poses the  exclusive  attention  of  the  House  to  dr^  and  not 
very  interesting  deteil— to  figures  and  calculationa—for 
months  and  months  together.    No  measure  of  a  local  or 
other  nature,  however  interesting  to  large  sections  of  the 
Union  it  may  be,  will  be  suffered  to  be  taken  up.     It  is 
known  that  there  are  many  measures  of  this  nature  be- 
fore the  House,  and  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  mem- 
bers feel  a  deep  interest  in  Uking  them  up;  but  it  will 
not  be  in  their  power  to  do  so,  until  all  the  appropriation 
bills  are  voted«    The  consequence  will  be,  to  create  a 
feeling  of  restlessness  In  the  House,  to  wear  out  its  pa- 
tience, to  cut  off  and  suppress  discussion  and  investigation 
into  the  various  items  in  the  appropriation  bills,  »nd 
finally  to  force  them  down,  without  a  proper  examination 
into  their  correctness.    The  previous  question  will  be 
the  instrument  by  which  those  bills  are  to  be  forced 
through  en  mosae.    It  is  an  unusual  and  unparliamentary 
mode  of  proceeding.     The  substance  of  the  proposition 
is  to  take  up  all  the  appropriation  bills  on  Tuesday  next, 
and  to  admit  no  other  business  to  interfere  until  we  agree 
to  all  of  them.    This  is  what  is  asked. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Masoi]  has  read, 
rather  artfully,  though,  doubtless,  without  intending  any 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2345 


OP  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


2346 


Jah.  36,  1836.] 


Jppropriation  BUb* 


[H.  OF  R. 


Artifice,  A  paange  from  the  late  special  measage  of  the 
President,  in  which  large  and  immediate  appropria- 
tions are  recommended,  in  order  to  show  this  House, 
not  what  the  President  requires  it  to  do — oh,  no— but 
what  the  country  expects  from  it.     We  all  know,  and 
feel,  that  the  recommendation  of  the  President  is  a  pow- 
erful argument  in  this  House  at  this  time;  but,  sir,  is  it 
fair  to  1^  always  holding  up  such  argument  to  influence 
the  action  of  this  Housed    I  will  not  say  that  it  is  unfair; 
but  why  have  we  such  things  eternally  pressed  upon  us? 
If  there  is  a  real  necessity  for  immediate  action  upon 
those  bills,  from  what  cause  has  proceeded  the  delays 
which  have  already  taken  place?    Why  bring  forward 
this  measure  to-day  f    Where  has  slept  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  special  messsge  until  now  ?    What  has  called 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  to 
this  subject  particularly  at  this  time^    The  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  had  got  it  into  his 
head,  some  two  weeks  ago,  that  it  was  important  to  take 
up  the  appropriation  bills.     He  was  at  that  time  so  anx- 
ious and  impatient  to  get  at  them  that  he  could  not 
spare  a  few  hours  or  a  day  for  the  discussion  and  amend- 
ment of  the  rules  of  the  House;  though,  for  want  of  such 
amendment,  we  hare  already  lost  a  full  month  of  the 
time  of  this  House  during  the  present-  session;  but  be- 
fore we  had  prepared  the  rules  and  orders  of  our  pro- 
ceedings— ^before  we  had  got  ready  the  machinery,  the 
tools,  by  which  we  were  to  work—he  called  upon  the 
House  to  proceed  to  the  appropriation  bills.    Well,  sir, 
what  happened  then?    Some  discussion  arising  upon  the 
first  bill  which  was  taken  up,  it  was  laid  aside,  and  the 
navy  bill  was  brought  up  for  consideration.    That  was 
considered  one  day,  and  the  next  it  was  slipped  away 
from  us— no,  sir,  I  wilt  not  say  slipped  away,  for  I  mean 
nothing  disrespectful— but,  sir,  the  navy  bill  was  in  turn 
laid  down  unfinished;  and,  on  the  motion  of  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  the  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  New  York  sufferers  by  fire  was  taken  up,  and 
after  speaking  some  days  upon  this  bill,  it  was  laid  aside, 
according  to  the  practice  of  the  House;  for  this,  sir,  is 
now  our  practice.    There  is  no  remedy  under  the  pres- 
ent rules  and  order  of  our  proceedings.  Every  one  must 
see  and  feel  that  every  decision  that  is  made  by  the 
Chair,  or  by  the  House,  upon  the  rules,  only  makes 
**  confusion  worse  confounded."    I  know,  sir,  the  em- 
barrassment produced  by  this  state  of  things.     I  know, 
sir,  that  an  honest  man  in  that  Chair  must  feel  greatly 
embarrassed  by  the  present  state  of  the  rules  of  the 
House.     If  he  is  partial,  or  prejudiced,  or  desires  to  fa- 
vor one  side  or  the  other  in  the  House,  he  has  it  com- 
pletely in  his  power  to  do  so;  he  has  the  command  of  the 
business  of  this  House.   Sir,  I  do  not  doubt  that  you  feel 
this  embarrassment. 

But  to  return  to  the  subject.  Al\er  the  New  York 
relief  bill  had  taken  its  turn,  and  been  discussed  a  day 
or  two»  what  did  we  next  see  in  this  House?  What  did 
we  see  on  Friday  morning  last?  Why,  sir,  on  that 
morning,  without  waiting  to  receive  reports  from  the 
standing  committees  of  the  House — a  most  necessiry 
course  of  proceeding — the  House,  by  an  overwhelming 
vote,  set  aside  all  the  rules  of  the  House,  put  aside  not 
only  the  private  bills  for  that  day  and  the  next,  but  for 
each  succeeding  day,  and  all  this  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  up  for  consideration  and  discussion  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adaks,] 
the  strongest  party  movement  I  have  ever  seen  in  the 
course  of  eight  years,  during  which  I  have  had  the  honor 
of  a  seat  in  this  House,  made  by  any  member  of  the 
House.  Where,  then,  sir,  was  the  special  message,  and 
the  recommendation  of  immediate  and  large  appropria- 
tions by  the  President?  This  resolution,  from  its  nature 
and  necessary  connexions,  must  call  for  the  discussion 
of  every  party  question  or  topic  which  agitated  the 


country  during  the"  last  summer  and  fall.    Every  gentle- 
man who  voted  to  consider  that  resolution  most  have 
seen  that  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adaxs] 
would  not  be  allowed  to  make  a  speech  upon  the  subject 
of  it  without  a  reply.    We  all  know  that  great  political 
consequences  are  expected  to  grow  out  of  the  subject  of 
this  resolution,  by  those  who  manage  the  interests  of  - 
party  out  of  this  House.    We  know  what  use  has  already 
been  made  of  this  question  in  the  country  and  before  the 
people.    We  know  where  and  upon  whom  it  has  been 
attempted  to  fix  responsibility  for  the  failure  of  the  three 
million  appropriation,  for  political  effect.    Sir,  could 
less  than  a  month's  discussion  be  expected  to  arise  upon 
this  resolution?    Now  that  the  subiect  is  up,  and  has 
been  partially  discussed,  can  gentlemen  mean  by  this 
movement  to  suppress  further  discussion?    Would  such 
a  design  be  consistent  with  a  reasonable  liberty  of  speech 
in  this  House?    Well,  sir,   who  are  they  who  have 
brought  this  measure  into  the  House?    It  required  a 
vote  of  two  thirds  of  the  House  to  get  the  subject  before 
it,  and  that  vote  was  given.     Look  at  the  yeas  and  nayl, 
and  you  wilt  discover  who  are  responsible  for  th)s  move- 
ment.   Sir,  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts is  now  the  business  properly  in  order.   It  was 
also  the  business  in  order  on  Monday.     Even  petitions 
could  not  be  regularly  admitted  until  this  resolution  was 
disposed  of.    Sir,  under  such  circumstances,  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Masov,]  aifd 
his  movement  In  favor  of  immediate  and  Urge  appropri- 
ations, strike  me  with  some  surprise.   If  there  is  nothing 
new,  if  there  is  no  very  recent  news  from  abroad,  how 
is  it  this  proposition  is  made  now  and  urged  upon  the 
House?    It  will  soon  be  three  years  since  the  French 
Chamber  of  Deputies  rejected  the  treaty,  or  refufcd  to 
make  the  appropriation  necessary  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
It  is  said  that  the  country  is  in  a  defenceless  condition 
now;  so  |t  has  been  for  the  last  three  years,  and  no  steps 
have  been  taken  to  put  it  into  better  condition.    No 
steps  were  taken  or  recommended  at  the  commencement 
of  the  session.    The  navy  bill,  when  once  taken  up,  was 
laid  aside.     How  happens  it  that  there  is  so  great  an 
alarm  just  at  this  moment?    Has  a  war  panic  come  upon 
us  so  suddenly  ?  Must  we  vote  all  the  appropriation  bills 
without  further  delay?    Are  gentlemen  afraid  that,  if 
these  bills  are  suspended  until  the  15th  of  Februar)*, 
some  other  information  may  be  received  from  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic,  which  may  satisfy  us  that  extensive 
preparations  for  war  are  not  necessary?    Do  gentlemen 
mean  to  get  up  all  the  appropriations,  and  force  them 
through  this  House,  under  a  war  panic,  and  to  throw 
them  before  the  Senate,  that  that  body  may,  in  turn,  be 
forced  to  vote  every  dollar  in  the  Treasury  before  it  is 
certainly  known  that  any  extraordinary  preparatiohs  for 
defence  will  be  necessary,  or  to  incur  odium  with  the 
country  of  rejecting  necessary  appropriations?    Is  the 
Treasury  to  be  depleted  at  all  events,  war  or  no  war? 
Must  the  whole  revenue  be  expended?    Is  there  a  plan 
to  distribute  the  surplus  revenue,  under  the  pretext  of 
preparation  for  war,  without  waiting  to  know  that  the 
special  messsge,  if  not  the  first  messsge  of  the  President, 
may  not  produce  a  more  conciliatory  feeling  on  the  part 
of  France?    I  do  not  charge  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, [Mr.  Masoh,]  or  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, with  any  of  these  designs.    T  have  no  rij;'ht  to  do 
so;  but,  sir,  will  the  gentleman  explain  why  it  is  that  he 
proposes  that  all  the  appropriation  bills  shall  pass  im- 
mediately.   I  must  confess,  sir,  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, although  I  do  not  charge  such  purposes  as  I 
have  alluded  to  as  the  motive  which  has  influenced  the 
committee,  yet,  sir,  unless  such  designs  are  at  the 
bottom  of  the  movement,  it  is  to  me  wholly  bexplicable. 
I  have  said  that  it  appeared  extraordinary  that  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  should  report  such  a 
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resolution.  It  Is  entirely  contrary  to  sU  the  rules  and 
order  of  proceeding  heretofore  known  in  the  practice 
of  this  House.  But  as  I  find  myself  again  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  rules  of  the  House,  I  will  Tcnture  to  allude 
to  another  abuse  which  exists  in  the  practice  of  the 
House.  I  am  aware,  sir,  to  what  misconstruction  every 
thing  I  say  upon  the  subject  of  the  rules  and  order  of 
proceeding  in  the  House  is  liable.  I  know  that  I  am  rep- 
resented by  some  to  be  actuated  by  very  improper 
feeling,  but  this  shall  not  restrain  roe  from  speaking 
whenever  I  think  the  public  interest  requires  that  some 
one  should  speak.  The  abuse  to  which  I  allude,  and 
which  has  obtained  to  some  extent,  during  the  present 
session,  is  this:  honorable  chairmen  of  committees  often 
•ubmit  a  resolution  or  other  proposition  to  the  members 
of  the  committee  separately  in  this  House,  sometimes  in 
these  chambers,  and  get  their  consent  to  report  it  to 
this  House.  This  is  unparliamentary,  and  a  great  abuse« 
it  prevents  all  investigation  and  consultation  in  commit- 
tee, and  leads  to  great  inconvenience  and  error  in  the 
action  of  the  House  itself.  Reports  so  made  are  not 
the  reports  of  a  committee,  and  ought  not  to  be  receiv- 
ed bv  the  House. 

That  I  may  not  be  misunderstood  in  the  remarks  I 
have  made,  before  I  sit  down  I  wish  to  state  that  I 
stand  here  ready  to  vote  all  necessary  supplies  for  put- 
ting the  defences  of  the  country  upon  a  proper  footing, 
whenever  the  appropriation  bills  shall  be  brought  for- 
ward and  moved  m  this  House  according  to  the  regular 
ordinarj^  forms  of  proceeding.  I  will  vote,  sir,  all  the 
money  in  the  Treasury,  if  it  be  necessar}',  to  prepare 
for  war,  and  to  resist  the  attacks  Act  only  of  France,  but 
of  all  Europe.  But  I  wish  to  see  upon  what  grounds 
extraordinary  appropriations  are  required.  Sir,  so  far 
as  appropriations  are  necessary  for  the  immediate  ser- 
vice of  the  navy  or  the  army,  so  far  as  the  finishing 
and  repairing  of  our  vessels  of  war,  and  for  our  fortifi- 
cations already  in  a  course  of  construction,  I  wiH  vote 
them  even  without  estimates,  and  upon  my  own  judg- 
ment, if  gentlemen  upon  any  punctilio,  are  averse  to 
lurnisliing  estimates  for  those  objects.  And  in  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  I  am  not  disposed  to  weigh  the  money 
1  would  appropriate,  in  golden  scales,  as  a  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr  SuTaaaLARi)]  insinuated,  in  re- 
ply to  my  remarks  upon  the  navy  bill  the  other  day. 
Nor,  sir,  would  I  be  anxious  to  bring  down  the  sums 
total  to  the  accurate  limit  of  a  few  dollars  or  a  few  cents. 
I  would  take  care  that  the  amount  should  be  liberal,  and 
over  the  mark,  rather  than  under  it.  Whenever  it  be- 
comes necessary  to  pass  any  particular  bill  for  this  pur- 
pose, I  undertake  to  say  that  there  will  be  found  patri- 
otJam  enough  in  this  House — in  all  parts  •in  every  party 
in  this  House,  to  take  it  up  and  vote  it  through.  Sir, 
there  will  always  be  found  patriotism  enough  in  the 
House  to  do  this,  without  the  resolution  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Masox.]  I  stand  pledged  to 
do  it,  whenever  gentlemen  shall  call  upon  us  to  act  in 
the  usual  mode  of  making  or  voting  appropriations. 
But  when  I  am  asked  to  vote  all  the  appropriation 
bills  en  nuiste^when  I  shall  be  called  upon  to  makc^  an 
appropriation  for  new  furts,  which  cannot  possibly  be 
made  effective  in  defending  the  country  In  any  war  in 
which  we  can  be  soon  engaged,  as  is  proposed;  when 
we  are  called  upon  to  lay  the  foundation  for  the  expen- 
diture of  at  least  fifty  millions  in  the  commencement  of 
new  fortifications  and  an  increased  military  peace 
establishment,  the  necessary  consequence  of  these 
new  works,  then  I  shall  meet  gentlemen,  panic  or  no 
panic,  war  or  no  war.  I  will  contest  every  inch  of 
ground  with  them  upon  theae  questions.  But  why  have 
.  not  gentlemen  pressed  these  bills  sooner?  Why  did 
they  not  finish  those  bills  which  they  had  once  before 
tlie  House?    And  when  they  were  laid  aside  at  one 


time,  why  did  they  not  move  to  take  them  up  again* 
upon  the  first  opportunity  which  presented  itseU?  The 
course  taken  by  gentlemen  certainly  requires  an  expla- 
nation. A  satismctory  explanation  is  due  to  this  House 
and  to  the  country  upon  this  point. 

As  to  the  war,  if  we  have  one,  I  shall  be  ready  to  sup- 
port it.  I  shall  not  stop  to  inquire  into  the  causes  which 
mav  have  produced  it,  if  it  be  necessary  to  the  honor 
and  dignity  of  the  country  that  we  should  wage  it.  I 
can  readily  imagine  that  nations,  as  well  as  individual^ 
may,  by  their  own  blunders  and  follies,  and  for  want  of 
diplomatic  skill  or  proper  forbearance,  find  themselves 
engaged  in  a  quarrel,  no  matter  how  frivoloua  the  cause 
or  ground  of  it,  and  become  so  far  committted  that  they 
cannot  apologize,  but  must  fight,  no  matter  at  whathaa- 
ard.  Sir,  in  such  a  case,  1  will  not  shrink  from  the 
support  of  a  war.  1  will  remember  that  it  is  our  country 
that  is  concernedi  but  at  the  same  time  I  will  continue 
to  hold  the  political  agents  who  may  have  brought  on 
the  war  responsible  to  the  country.  They  slull  not  es- 
cape their  due  responsibility. 

Mr.  Bell  concluded  by  expresnng  the  hope  that 
the  resolution  would  not  be  agreed  to  by  the  House. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  said,  if  we  did  not  ftll  in  with 
the  suggestion  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  it 
would  be  uncertain  when  we  would  be  .able  to  get 
through  the  appropriation  bills. 

The  abolition  question  was  outstanding,  and  would 
elicit  a  very  warm  discussion.  The  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  waa  also  in  a  auspended 
state,  and  how  were  we  to  progress  in  the  business 
before  us,  un)^ss  something  of  this  kind  should  be 
adopted? 

We  must  rid  the  House  of  the  many  pending  propo- 
sitions before  it.  Pass  the  resolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs,  and  we  cut  the  Gordian  knot 
at  once.  The  gentlenMn  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Bxxi] 
had  said  that  the  present  condition  of  the  business 
of  the  House  was  very  onerous  to  the  Speaker.  It  must 
be  so.  Next  week  we  will  commence  with  petitions^ 
on  Monday  and  Tuesday  the  abolition  resolution  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maine  will  be  up,  and  that  aboliabes 
every  thing  like  business  for  the  day.  On  Wednesday, 
ttie  greater  part  will  be  devoted  to  the  committees  making 
reports.  Thursday  will  go  for  public  bunness,  and  Fri- 
day and  Saturday  for  private.  We  must  there  take  a 
stand  for  the  appropriation  bills,  if  we  seriously  intend 
passing  them.  The  proposition  before  the  House  mere- 
ly requires  that  the  appropriation  bills  may  have  prece- 
dence of  other  business.  Some  gentlemen  say  that  we 
must  not  pass  the  appropriation  bills  until  we  hear  from 
France.  We  have  heard  enough  from  France  already. 
Those  gentlemen  think  it  wrong  to  agree  to  the  bills 
now,  because  we  might  pass  them  with  too  lavish  a  hand. 
Mr.  S.  said  we  ought  to  wait  no  longer.  Congress 
had  already  tarried  long  enough.  We  should  put 
our  forts  in  order,  to  meet  any  emergency  that  might 
occur. 

A  charge  has  been  made  from  another  quarter,  that 
we  were  the  cause  of  the  loss  of  the  fortification  bill  of 
last  year.  He  considered  it  an  absurd  question,  to  be 
inquiring  where  the  bill  was  lost,  and  yet  refuse  permis- 
sion to  take  up  the  fortification  bill  now  berore  us.  He 
cared  nothing  for  the  dead  bills.  He  was  for  providing 
for  the  living  ones,  and  then,  at  our  leisure,  if  it  was 
deemed  expedient,  the  House  might  search  after  the 
miscarried  bills  of  laft  year. 

What  was  asked  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions? Merely  to  have  those  bills  taken  up  by  the  House; 
and  if  gentlemen  think  the  appropriations  too  large, 
meet  them  and  vote  them  down;  but  do  not  stop  them 
from  being  taken  up.  It  was  the  height  of  folly  to  be 
disputing  and  quibbling  about  technicalities,  instead  uf 
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going  to  the  greftt  queition  of  appropriation.  Local 
matters  should  give  way  to  national  ones;  and  ve  should 
coine  to  the  determination  to  carry  the  appropriations 
which  would  put  the  country  in  a  proper  state  of  de- 
fence. Gentlemen  had  compUined  that  the  House  had 
before  it  a  political  question,  which  was  discussed  to  the 
exclusion  of  other  busiaessy  and  might  be  closed  by  the 
previous  question.  Now,  he  must  say,  so  far  as  related 
to  the  number  of  speeches  made  on  that  topic,  that  both 
parties  had  an  equal  chance.  The  debate  had  been 
opened  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Ad- 
AKs,]  and  had  been  replied  to  by  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Wxsi.]  Another  complaint 
urged  is,  that  the  previous  question  is  sometimes  re- 
sorted to  (o  stop  debate.  That  is,  however,  unavoidable. 
It  must  be  apparent,  that  since  the  increase  of  members 
in  the  House,  and  so  many  voices  were  to  be  heard, 
there  was  no  other  means  of  getting  many  of  the  meas- 
ures through  the  House,  than  by  administering  the  pre- 
vious Question.  All  parties  occasionally  vote  for  it.  He 
trusted  that  the  resolution  might  pass  to  take  effect  on 
Tuesday  next;  and,  before  it  went  into  operation,  we 
might  dispose  of  what  small  matters  we  had  on  hand. 
We  must  take  up  the  appropriation  bills  for  the  purpose 
of  sustaining  the  country;  and  particularly  such  .bills  as 
will  |f  ut  the  country  in  a  position  to  maintain  its  honor 
and  dignity  against  any  and  every  nation  that  might  as- 
sail them. 

Mr.  PATTON  said  he  did  not  intend  to  occupy  any 
time  in  considering  whether  there  was  any  irregularity 
in  such  a  proposition  being  nnade  from  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations-*whether  it  was  apposite  to  their 
functions,  and  embraced  by  the  reference  made  to  them 
of  the  President's  special  message.  He  would,  however, 
as  that  objection  was  urged  as  a  reason  against  adopting 
the  resolution,  remark  that  no  practical  evil  can  result 
from  this  irregularity,  supposing  it  to  be  one;  no  such 
indirect  violation  or  evasion  of  the  rules  of  the  House  as 
seems  to  be  apprehended  from  it .  It  was  certainly  com- 
petent for  any  individual  member  to  have  offered  pre- 
cisely the  same  resolution  as  the  one  presented  by  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations.  If  objected  to,  he 
could  move  a  suspension  of  the  rules  to  offer  and  take  it 
up,  and  a  vote  of  two  thirds  would  remove  all  difficulty. 
Now,  the  Chair  has  decided  (and  no  doubt  correctly) 
that  it  requires  a  vote  of  two  thirds  to  adopt  the  resolu- 
tion reported  by.  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Forei|^n  ReUtions.  If  there  be  a  majority  in  ftvor  of 
adoptmg  that  resolution,  of  two  thirds,  doubtless  the 
same  msjority  would  vote  in  favor  of  suspending  the 
rules,  if  such  a  vote  were  requisite  to  accomplish  the 
object. 

No  matter  how  the  question  is  presented,  then,  we 
may  consider  its  merits  without  any  embarrassment  from 
the  source  from  which  it  comes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  now  been  in  session  some 
seven  or  eight  weeks,  and  we  have  passed  none  of  the 
appropriation  bills. 

It  is  unnecessary,  it  would  be,  perhaps,  out  of  order, 
and  certainly  premature,  to  enter  into  minute  details  of 
the  drcumstancei  in  which  we  are  placed  in  reganl  to 
our  relations  with  another  country,  showing  the  propri- 
ety and  necessity  of  our  proceeding  promptly  to  provide 
the  means  of  placing  the  country  m  a  state  of  prepara- 
tion to  meet  all  contingencies  which  might  arise.  Let 
us  take  up,  with  all  convenient  speed,  and  consider  with 
all  due  deliberation,  the  various  proportions  for  ordina- 
ry and  eztracyrdtnary  appropriations.  After  so  large  a 
period  of  the  session  had  passed,  and  especially  when,  to 
say  the  least,  our  relations  with  France  are  not  in  the 
most  satisfactory  state;  when  it  is  known  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  many,  and  in  the  apprehennons  of  all,  a  war 
is  impending  with  a  foreign  country,  is  it  not  time  that 


we  should  act  on  the  subject  in  that  way  which,  while  it- 
can  give  no  new  cause  of  aggravating  the  irritation,  and 
increasing  the  difficulties,  will  yet  pfioe  us  in  a  condition 
to  maintain  the  rights  of  our  cittxens  and  the  interest 
and  honor  of  the  country,  if,  unfortunately,  these  diffi- 
culties should  be  inflamed  Into  armed  collision,  and  pre- 
pare us  to  maintain  the  conflict,  whether  in  defence- or 
assault,  crediubly  and  successfully.^    It  is  hardly  possi- 
ble that  any  man  can  doubt  that  it  is  peculiarly  important 
that  our  appropriations,  either  ordinary  or  eztraoi^inary, 
ou^ht  to  be  speedily  made;  and  is  there  any  sufficient 
objection  made  to  proceeding  to  do  so  at  the  period 
proposed  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations?  Shall 
we  refuse  to  do  this  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  and 
indulging,  ad  /t^i/iim,  what  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see calls  a  mere  partisan  debate;  and  for  the  continu- 
ance of  which  he  seems  anxious,  for  the  purpoee  of 
enabling  tboee  who  take  interest  in  this  party  contest, 
to  defend  or  attack?    I  agree  with  him  tliat  it  is  a  mere 
partisan  discussion,  the  introduction  of  which  I  roost 
deeply  regret.    Now,  when  a  foreign  country,  between 
whom  and  our  own  angry  controversies  m  depending, 
when  she  has  refused  to  do  that    which  this  Uousf 
unanimously  declared  ought  to  be  insisted  on,  except  upon 
terms  which  will  certainly  never  be  granted — when  we 
have  information  that  this  foreign  country  is  increasing 
her  armaments,  fitting  out  a  fleet,  and  sending  it  on  our 
coast-7-under  such  circumstances,  I  appeal  to  the  patriot 
ism  of  the  House  to  say  whether  we  ought  to  postpone 
acting  on  the  appropriations  until  this  contest  between 
the  two  Houses  about  the  fortification  and  three  million 
bill  shall  be  fought  out?    Instead  of  proceeding  at  once 
to  consider  the  possibility  of  averting  so  deplorable  s 
calamity  as  war,  or,  if  not  to  be  averted,  the  means  of 
conducting  it  with  honor  and  credit,  a  subject  requiring 
harmony,  good  feeling,  and  united  patriotismi  instaid 
of  this,  we  are  to  employ  ourselves  in  an  angry,  irrita- 
ting, party  debate,  about  whether  something  was  not 
done  last  session  which  ought  to  have  been  done;  and 
who  is  or  who  is  not  to  be  blamed  for  the  loss  of  the 
three  million  appropriation  and  the  fortification  bill-.-* 
discussion  calculated  to  lead,  which  bad  already  occa« 
sioned    personsl  reflections,   to   exasperate  the  party 
passions  and  inflame  the  party  prejudices  of  Congress 
and  of  the  country;  to  occasion  crimination  and  recrim* 
ination  between  the  two  Houses  of  Congresit,  destructive 
of  harmonious  action  and  respectful  feeling. 

Let  roe  not  be  supposed  to  deprecate  the  thrusting 
forward  this  debate,  and  the  continuance  of  it,  from  any 
indisposition  to  meet  and  to  bear  my  fuUshsre  of  the  re- 
sponsibility of  voting  against  that  three  million  appro- 
priation. I  gave  that  vote  at  the  time  with  some  doubt 
and  hesitation.  The  circumstances  under  which  it  was 
presented  precluded  all  deliberation,  gave  no  time  for 
reflection,  and  might  well  excuse  any  person  from  very 
strict  accountability,  and  especially  from  any  harsh  im- 
putation of  bad  motive,  for  voting  either  one  way  or  the 
other.  I  do  not  believe  that  there  was  one  single  mem- 
ber of  either  House  of  the  last  Congress^  nor  one  in  this 
House  or  in  the  Senate  of  the  present  Congress,  who 
would  hesitate  to  empty  the  Treasury  and  exhaust  the 
resources  of  the  nation,  in  defence  of  the  country  and 
in  maintaining  its  rights,  whenever  they  see  that  it  is  to 
be  assailed,  or  that  it  is  necessary  to  adopt  such  means 
for  such  purpose.  We  may  differ  about  the  best  mode 
of  attaining  these  objects;  we  may  conscientiously  differ 
as  to  the  expediency,  constitutionality,  and  necessity  of  it; 
party  feelings  and  p»rty  prejudices  may  warp  our  opin- 
ions and  bias  our  decisions  upon  the  subjects  we  are 
called  on  to  act  about;  but,  at  heart,  I  believe  no  party 
is  entitled  to  claim  for  itself  the  merit  of  exclusive  pa- 
triotism. 
As  to  the  loss  of  the  fortification  bill,  it  is  much  to  be 
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regrettedy  and  such  is  the  universal  sentiment.  Who  it 
to  bisme  for  this  miscarriage*  I  know  not.  Whether 
the  Senate  or  the  House,  or  some  member  of  this  or 
the  other  House,  is  to  be  censured,  I  know  not.  I  shall 
engage  in  no  discussion  about  it.  But  as  to  this  three 
million  appropriation,  which  has  been  so  strangely  dis- 
turbed in  the  grave  to  which  it  was  consigned  last  ses- 
sion, and  whose  ghost  is  made  to  walk  amongst  us  now, 
I  beg  leave  to  say  the  phantom  '*  frights  not  me."  I 
am  ready  at  all  times,  and  in  all  places,  without  fear  or 
apprehension,  and  without  any  "compunctious  visitings 
of  conscience,"  to  vindicate  myself  for  contributing  to 
its  surcease,  I  am  better  satisfied  now,  after  full  oppor- 
tunity of  deliberation  and  reflection  upon  this  extraor- 
dinary, and,  I  believe,  unprecedented  appropriation,  of 
the  propriety  of  the  vote  I  gave  on  that  occasion;  and 
while  I  wish  to  cast  reproach  upon  nobody  else,  I  will 
maintain  and  defend  that  vote  whenever  I  may  be  ar- 
raigned, at  any  proper  time  and  before  any  competent 
tribunal.  I  shall  nuke  no  apology,  offer  no  excuse.  I  stand 
upon  my  justification  before  my  constituents  and  the 
country.  But  I  will  not  be  provoked  now  to  encourage 
and  keep  up  this  untimely  and  mispUeed  debate  here, 
about  what  was  not  done,  or  ought  to  have  been  done, 
or  not  done,  by  the  last  Congress,  to  the  delay,  and 
probably  almost  indefinite  postponement,  of  action  upon 
matters  involving  deeply  the  rights  and  interests  and 
character  of  the  country. 

I  believe  it  impossible  to  ascertsin  the  precise  facts 
•ecessai^  to  be  ascertained  for  determining  who  is  to 
bhime,  if  any  person  be  particularly  to  blame,  for  the 
failure  of  the  fortification  bill.  We  must  rely  upon  the 
vague  impressions,  the  contradictory  recollections,  of 
members  about  the  time  of  the  happening  of  particulsr 
events,  upon  which  little  reliance  is  to  be  placed,  not 
from  any  want  of  confidence  in  the  veracity  of  any  mem- 
bers, but  because  of  the  existence  of  circumstances 
which  'you  and  I,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  every  man  who 
was  here,  know  were  well  calculated  to  prevent  any 
very  accurate  observation  or  remembrance  of  the  oc- 
currences which  took  place  on  the  last  night  of  the  last 
aession.  Nearly  one  half  the  present  House  have  no 
interest  in  this  question.  They  know  nothing  about  the 
factsi  but  it  is  proposed  that  this  discussion  shall  super- 
sede the  consideration  of  the  appropriation  bills,  in 
which  we  are  all  interested,  in  which  the  country  is 
greatly  interested,  and  for  the  action  upon  which  the 
eyes  of  the  whole  people  are  anxiously  looking.  Let  us 
take  them  upt  let  them  be  soberly,  deliberately  examined, 
with  full  discussion,  with  full  examination,  with  the  rec- 
ommendations and  the  estimates  of  the  proper  Depart- 
ments, and  with  proper  and  constitutional  restrictions 
of  executive  discretion,  limitations  of  purpose,  and 
specifications  of  object.  Let  us  approve  what  is  worthy 
of  approbation,  and  demanded  by  a  wise  policy,  and  re- 
ject what  we  may  not  be  satisfied  is  proper  or  necessary. 
I  feel  much  solicitude  that  we  should  do  so.  There  is 
one  subject  now  depending  before  the  House,  in  rela- 
tion to  which  he  felt  a  deep  and  must  painful  anxiety, 
in  which  the  rights,  interests,  and  property  of  the 
whole  southern  country  are  most  seriously  implicated. 
I  have  (said  Mr.  P.)  most  strenuously  exertea  myself 
to  bring  this  subject  to  decisive  action,  to  a  direct  vote. 
I  hope,  though  not  with  confidence,  that  we  may  get 
that  vote  without  much  more  delay.  But  while  I  will 
postpone  that  subject  to  no  other  business,  I  should  feel 
myself  impelled,  by  the  obligations  of  duty  to  the  whole 
country,  to  put  off  even  that  decision,  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  up  and  acting  upon  the  appropriations  essential 
for  the  support  of  the  Government,  for  remedying  the 
evil  of  the  fiiilure  of  the  fortification  bill,  and  for  prep- 
aration for  possible,  if  not  probable,  contingencies  that 
may  arise. 


f  should  be  sorry,  Mr.  S|>eaker,  to  be  understood  as 
intending  to  express  the  opinion  that  war  is  impending. 
I  know  the  importance  which  is  given  to  such  opimons 
in  some  quarter  or  another,  uttered  on  this  floor,  even 
from  so  bumble  a  member  as  myself.  I  do  most  sincere- 
ly hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  deplorable  calamity 
may,  in  the  providence  of  God,  be  averted  consistently 
with  the  rights  and  honor  of  the  country.  But  I  cannot 
shut  my  ears  and  eyes  to  what  is  passing  around  us, 
calcuUted  to  weaken  the  confidence  I  might  otherwise 
have  in  these  hopes.  If  they  should  be  falsified,  let  us 
endeavor  to  be  prepared  to  meet  it  when  the  war  comes. 

Mr.  REED  said  he  felt  the  force  of  the  remarka  of  the 
gentleman,  when  he  said  the  country  needed  defence; 
he  perfectly  agreed  with  him;  but  be  thought  it  would 
be  the  best  course  for  the  Committee  pn  Foreign  AfiTairs 
to  present  its  own  measures  to  the  House,  and  let  the 
House  proceed  to  the  appropriation  bills  in  their  usual 
mode. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  said  that  it  had  not  occur- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  that  they 
would  iMve  rendered  themselves  obnoxious  to  the 
charges  which  had  been  brought  against  them.  The 
resolution  proposed  interfered  with  «the  duties  and  ju- 
risdiction of  no  committee  of  the  House.  It  related  to 
the  business  in  the  House,  or  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union.  It  would  be  remem- 
bered that,  when,  some  days  since,  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  proposed  an  extraordi- 
nary appropriation  to  the  naval  bill,  in  reference  to  the 
peculiar  postUre  of  public  affairs,  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Thoxpsov,]  in  a  atrain 
of  fervid  eloquence,  objected  to  the  proposition,  as  re- 
sulting from  subjects  peculiarly  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  That  gentleman 
had  also  declared  that,  if  the  o<;casion  required,  he 
was  ready  to  exhaust  the  Treasury  in  a  patriotic  dep* 
fence  of  the  rights  and  honor  of  the  nation.  Mr.  M. 
believed  that  these  were  the  sentiments  not  only  of  that 
gentleman,  but  of  the  whole  of  the  gallant  and  chival- 
rous people  represented  on  this  floor. 
'  He  was  sensible  of  the  delicacy  and  responsibility  of 
his  situation.  Humble  and  comparatively  unknown  to 
the  country  as  he  was,  he  wss  yet  aware  that,  in  the  atate 
of  anxiety  at  present  existing,  whatever  proceeded  from 
the  committee  of  which  be  wss  the  organ  would  be  re- 

Srded  with  some  de^e  of  interest.  The  committee 
d  not  intended  to  agitate  the  public  mind,  by  declaring 
any  belief  that  the  differences  between  this  country  and 
France,  were  to  terminate  in  war.  But  they  felt  that 
they  would  be  equally  criminal  to  encourage  a  fatal 
apathy,  a  false  security,  by  crying  peace,  peace,  when 
there  might  be  no  peace.  Entertaining  these  opinions, 
all  that  they  meant  to  say  was,  that  the  relations  of  our 
country,  not  only  with  France,  but  with  a|U)ther  nation, 
independently  of  our  Indian  affairs,  were  so  equivocal 
and  critical  as  to  make  it  the  duty  of  Congresa  to  use 
its  constitutional  power  in  preparing  to  re^at  aggression 
and  to  protect  our  rights.  To  what  extent  appropria- 
tions for  these  objects  should  be  made,  wM  left  by  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  to  the  decision  of  the 
House. 

It  has  been  said,  more  than  once,  that  this  country  is 
unprepared  for  war.  This  is  true.  ,  But  it  is  strange 
that  such  an  argument  should  be  used  against  memsorea 
of  preparation.  In  time  of  peace  the  countrv  will  hardly 
ever  be  prepared  for  war.  The  genius  of  our  instUu- 
tions  is  opposed  to  lai-ge  military  establishments,  and  it 
is  not  expected  that  they  can  be  collected  at  a  moment's 
warning.  The  panoply  of  war  is  not  suited  to  the  full 
exercise  of  our  energies  in  pursuit  of  individual  bappi- 
in  the  season  of^peace.     But  when  our  country  is 


surrounded  by  circumstances  of  danger,  when  our  rela- 
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lions  with  foreign  Governments  render  It  possible,  not 
to  sty  probable,  that  we  cannot  preserve  the  honor 
without  disturbing^  the  peace  of  the  country,  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  the  highest,  the  most  solemn  duty  of  repub- 
lican statesmen,  to  put  in  requisition  the  vast  resources 
of  the  country,  and  to  assume  an  attitude  of  preparation 
which  would  enable  us  to  protect  our  rights,  and  to  re- 
sist the  aggression  of  others.  These  were  the  feelings 
and  motives  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  They 
did  not  say  that  there  would  be  war.  He  prayed  God 
to  arrest  such  a  calamityi  but  great  as  the  evils  of  war 
were,  there  were  greater  still  which  m^t  befitll  the 
country— the  loss  cS*  its  honor,  and,  with  it,  the  loss  of 
national  security. 

It  was  not  for  him  to  say  that  there  had  been  no  errors 
in  our  negotiations  with  France.  In  the  arduous,  pro- 
tracted, and  delicate  diplomatic  intercourse  which  bad 
occurred  between  the  two  Governments,  the  President 
of  the  United  States  might  congratulate  himaelf  on  singu* 
lar  rood  fortune,  if  no  step  had  been  taken  which  it 
would  be  desirable  to  retrace.  Mr.  M.  said  that  he  be* 
lieved  this  congratulation  might  be  off'eredi  but  this  was 
not  the  occasion  to  discuss  that  subject.  He  certainly 
would  not,  with  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr, 
BsLi,]  admit  that  our  Government  had  fallen  into  errors 
in  common  with  France.  He  believed  the  present  oc- 
casion required  all  the  energies  of  this  vigorous  repub- 
lic to  be  put  into  requisition!  and  he  should,  by  his  vote, 
endeavor  promptly  to  effect  that  object. 

Mr.  M.  said  that  the  objections  urged  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Dbll]  were  of  a  character 
which  he  had  not  expected  from  that  quarter.  That 
l^entleman  says,  no  doubt  with  perfect  sincerity,  that  he 
IS  prepared  to  vote  supplies  for  defence,  when  the  honor 
and  interest  of  the  country  require  them.  I  may  ask, 
(said  Mr.  M.,)  does  the  proposition  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  require  him  to  give  such  vote,  unless 
called  for  by  those  high  considerations.  The  adoption  of 
the  resolution  only  puts  it  in  the  power  of  the  House.to  act 
promptly  and  speedily  on  these  important  measures,  and 
the  necessity  of  each  must  be  considered  as  It  is  proposed. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Tennessee  has  animad- 
verted on  what  be  has  been  pleased  to  call  abuses  which 
have  grown  up  in  the  House«  to  one  of  which  he  has 
especially  referred:  the  practice  of  chairmen  of  commit- 
tees going  to  members  of  their  committees  in  their  seats 
in  the  House,  separately,  and  obtaining  their  consent  to 
report  certain  measures. 

[Mr.  Bblc  said  he  bad  not  made  a  charge  against  any 
one.  He  tiad  said  the  practice  was  unparliamentary, 
and  had  led  to  error.] 

Mr.  Masox  said  that  he  had  understood  the  gentle- 
man to  disclaim  the  application  of  his  remark  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  Mr.  M.  said,  though  he 
was  sure  such  was  not  the  gentleman's  purpose,  others 
night  suppose  that  such  application  was  appropriate! 
Mid  he  therefore  took  occasion  to  say  that  he  bad,  on  bis 
own  sense  of  duty,  more  than  a  week  since,  presented 
the  resolution  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  AffWirs, 
when  all  the  members  were  present;  and  that  it  had 
been  considered  and  discussed  from  day  to  day,  until  its 
ftdoption,  in  a  spirit  of  harmony  and  patriotism,  which 
gave  him  the  highest  satisfaction. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  considers  the  circum- 
•lances  under  which  this  resolution  is  offered  inexplica- 
ble, unless  to  be  explained  in  some  one  of  the  modes 
suggested  by  him.^  These  suggestions  did  not  appear 
to  imply  very  worthy  motives  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
miltect  but  the  imputation  of  such  motives  was  not  in- 
tended by  the  gentleman,  because  they  were  disclaimed. 
They  seemed  to  be  all  connected  with  an  approaching 
election  by  the  people  to  the  highest  office  of  the  re- 
public Mr.  M.  said  tbat»  for  hinMU;  he  eould  nfely 
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say  that  he  would  never,  in  the  discharge  of  the  respon- 
sible duty  which  he  owed  his  constituents  on  that  floor, 
introduce  propositions,  or  give  his  vote,  or  eondnct  de- 
bate, with  the  purpose  of  operating  on  elections  by  the 
people.  This  morbid  illusion  disturbed  the  fancy  of 
some  gentlemen,  but  with  him  it  had  not  so  paramount 
and  absorbing  an  influence.  He  did  not  consider  it  com- 
patible with  his  duty,  and  he  believed  such  to  be  the 
sentiment  of  the  committee. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  asks,  if  the  purpose 
be  to  stifle  discussion  on  the  great  subjects  before  the 
Housed  Mr.  M.  said  that,  in  regard  to  the  resolution  of 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  such  was  not  and 
could  not  be  the  object,  because  he  had  submitted  his 
proposition  to  the  committee  some  days  before  he  knew 
that  such  a  proposition  would  be  presented  to  the  House. 

On  the  other  (^eat  question,  the  abolition  subject, 
Mr.  M.  said  he  was  happy  that  the  allusion  had  been 
made.  He  considered  it  one  of  the  highest  duties  of  the 
House  to  decide  the  qt^estions  involved  in  that  subject. 
He  had  uniformly  acted  with  that  v4ew,  and  still  ear- 
nestly hoped  to  see  a  decision,  calculated  to  allay  excite- 
ment, and  meet  the  just  expectation  of  the  public. 
He  must  be  excused,  i^  with  entire  deference  to  others, 
he  did  not  see  the  advantages  which  were  supposed  to 
result  from  an  elaborate  discussion  of  that  subject  here. 
He  wished  to  see  it  decided;  and,  to  accomplish  this  de- 
sirable object,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  had 
postponed  the  commencement  of  the  order  proposed  for 
a  week.  For  himself,  he  could  safely  answer,  and  he 
believed  be  could  for  the  committee,  that  this  late  day 
was  fixed  to  give  to  the  House  an  opportunity  to  dis- 
pose of  that  subject  especially,  and  to  adapt  its  business 
generally  to  the. operations  of  the  new  rule. 

Nor  was  it  the  purpose 'of  the  committee  to  deplete 
the  Treasury,  and  thus  forestall  the  consideration  of  the 
proposition  to  divide  the  surplus  revenues  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. The  measure  and  extent  of  preparation  and 
expenditures  would  be  for  the  House  to  determine, 
when  the  subject  wss  presented  for  consideration.  The 
rentleman  asks  why  this  resolution  is  suddenly  brought 
for«rard,  under  the  influence  of  the  panic  of  a  Frencii 
war.  That  committee  waa  as  little  under  the  influence 
of  pusJllaniffious  fear  as  any  other;  and  is  this  the  term 
by  which  the  desire  to  provide  for  the  necessary  defence 
of  our  beloved  country,  in  the  hour  of  her  danger,  is  to 
be  designated?  Does  the  gentleman  see  in  our  foreign 
relations  any  thing  showing  so  great  a  certainty  of  a  pa- 
cific result,  that  the  introduction  of  this  resolution  is  only 
to  be  explained  by  a  groundless  panic,  gotten  up  for 
sinister  purposes' 

[Mr.  Bbll  said  he  had  made  no  charge  against  the 
committee,  in  relation  to  a  war.  He  had  said  that  the 
tendency  of  the  resolution  would  be  to  push  all  the  ap- 
propriation bills  through  at  once,  before  we  could  find 
out  that  they  were  needed.] 

Mr.  Masov  said  that  he  would  not  misunderstand 
the  gentleman,  much  less  misrepresent  him.  The  gen- 
tleman supposes  that  one  effect,  if  not  an  object,  of  this 
resolution  will  be,  to  <*pusb  through"  the  appropriation 
bills.  I  submit  it  to  the  honorable  member,  whether,  if 
an  inquiry  were  addressed  to  him,  if  such  an  intention 
was  entertained  by  him,  he  would  consider  it  very  deco- 
rous, especially  when  the  committee  introducing  thep rep- 
osition had  no  charge  of  the  bills.  But  no  reflection  on  the 
committee,  I  am  sure,  was  intended.  But  to  show  that 
this  apprehension  was  wholly  unfounded,  Mr.  M.  had 
only  to  advert  to  the  fact  that  the  appropriation  bills 
mainly  embraced  by  this  resolution  were  in  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  where 
they  must  be  freely  discussed,  uncontrolled  by  the  will  of 
a  majority,  however  large,  or  the  application  of  the  pre- 
viouaqiMttton. 
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It  is  objected  to  this  resolution,  that  it  embraces  bills 
makinif  appropriations  for  departments  of  the  Ooyern- 
ipent  not  connected  with  our  foreign  affairs,  and  there- 
fore ought  not  to  be  adopted.  This  might  seem  to  be  a 
good  reason  for  amendment,  but  not  rejection.  The 
committee,  however,  entertain  the  opinion,  that  in  ma- 
king appropriations  for  the  support  of  Government,  and 
"to  meet  its  diversified  wants,  it  is  convenient,  if  not  es- 
sential, that  the  House  should  have  the  whole  subject 
before  it{  thus  contemplating,  at  one  view,  the  resources, 
the  exigencies,  the  Ui^cessary  expenditures  of  the  Got- 
ernment,  the  means  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  drafts  to 
be  made  on  themt  and  thus  the  appropriations  for  the 
Indian  department  had  an  important  connexion  with 
those  for  the  naval  and  military  service.  But  we  are  told 
that  we  must  wait  until  we  hear  from  France.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  wise  to  wait,  before  we  took  any  decinve 
step  on  the  subjects  in  controversy  between  the  two  na- 
tions; but  it  indicated  fatuity,  rather  than  a  wise  forecast, 
to  postpone  all  measures  of  preparation  In  our  unpre- 
pared state  until  the  arrival  of  intelligence,  which  mi^ht 
disappoint  our  hopes  and  our  expectations,  and  require 
the  vigorous  use  of  all  of  our  resources. 

The  gentleman  had  said  that  the  reference  to  the 
President's  message  was  an  artful  appeal  to  the  influ- 
ence of  a  name,  which  was  dragged  in  on  many  occa- 
aions  not  ytry  appropriate.  The  honorable  member  dis- 
claimed any  off(ensive  meaning  in  the  term  employed, 
and,  Mr.  M.  said,  he  was  sure  that,  if  the  gentleman 
did  not,  the  House  would  perceive  thst  the  reference 
was  rendered  necessary  by  the  objection  nf  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky,  as  giving  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  M.  concluded  by  saying,  that  if,  under  the  Inge- 
nious and  accumulated  objections  which  had  been  urged, 
the  resolution  should  not  find  favor  with  the  House,  he 
and  his  honorable  colleagues  on  the  committee  would 
have  done  their  duty.  And  if  future  events,  which  none 
can  foresee,  shall  show  that  its  adoption  might  have 
saved  our  country  from  shame  and  disaster  ami  outrage, 
they  will  deserve  no  portion  of  the  deep  and  loud  con- 
demnation of  the  country. 

Mr.  CAMBRELBNG  said  he  was  happy  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  [Mr.  Masoh]  had  introduced  the 
resolution  to  call  up  the  appropriation  bills;  he  had  only 
anticipated  the  wish  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  As  to  the  question  of  jurisdiction,  at  a  crisis 
like  the  present,  it  was  mutual  with  the  Committees  on 
Military,  Naval,  and  Foreign  Affairs,  and  Ways  and 
Means.  When  he  had  firat  proposed  to  take  up  the  ap« 
propriation  bills,  some  time  since,  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Bxll]  wished  to  interpose,  doubtless 
from  proper  motives,  a  discussion  on  rules  and  orders. 
Subsequently  the  abolition  question  came  up.  In  that 
state  of  the  ease,  Mr.  C.  said  he  did,  feeling  the  extra- 
ordinary and  urgent  necessity  of  the  measure,  ask  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by 
fire  in  the  ciiy  of  New  York,  never  dreaming  that  it 
would  be  opposed  day  by  day,  and  inch  by  inch,  as  it 
had  been.  He  had  supposed  that  the  House  would  meet 
h  and  past  it  promptly,  as  the  Senate  had  done. 

We  had,  however,  been  disappointed;  but  he  still  be- 
lieved that,  but  for  the  debate  on  the  bill,  it  would  have 
been  ordered  to  a  third  reading  on  the  very  day  it  came 
from  the  Senate.  He  felt  too  anxious  for  the  passage  of 
that  bill  to  detain  the  House  by  debating  the  question 
whenever  it  should  come  up  again.  With  regard  to  the 
question  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, [Mr.  Adaks,]  duty  to  himself  compelled  him  to 
speak  upon  it.  He  should  not  shrink  from  the  discus- 
sion, but  should  meet  it  fearlessly  and  honestly,  let  the 
responsibility  fall  where  it  might. 
The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Bbu]  had  also 


inquired  what  conrae  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
would  pursue.  As  one  of  that  committee,  he  would  aajr 
that  It  was  his  design  to  separate  the  bills  for  ordinary 
appropriations  from  those  for  extraordinary  purposes;, 
underetanding  that  these  appropriations  were  first  re- 
quired. The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  would,  next 
in  order,  hsve  full  opportunity  to  oppose  or  to  discuss 
the  extraordinary  appropriations  which  would  be  re- 
quired to  put  the  country  in  a  proper  state  of  defence. 
It  was  not  proposed  to  resort  to  the  previous  queation; 
the  very  object  of  fixing  an  early  day  was  to  afford  gen- 
tlemen every  opportunity  to  discuss  the  appropriations 
as  they  ought  to  be,  and  not  driven  through,  from  ne- 
cessity, and  without  debate,  at  the  close  of  the  setsion. 
One  word  as  to  the  objection  to  the  manner  of  introdu- 
cing the  resolution.  The  interests  of  the  countrr  had 
suffered  last  year  from  too  nice  an  attention  to  forms; 
and  the  country  was  left  defenceless.  He  trusted  that 
the  time  had  arrived  when  the  great  interests  of  the 
country  would  no  longer  be  sacrificed  to  the  miserable 
consideration  of  forms,  forms,  forms. 

Mr.  W.  THOMPSON  said  he  would  vote  for  the  reso* 
hition,  because  he  had  just  learned  from  the  gentleman 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Wbitx]  that  he  had  an  amendment  to 
add  to  one  of  the  bills,  authorising  the  Fresident  to  enlist 
a  regiment  of  one  thousand  mounted  men  for  the  pro* 
tection  of  Florida  from  the  inroads  of  the  Seminoles. 
He  was  fearful  that  that  war  was  not  speedily  to  be  put 
down;  and  he  felt  that  every  consideration  ought  to  give 
wsy  to  prompt  and  efficient  measures  to  put  an  end  to 
that  bloody  strife.  He  was  opposed  to  appropriating 
money,  unless  for  specific  objects,  and  he  could  not  do 
so  unless  the  Depsrtment  sent  in  statements  showing 
what  money  was  actually  needed.  He  had  not  the  re- 
motest idea  that  France  would  commence  hostilities;  but 
if  she  did,  he  would  not  treat  with  her  until  the  whole 
nation  should  be  clad  in  armor;  and,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  would  not  only  empty  the  Treasury,  but  he 
would  empty  every  American  vein,  in  defence  of  the 
just  rights  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HOWARD  said,  that  being  under  the  impreasion 
that  this  resolution  ought  to  pass,  and  moreover  ought 
to  pass  to-day,  he  would  give  the  House  an  opportunity 
of  terminating  the  debate,  if  such  should  also  be  its 
opinion.     But  being  a  member  of  the  commhtee  from 
which  this  resolution  emanated,  and  therefore  conversant 
with  the  views  which  induced  that  committee  to  propose 
it,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  say  a  few  words  in  explana- 
tion.   That  that  committee  had  been  actuated  by  a  view  of 
producing  any  result  upon  the  presidential  election,  or 
that   the  idea  had  ever  occurred  to  them  that  any  person 
could  draw  such  an  inference,  he  utterly  denied,  and 
could  not  have  been  more  astonished  if  the  earth   had 
suddenly  yawned  at  his  feet,  than  he  was  when  the  gen- 
tleman from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Bxli]  had  supposed  that 
it  would  sflect  that  delicate  subject.     The  committee 
had  been  guided  alone  by  their  sense  of  duty  to  the 
House  and  to  the  nation;  and  he  took  leave  to  say  that, 
in  his  opinion.  Congress  was  far  behind  the  public  feeling 
of  the  nation,  in  permitting  our  fortifications  and  other 
means  of  defence,  to  continue  In  their  present  condition. 
We  had  a  thousand  miles  of  seaceast,  more  unprotected 
than  it  ought  to  be,  exposing  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
lives  and  hundreds  of  millions  uf  property  to  a  danger 
which,  however  slight,  could  not  be  totally  overlooked. 
Having  the  state  of  our  foreign  relations  committed  to 
their  charge,  the  committee  had  anxioualy  devoted  their 
attention  to  the  existing  attitude  of  the  country;  and  al- 
though he  believed  that  the  committee  did  not  expect 
war,  nor  were  they  desirous  to  take  any  step  which  ought 
to  bring  it  on,  yet  it  was  impossible  to  contemplate  the 
posture  of  affiiin  without  feeling  the  propriety  of  em- 
ploying aome  of  the  surplus  money  of  the  Treasury  to- 
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varda  objects  of  publfe  safety.  Without  entering^  st  all 
into  the  exsmtnation  of  our  relations  with  France,  he 
mii^ht  be  permitted  to  say  that  the  present  unequal  con- 
dition of  the  two  nations,  one  in  the  full  enjoyment  of 
the  benefits  of  the  treaty,  and  the  other  not,  ouf^ht  not 
to  continuet  and  should  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
faira  even  propose  to  disturb  this  one-sided  condition  of 
our  commercial  relations,  who  can  say  that  it  would  be 
looked  upon  with  complacency,  and  not  resented,  by 
France?  Her  sensitiveness  on  the  subject  of  her  pro- 
duce  and  manufuctures  was  well  known;  and  no  mem*- 
ber  of  this  House  could  undertake  to  predict  her  future 
course  with  such  certainty  at  to  postpone  the  passag^e  of 
even  the  ordinary,  much  more  any  extraordinary,  appro- 
priations. The  whole  of  the  special  message  of  the 
President,  with  all  itn  recommendations,  had  been  sent 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs^  and  that  committee 
could'  be  enabled  to  take  a  wider  view  of  the  condition 
of  the  country,  after  the  House  should  have  passed  upon 
the  appropriation  bills,  than  they  could  now.  The  eyes 
of  the  whole  nation  were  earnestly  fixed  upon  Congress; 
and  the  committee  were  fully  sensible  of  the  extreme 
delicacy  of  the  task  committed  to  their  charge.  Having 
nothing  in  view  but  a  sincere  zeal  to  promote  the  honor, 
dignity,  and  interest  of  the  nation,  they  had  submitted  to 
the  House  the  proposition  before  them;  upon  which,  he 
hoped,  they  were  now  prepared  to  vote. 

Mr.  H.  then  demanded  the  previous  question  i  but,  at 
the  request  of  several  membera  about  him,  waived  it  for 
the  present. 

Hr.  HARDIN  said  he  had  hoped,  with  his  friend  from 
Tennessee,  [Mr.  Dxll,]  that  we  might  have  taken  up, 
discussed,  and  adopted,  roles  for  the  government  t>f  the 
House.  Rules  were  intended  as  a  protection  to  the  mi- 
nority, the  weaker  party.  The  strong  and  powerful 
needed  no  protection!  but  the  weak  and  powerless  did. 
80  far  as  the  protection  of  Florida  was  concerned,  from 
the  inroads  of  a  savage  foe,  he  would  to  Ood  that  five 
thousand  of  the  best  bloods  in  America  were  in  the 
midst  of  them  I  and  he  had  looked  for  a  proclamation 
from  the  President,  oalling  on  Tennessee  and  Kentucky 
for  volunteers.  We  would  then  see  that  those  States 
would  furnish  ample  force  to  put  down  the  Indians,  and 
put  them  down  in  a  way  that  would  be  a  guarantee  for 
the  peace  of  that  country.  And  so  far  as  our  foreign 
relations  were  concerned,  be  would  say  that,  if  the 
country  was  brought  into  collision  with  France,  he 
would  never  stop  to  inquire  how  we  got  into  it,  or  to 
argue  about  constitutional  rights,  but  would  go  for  the 
United  States,  right  or  wrong.  He  was  opposed  to  ap- 
propriating money  for  fortifications,  and  was  opposed 
to  the  fortification  system.  We  needed  no  bulwarks 
along  our  steeps.  We  had  already  appropriated  forty 
or  fifty  millions  for  fortifications,  and  we  are  now  told 
that  we  had  not  one  hundred  guns  mounted.  If  that 
monev  had  been  appropriated  for  our  navy,  we  might 
have  had  one  that  would  have  been  able  to  protect  our 
coast  from  invasion.  He  felt  that  our  foreign  affairs 
were  standing  on  a  slender  foundation,  upon  a  mere 
nothingi  and  when  it  came  to  be  either  a  war  or  an 
apology,  he  would  rathet  spend  a  hundred  millions 
than  that  the  President  should  make  an  apolo^i  and  he 
was  aware,  from  the  well-known  character  of  the  Presi- 
dent, that  there  would  be  no  apology  from  him.  But 
be  was  opposed  to  our  armmg  at  present,  because  it 
might  be  considered  just  cause  of  war.  France  mighty 
according  to  her  former  practice*  strike  the  blow  the 
moment  we  commenced  aoning*  He  would  go  a  rea- 
sonable length,  but  it  was  dimcnlt  to  iay  how  far  we 
ahould  go.  He  would  at  present  vote  against  any  ap- 
propriation bill  that  looked  like  a  war  measure,  but  he 
did  not  say  that  in  two  weeks  he  might  not  vote  for  as 
terge  appropriations  as  other  gentlemen. 


Mr.  VANDERPOEL  said  he  would  not  expose  the 
motion  he  was  now  about  to  make  to  the  objection  titat 
had  been  urged  to  the  motion  a  short  time  ago,  submit- 
ted by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr. 
HowAKD.]  About  two  speeches  against  the  resolution 
had  been  made  to  one  in  its  favor)  and,  without  making 
an  argument,  he  moved  the  previous  question. 

The  motion  was  seconded:  113  to  86. 

The  question.  Shall  the  main  question  be  now  pot? 
was  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  CRAIG  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  adop- 
tion of  the  resolution t  which  w^re  ordered,  and  were: 

YXA.S— Messrs.  Adams,  Anthony,  Ash,  Ashley,  Banks, 
Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Bookee,  Boon,  Bor- 
den, Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Brigfgs,  Brown,  Bynum» 
William  B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Casey,  Cha- 
ney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Childs,  Clark,  Cleveland, 
CofTee,  Coles,  Connor,  Craif^,  Cramer,  Cushing,  Cush* 
man,  Darlington,  Denny,  Dickerson,  Dickson,  Drom- 
goole,  Efner,  Fairfield,  Fowler,  French,  Fry,  Philo  C. 
Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Qarland. 
Gillet,  Glascock,  Grantland,  Haley,  Hamer,  Hannegan, 
Hard,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawes, 
Hawkins,  Haynes,  Henderson,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Holsey, 
Hopkins,  Howard,  Hubley,  Hunt,  Huntington,  Hunts- 
man, Ingham,  William  Jackson,  Jabez  Jackson,  Janet, 
Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Cave- 
Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin  Jones,  Judson* 
Kennon,  Kilgore,  Rinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane,  Lansing, 
Laporte,  Lawler,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Gideon  Lee,  Joshua 
Lee,  Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon,  Abijah 
Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  John  T.  Mason, 
William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  May,  McKay,  McKeon, 
McKim,  McLene,  Miller,  Montgomery,  Moore,  Morgan, 
Morris,  Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parker,  Parks,  Pat- 
terson, Patton,  Franklin  Pierce,  Dutee  J.  Pearce, 
James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Phelps,  Phillips,  John 
Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Rogera. 
Schenck,  Seymour,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shinn, 
Smith,  Spangler,  Sprague,  Steele,  Storer,  Sutherland^ 
Taliaferro,  Taylor,  John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns» 
Turner,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel,  Wagener,  Ward*  Ward* 
well,  Washington,  Webster,  Weeks— 159. 

Nats— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allea*  Bell. 
Bond,  Bunch,  John  Calhoon,  Carter,  George  Cham- 
bers, John  Chambers,  Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  John  F. 
H.  Claiborne,  Corwin,  Crane,  Deberry,  Dunlap,  Bvans^ 
Everett,  Rice  Garland,  Granger,  Gravea,  Grayfon, 
Grennell,  Griffin,  Hammond,  Hardin,  Harlan,  Harper, 
Hazeltine,  Howell,  Ingersoll,  Jenifer,  Henry  Johnson, 
Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Love,  Samson  Mason,  Maury,  Mc- 
Kennan,  Mercer,  Milligan,  Peyton,  Pickens,  Pinckney, 
Potts,  Reed,  Rencher,  Robertson,  Russell,  Shields. 
Slade,  S'loane,  Standefer,  Waddy  Thompson,  Under- 
wood, Vinton,  White,  Whittteaey,  Lewis  Williams,  Sher- 
rod  Williams— 59. 

SEMINOLE  WAR. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  a  bill  making  an  additional  appro- 
priation of  $50,000  for  repressing  bpstilities  on  the  part 
of  the  Indians  in  Florida. 

Mr.  C.  adverted  to  the  propriety  of  a  speedy  action 
on  the  bill,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  moved  that  the 
House  go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union  upon  the  same;  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  then  went  into  committee,  Mr.  HowAan 
in  the  Chair,  upon  the  foregoing  biH. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  amend  the  bill  bv  adding  a 
section  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  cause  to  be  enlisted  a  regiment  of  1,000  mounted 
riflemen,  by  and  with  the  consent  of  the  Senate,  for 
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twelve  months,  if,  in  his  discretion,  he  should  deem  it 
necessary. 

Mr.  W.  briefly  supported  the  amendment.  He  said 
all  accounts  from  Florida  represented  the  Territory  to 
be  in  a  most  distressing  condition.  Three  entire  coun* 
ties  were  already  desolated  by  the  Indians.  Their 
numbers  were  not  known,  and  the  melancholy  informa- 
tion received  from  the  inhabitants  of  those  counties,  as 
well  as  the  destruction  of  the  detachment  of  the  United 
States  troops,  showed  that  these  men  had  been  equipped 
for  action  for  a  long  time.  A  portion  of  them  had  been 
armed  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  with  a 
Tiew  of  their  going  to  the  west  of  the  Mississippi  river, 
and  another  portion  had  received  arms  from  smugglers 
and  others.  Mr.  W.  knew  that  the  number  of  Seminole 
Indians  had  been  greatly  underrated,  and  it  was  known 
there  were  not  less  than  1,300  or  1,500  men,  who  had 
captured  already  about  250  slaves,  and  those  slaves  who 
would  not  operate  with  them  they  intended  to  transport 
to  the  island  of  Cuba. 

Now,  the  first  question  was,  what  was  the  best  mode 
of  putting  an  end  to  these  disorders?  It  was  impossible 
to  draw  the  militia  in  the  southern  States  this  season, 
tior  in  the  spring  of  the  yeart  and  if  the  Indians  were 
not  entirely  subjugated  before  the  warm  season,  it 
would  then  be  rendered  impossible.  He  believed  that 
in  the  course  of  three  or  four  weeks  a  sufficient  force 
night  be  raised  to  put  an  end  to  the^e  hostiluies  by 
June  or  July;  and  if  these  troops  should  be  unemployed, 
he  understood  that  other  portions  of  the  United  States 
wanted  them  at  that  time.  Information  had  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Secretary  of  War,  that  the  Creeks  were 
in  a  very  troubled  state.  He  could  assure  the  House 
that  the  whole  Territory  of  Florida  would  be  desolated 
in  a  very  short  time,  unless  the  Indians  were  repressed. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  hoped  there  would  be  no 
opposition  to  the  amendment.  He  believed  it  proposed 
the  best  and  most  efficient  means  of  putting  an  end  to  a 
war!whicli  had  already  caused  a  great  sacrifice  of  lives, 
both  of  officers  and  men,  on  their  march  from  Tampa 
Bay  to  join  General  Clinch.  Mr.  W.  had  himaelf  re* 
ceived  letters  from  officers  at  Tampa  Bay,  stating  that 
the  attack  was  made  by  no  less  a  force  than  eight 
hundred  Indians. 

Mr.  HUNTSMAN  was  for  receiving  volunteera  as 
well  as  regulars,  and  spoke  of  the  advantages  of  that 
description  of  troops  over  persons  enlisted.  His  own 
county  would  raise  five  hundred  men. 

Mr.  HARDIN  offered  a  proviso  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  disband  the  force  at  an 
earlier  period  than  twelve  months,  in  case  their  services 
should  be  no  longer  required. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  moved  to  add 
the  word  « required"  to  the  amendment!  which  Mr. 
HAEDIN  accepted  as  a  modification. 

Mr.  ADAMS  opposed  the  modification,  as  an  unpre- 
cedented requisition  upon  the  Executive. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL  begged  to  inquire  if  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Florida  had  the  consent  of 
the  Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  WHITE  believed  it  would  have,  and  pledged 
himself  to  withdraw  it  when  the  bill  came  into  the  House 
if  it  had  not. 

Messrs.  ASHLEY,  RIPLET,  and  UNDERWOOD, 
opposed  the  amendment;  and,  after  a  few  words  in  its 
favor  by  Mr.  GLASCOCK,  Mr.  WHITE  withdrew  it. 

Mr.  SHIELDS  then  moved  an  amendment  authori- 
zing the  President  of  the  United  Statea  to  accept  the 
services  of  1,000  volunteers,  for  the  period  of  nine 
months  I  which,  afler  some  remarks  from  Messrs. 
SHIELDS,  W.  C.  JOHNSON,  CllAIG,  and  WHITE 
of  Florida,  waa  negatived. 

The  committee  then  roae  and  reported  the  bill  with- 


out amendment  to  the  House,  sifH  it  was  ordered  to  hm 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time. 

The  bill,  having  been  engrossed,  was  then  read  a 
third  time  and  paned. 

After  doing  some  other  business,  the  House  adjourned. 

WXDHSSDAT,  JaHUART  ^. 

LAST  YEAR'S.  FORTIFICATION  BILL. 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  th« 
following  resolution,  heretofore  offered  by  Mr.  J.  Q. 
AoAKs: 

Buokedt  That  so  muoh  of  the  mesasge  of  the  Preai* 
dent  of  the  United  States  to  Congress  at  the  commence* 
ment  of  the  present  session  as  relates  to  the  failure,  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  of  the  bill  containing  the 
ordinary  appropriations  for  fortifications,  be  refened  to 
a  aelect  committee,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into, 
and  report  to  the  House,  the  causes  and  circumstances 
of  the  failure  of  the  bill. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wzuiaxs, 
of  North  Carolina,  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding  '*  with 
power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers*' — 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  said  it  was  not  bis  design  to  de- 
tain  the  House  long  in  discussinff  this  very  grave  ques- 
tion of  the  loss  of  the  appropriation  of  three  milliona  for 
the  defence  of  the  country— the  true  issue  between  the 
two  Houses.  Concerning  tlie  bill  making  ordinary  pro- 
vision for  new  fortifications,  there  was  no  contest.  The 
controversy  between  the  Senate  and  the  House  waa  not 
about  fortifications  to  be  finished,  perhaps  in  1840,  but 
about  the  three  million  appropriation  in  18S5,  for  arming 
forts  already  completed,  and  for  increasing  our  navy 
afloat.  The  inquiry  was,  who  left  tlie  country  defence* 
less,  after  the  message  of  the  President  communicating 
the  correspondence  with  France,  and  after  the  unani- 
mous resolution  of  the  House,  that  the  execution  of  the 
treaty  should  be  insisted  on^  and  at  a  crisis,  too^  when 
the  question  of  peace  or  war  depended  on  the  caprice 
of  a  Government  denying  us  justice,  and  regardless  of 
its  faith.  That  was  the  appropriation  to  which  the  at- 
tention of  the  nation  was  directed,  and  in  the  fate  of 
which  our  national  interest  and  honor  were  directly  in- 
▼olvedi  that  was  the  only  issue  now  pending  between 
the  two  Houses,  and  on  which  the  country  had  already 
and  very  justly  decided. 

He  regretted  that  he  was  obliged  to  enga|;e  In  an  in- 
quiry after  lost  appropriations,  when  the  time  of  the 
House  could  be  so  much  more  profitably  employed  in 
devising  measures  for  the  national  defence,  war  or  no 
war;  but  (said  Mr.  C.)  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  be  silent 
in  this  debate:  the  combined  attacks  on  roe  in  both 
Houses  oblige  me  to  defend  myself.  In  doing  so,  I  shall 
be  compelira  to  notice  some  of  the  statements  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Wisx.]  I  shall  noi» 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  discuMing  this  question^  introdnee 
names— they  are  of  little  moment  in  any  debate.  Not 
even  the  illustrious  name  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
could  add  the  weight  of  a  feather  to  my  argument.  To« 
would  never  tolerate  it,  sir,  and  I  am  sure  the  House 
would  be  astonished  at  my  indecorum,  were  I  to  desig- 
nate the  gentlemsn  as  *'  Mr.  Wise;"  and  couitesy  would 
certainly  not  permit  me  to  call  the  gentleman  otherwise. 
No,  sir;  I  hope  I  shall  never  be  tempted  on  any  occasion, 
even  by  the  wild  rant  of  disappointed  ambition,  to  for- 
get my  own  sell-respiect,  or  my  regard  for  the  dignity 
of  this  House,  so  far  ss  to  treat  any  gentleman  with  dis- 
respect. In  the  present  instance,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall 
not  only  treat  the  gentleman  with  the  utmost  respect, 
but  even  with  tenderness.  It  would  be  unkind,  indeed, 
to  treat  otherwise  the  innocent,  the  unsuspecting,  the 
penitent  victim  of  that  stupendous  fraud  which  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  has  so  recently  discovered «  that 
stupendous  conspiracy  which  the  President,  you,  and  I, 
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were  plotting  last  year,  to  betray  the  gentleman,  under- 
mine our  conttitution,  and  destroy  our  Government.  No, 
siri  it  18  far,  very  far,  from  my  purpose  to  engage  in  any 
parliamentary  tournament  with  the  gentleman  fh>m  Vir- 
ginias but,  should  I  erer  be  forced  into  any  such  contest 
with  any  gentleman,  I  hope  it  will  be  my  fortune  to  en- 
courtter'some  more  formidable  antagonist  than  *'  Buck- 
ingham with  his  rash  levied  strength." 

Before  1  proceed,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion, I  must  do  an  act  of  justice  to  an  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts.  A  day  or  two  since,  I  announced 
my  intention  to  notice  an  attack  made  upon  me  in  the 
National  Gaxette  of  Philadelphia,  in  March  last,  founded 
upon  information  derived,  among  other  sources,  **  from 
Senators  of  the  highest  character."  In  that  journal  it 
was  suted  that  the  Vice  President  and  Secretary  of  State 
had  advised  me  to  let  the  fortification  bill  die  in  the 
House,  to  prevent  the  responsibility  of  its  failure  from 
falling  on  the  President—*  statement  which  was  irome* 
diate^  pronounced,  both  by  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
myself,  to  be  false,  upon  whatever  authority  founded. 
And  now,  sir,  for  the  origin  of  this  poor  slander.  The 
Vice  President  and  Secretair  of  State  were  in  this 
House,  and  about  leaving  it,  when  the  committee  of  eon* 
ference  returned  to  it.  The  Secretary  of  State,  from 
whom  the  estimate  for  the  three  million  appropriation 
bad  been  received,  inquired  the  result  of  our  conference, 
and,  on  learning  it,  expressed  the  opinion,  in  which  I 
entirely  concurred,  that  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars 
was  a  pitiful  appropriation  for  tlie  defence  of  a  nation. 
Not  one  syllable  passed  between  the  Vice  President  and 
myself.  Sir,  there  waa  no  secret,  no  mystery,  .about 
the  matter}  it  was  in  the  presence  of  the  whole  Houtc, 
and  every  syllable  uttered  might  have*  been  heard  by 
every  gentleman  near.  As  chairman  of  the  committee 
of  conferees  cm  tlie  part  of  the  House,  whatever  may 
have  been  my  opinion  as  to  the  inadequacy  of  the  appro- 
priation, I  should  have  immediately  reported  the  com* 
promise,  but  for  the  obstacles  which  1  shall  state  in  their 
preper  order.  Every  gentlenum  near  me,  without  ref- 
erence to  party,  knew  that  such  was  my  intention. 

Such  was  all  the  foundation  for  the  statement  in  the  Na- 
tional Gasette.  That  statement  I  ascribed  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts,  the  suthority  referred  to  being 
a  Senator  of  '*  the  highest  character.''  I  am  happy  to 
say,  sir,  that,  since  the  last  day's  debate,  I  have  receiv- 
ed the  most  satisfactory  assurance  that  that  honorable 
Senator  was  not  the  authority  relied  on  by  the  editor« 
and  I  take  fiir  more  pleasure  in  doing  Justice  to  that 
gentleman  than  I  should  have  done  in  defending  myself 
from  the  attack.  I  make  the  acknowledgment  with 
the  greater  pleasure,  because,  throughout  the  remarks 
of  the  honorable  Senator,  he  has  not  condescended,  he 
has  not  stooped,  to  notice  this  miserable  scandaU  be  has 
resigned  all  the  honor  of  nourishing  and  ebenshing  this 
poor  and  contemptible  slander  to  some  unknown  Sena- 
tor, and  to  others  who  have  no  loftier  ambition. 

Gentlemen  who  feel  themselves  aoeoumable  to  the 
nation  for  leaving  our  country  unprepared  to  meet  any 
emergency  which  might  have  grown  out  of  our  reUtions 
with  France,  have  pleaded  their  utter  ignorance  of  the 
necessity  for  any  such  preparation,  and  of  any  propo- 
sition for  defence,  till  the  last  night  of  the  session. 
What,  sir,  is  the  notorious  history  of  this  appropriation? 
Our  affairs  with  France  remained  in  an  uncertain  atti- 
tude till  the  lailt  days  of  the  session)  and  this  House  sus- 
pended its  action  upon  the  question,  in  the  hope  that 
some  intelligence  would  arrive.  None  reached  us  of  a 
pacific  character.  The  minister  of  France  had  been 
recalled,  passports  had  been  tendered  to  our  minister, 
and  he  had  also  been  recalled.  Every  thing  wore  a 
belligerant  character.  At  that  crisis^  the  Prewdent,  in 
liis  message  of  the  25th  of  February,  communicates,  as 


soon  as  it  was  received,  the  correspondence  with  the 
French  Government,  and  in  conclusion  says: 

*<  The  subject  being  now,  in  all  its  present  aspects* 
before  Congress^  whose  right  it  is  to  decide  what  meas* 
ures  are  to  be  pursued  in  that  event,  [Mr.  Livingston'a 
return,]  I  deem  it  unnecessary  to  make  further  recom- 
mendation, being  confident  that,  on  their  part,  every 
thing  will  be  done  to  maintain  the  rights  and  honor  of 
the  country  which  the  occasion  requires." 

Thus  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  nation  submits  thifl 
question  at  a  critical  period  to  Congress,  **  confident 
that,  on  their  part,  every  thing  wilt  be  done  to  maintain 
the  rights  and  honor  of  the  country  which  the  occasion 
requires.*'  When  that  message  came  to  the  House,  on 
the  26ih  of  February,  I  submitted  three  resolutions^ 
which  had  been  previously  considered  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

The  third  resolution  recommended  contingent  prep* 
aration  for  any  emergency  which  might  grow  out  of  our 
relations  with  France.  I'hese  resolutions,  and  the 
President's  message,  were  referred  to  the  committee^ 
The  next  day  the  committee  made  a  report,  which  coo^ 
tained  the  following  extract: 

<iThe  bill  now  before  the  House,  authorizing  the  sale 
of  our  stock  m  the  Bank  of  the  United  States^  would,  if 
adopted,  afford  all  the  revenue  necessary.  The  comT 
mKtee  is  of  opinion  that  the  whole,  or  a  part,  of  the  fund 
to  be  derived  from  that  source  should  be  appropriate4 
for  the  purpose  of  arming  our  fortifications^  and  for 
making  the  military  and  naval  preparations  for  the  de« 
fence  of  the  country,  in  case  such  expenditures  should 
become  necessary  before  the  next  OMeting  of  Co»< 
gress.'* 

The  third  resolution  appended  to  that  report  wai^ 
that  contingent  preparation  ought  to  be  made  to  meet 
any  emergency  growing  out  of  our  relations  with 
France.  That  report,  and  the  resolutions^  were  adopt* 
ed  by  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs, 
and  proposed,  not  merely  an  appropriation  of  three 
millions,  but  of  the  whole  proceeds  of  our  stock  in  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States^  if  necessary,  for  the  publie 
defence. 

When  these  resolutions  came  up  the  day  after,  I  stated 
that,  to  secure  unanimity,  I  should  withdraw  the  third 
resoletion,  as  I  intended,  when  the  Senate's  amendments 
to  the  fortification  bill  should  be  under  consideration,  to 
offer  an  antendment  sppropriating  three  millions,  which 
I  had  learned  would  be  all  that  was  deemed  necessary 
by  the  Executive i  thus  substituting,  for  a  mere  declarat 
tory  resolution,  an  actual  appropriation  for  the  deffenee 
of  the  country.  Such,  sir,  is  the  published  history  of 
this  preparation  for  defence,  about  which  gentlemen 
seem  to  have  been  so  utterly  ignorant.  The  President's 
message,  the  report  and  resolutions  of  the  eommittee* 
and  the  unanimous  resolution  of  the  House  to  hisist  on 
the  execution  of  the  treaty,  were  before  the  world  t  still 
gentlemen  were  ignorant  of  the  whole  affair,  and  waited 
for  estimates  from  the  Departments^  and  an  executive 
order.  Journals  on  aH  sides  were  calling  on  Congress 
to  place  the  country  in  a  state  of  defencei  the  fire  of 
patriotism  was  kindled  throughout  the  land,  and  light- 
ing every  spot  in  the  Union,  save  one  dark  chamber, 
into  which  that  light  could  never  penetrate  {  there  all 
was  midnight. 

Other  apologies  are  made  to  the  country,  sir:  estimates 
were  not  submitted  by  the  Department,  and  the  form  of 
the  amendment  was  unprecedented,  unconstitutional, 
and  monstrous.  I  shall  presently  show  on  what  founda« 
tion,  legislative  or  historical,  this  latter  objection  rests^ 
As  to  the  estimate,  you  will  recollect  that  you,  as  chair- 
man of  the  committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  united  with 
me  in  a  note  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  inquiring  what 
amount  would  be  required,  and  that  his  answer  was. 
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one  million  for  the  ftrmy,  and  two  for  the  naTy,  inclu- 
dingf  fortificationt,  ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy. 
It  was  upon  that  estimate  the  proposed  amendment  was 
founded.  And  now,  sir,  for  this  formidable  amend- 
ment; here  it  is,  sir: 

**Mnd  he  itfitriher  enacted.  That  the  sum  of  three  mil- 
lions of  dullars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  ap- 
propriated, to  be  expended,  in  whole  or  in  part,  un- 
der the  direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
for  the  military  and  naval  service,  including  fortifications 
and  ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy,  provided  such 
expenditures  shall  be  rendered  necessary  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  country  prior  to  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
gress." 

This  infernal  machine,  which  was  to  blow  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia,  the  constitution,  and  the  Govern* 
ment,  to  atoms,  was  contrived  here,  sir,  in  concert  with 
%  former  Representative  from  Virginia,  and  a  member 
of  the  opposition,  a  gentleman  of  the  highest  standing 
for  ability,  honor,  and  integrity,  and  universally  esteem- 
ed in  this  House.  I  mean  a  gentleman  who  was  former- 
ly chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  I 
drew  the  section,  and  submitted  it  to  him .  He  proposed 
an  amendment,  and  here  are  the  words,  «  shall  be  ren- 
dered,'* in  his  own  handwriting.  As  originally  drawn 
it  reads,  "provided  he  shall  deem  such  expenditures  ne- 
cessary.'* As  amended  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
it  was,  ''provided  such  expenditures  shall  be  rendered 
necessary."  Such,  sir,  was  the  origin  of  the  celebrated 
section  which  startled  the  Senate,  and  shook  the  Gov- 
ernment to  its  foundation. 

And  what,  sir,  was  the  history  of  this  appropriation? 
I  proposed  it  in  the  House*  it  was  adopted  by  a  large 
majority,  including  some  fifteen  opposition  votes.  It 
was  sent  to  the  Senate;  and  how  did  they  receive  a  mere 
proposition  to  put  the  country  in  a  state  of  defence, 
should  it  become  necessary?  Was  it  treated  with  ordi- 
nary respect,  and  referred  to  a  committee?  No.  Was 
it  examined  in  form  or  substance?  Was  the  slightest 
disposition  evinced  to  make  any  contingent  provision  for 
defending  the  countrv  in  case  of  war?  No,  sir;  no  effort 
was  made  to  modify  tne  section  in  form  or  amount— none 
whatever  to  defend  the  country.  The  Senate  seemed 
outraged  at  the  American  spirit  of  the  Housei  they  ap» 
peared  to  receive  it  as  a  rebuke  of  their  resolution  to 
oppose  the  recommendation  of  the  President,  and  to  re* 
ject  every  measure  designed  « to  maintain  the  rights  and 
honor  of  the  country."  It  was  not  the  form,  nor  the  ob- 
jects, nor  the  amount,  of  the  appropriation!  it  was  the 
predetermined  resolution  of  the  Senate,  upon  a  question 
between  this  country  and  a  foreign  Power,  to  resist  the 
House,  the  President,  and  the  country.  That  was  the 
c»rigin  of  the  motion  to  reject  the  appropriation,  and  of 
the  violent  and  extraordinary  movement  of  that  body. 
It  was  rejected.  The  House  insisted  on  its  amendment, 
and  sent  the  appropriation  to  the  Senate  a  second  time. 
Had  the  Senate,  even  at  that  hour,  treated  the  House 
with  ordinary  courtesy  {  had  it  insisted,  and  asked  a  con- 
ference, the  bill  and  the  appropriation,  or  a  part  of  it, 
might  have  been  saved.  Contrary,  however,  to  all  par- 
liamentary usage,  and  animated  by  a  determined  spirit 
of  resistance,  that  body  would  not  condescend  to  ask  a 
conferencei  but,  in  the  second  stage,  adhered  to  its  disa- 
greement, and  left  the  bill,  appropriation  and  all,  to  their 
fate.  When  that  message  was  announced,  I  immediately 
moved  to  adhere;  and  if  this  House  had  done  itself  jus- 
tice, the  motion  would  have  prevailed.  But  the  motion 
was  superseded  by  one  to  insist  and  ask  a  conference* 
The  House  yielded,  and  solicited  a  conference,  notwith- 
standing the  repeated  indignities  of  the  Senate,  and  the 
committee  was  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  committee  of  conference  waited  only  till  the  roes> 


sage  was  sent  to  the  Senate,  and  to  learn  whether  that 
body  had,  on  its  part,  agreed  to  the  conference,  and 
even  of  that  no  official  notice  was  ever  received.  In  the 
mean  time,  the  Cumberland  road  bill  was  on  its  pa«age, 
and  two  of  the  members  of  the  committee  voted  on  it 
immediately  before  leaving  the  House. 

The  hour  when  this  committee  was  appointed  haa  been 
much  discussed,  and  gentlemen  are  appealing  to  their 
recollections.  Whatever  confidence  I  may  have,  air,  in 
their  integrity,  they  must  pardon  me  for  rejecting  their 
testimony,  resting  as  it  does  on  their  memory  of  the 
transactions  of  that  night.  I  rely  on  the  journal  of  this 
House,  recorded  as  it  is  by  the  Clerk,  and  corrected  by 
the  Speaker,  and  on  the  reports  of  our  proceedinga  in 
the  public  journals.  These  prove  unanswerably  that  the 
first  business  of  moment  after  the  appointment  of  the 
committee  was  the  Cumberland  road  bill;  and  although 
that  bill  was  taken  up  some  minutes  before  13  o'clock, 
the  ayes  and  noes  occupied  some  thirty  minutes  or  more, 
and  it  did  not  finally  pasa  till  after  that  hour. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  has  made  a  new  dis- 
covery. The  committee,  it  now  seems,  had  time  to 
wait  till  our  Clerk  could  carry  the  message  to  the 
Senate,  to  learn  the  Senate's  agreement  to  the  confer^ 
ence,  to  meet  the  conferees  in  the  other  wing  of  the 
Capitol,  debate  and  adjust  this  most  difficult  compromise, 
and  return  to  this  House  in  time  to  vote  on  the  Camber- 
land  road  bill.  To  support  this  new  and  extraordinary 
position,  we  are  gravely  referred  to  our  journal,  con- 
taining two  pag^s  of  proceedings;  and  what  is  this  mass 
of  business  recorded?  Two  reports  from  the  Committee 
on  Enrolled  Billsl^occupying  probably  two  or  three 
minutes,  and  made  undoubtedly  (for  auch  reports  are 
usually  made  in  that  way,  during  the  last  night  of  the 
session^  while  the  Cumberland  road  bill  was  under  con- 
sideration. The  only  other  item  upon  the  journal,  and 
the  only  business  intervening  between  the  appointment  of 
the  committee  and  proceeding  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Cumberland  road  bill,  was  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  to  the  Senate's  amendment  to  a  military  bill.  The 
gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Hubbabb]  and 
myself  left  the  House  as  soon  as  we  had  recorded  our 
votes  against  the  Cumberland  road  bill.  But,  sir,  this 
question  is  settled  by  the  journals  of  the  day,  and  even 
by  the  journal  of  this  House.  However  it  may  auit  the 
purposes  of  gentlemen  to  take  new  ground,  they  cannot 
destroy  the  record  of  the  proceedings  of  that  night.  I 
then  stated,  in  the  presence  of  all  the  members  of  the 
committee  of  conference,  and  of  the  members  present, 
what  appears  upon  the  face  of  our  own  journal:  *<  that 
from  the  vote  on  the  resolution  granting  compensation 
to  Robert  P.  Letcher,  which  was  decided  at  the  time 
the  committee  returned  into  the  House  from  the  con- 
ference," &c.  The  arguments  of  gentlemen  can  never 
destroy  the  record. 

^  I  will  now  ask  the  Clerk  to  read  the  proceeding!  of 
the  House,  from  the  time  of  the  appointment  of  the  com- 
mittee till  its  return,  as  reported  for  the  National  Intel- 
ligencer. The  name  of  Mr.  Hubbard  is  accidentally 
omitted  as  a  member  of  the  committee. 

[The  Clerk  then  read  from  the  Intelligencer  a  long  ac- 
count of  the  proceedings,  from  which  the  following  are 
extracts: 

*'  The  motion  to  ask  a  conference  was  agreed  to;  and 
Messrs.  Cambreleng  and  Lewis  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

*'  Mr.  Hardin  asked  if  the  House  waa  not  virtually 
dissolved  by  the  expiration  of  the  term  for  which  thia 
Congress  was  elected. 

**  The  Chair  said  it  was  not  a  question  in  order,  and 
the  Chair  could  not  decide  It. 

«  The  Cumberland  road  bill  was  taken  up,  and  read 
a  third  time. 
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**  Mr.  McKfty  moved  that  a  menage  be  tent  to  the 
other  Hoase,  informing  them  that  thia  Hoate,  having 
completed  its  buaineas,  la  now  ready  to  adjourn. 

<'  The  Chair  said  tlie  motion  was  not  in  order,  the 
question  being  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

**  The  Clerk  proceeded  to  take  the  yeas  and  naya  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill  to  continue  and  repair  the  Cum- 
berland  road;  and 

«« Mr.  Gilmer,  when  his  name  was  called,  rose  and 
said  he  considered  that  be  had  no  right  to  vote,  the 
term  for  which  he  was  elected  having  expired  at  twelve 
o'clock  this  night t  and  he  therefore  declined  voting." 

After  the  passage  of  the  Cumberland  road  bill,  the 
report  gives  an  account  of  a  desultory  conversation  be* 
tween  the  Chair  and  various  members,  on  the  constitu- 
tional dissolution  of  the  House,  motions  to  adjourn,  &c. 

The  following  are  further  extracts  from  the  report: 

**  Several  members  addressed  the  Chair. 

**  Mr.  Clay  said  the  motion  to  extend  the  judiciary 
system  was  the  business  next  in  order. 

*<  Twenty  members  addressed  the  Chair  at  the  si 
timet  the  Chair  in  vain  attempting  to  preserve  order 

"  The  confusion  in  the  House  increasing, 

**  The  Chair  called  upon  members  to  assist  him  in 
preserving  order  and  decorum. 

"At  length, 

••  Mr.  J.  T.  Mason  said,  as  the  House  was  about  to 
separate,  he  hoped  they  would  render  an  act  of  simple 
Justice  to  one  of  Its  members,  by  passing  the  resolution 
to  pay  the  honorable  Robert  P.  Letcher  his  compensa- 
tion for  the  last  session.  He  moved  a  suspension  of  the 
rule  in  order  to  take  up  the  resolution.  The  motion 
was  agreed  to,  and  the  resolution  proposing  to  direct 
payment  to  Mr.  Letcher,  for  attendance  at  the  last  set- 
Kon,  was  read. 

•*  Mr.  Yanderpoel  moved  to  strike  out  the  preamble} 
which  was  sgreed  to. 

**  The  question  being  on  motion  of  Mr.  R.  M.  John- 
son to  amend  the  resolution  by  embracing  the  name  of 
ThomM  P.  Moore, 

••Mr.  Wilde  moved  the  previous  quettiooi  which 
was  seconded,  69  to  65. 

••  The  main  question  was  ordered,  [on  agreeing  to 
pay  Mr.  Letcher,]  and  was  taken  by  yeas  and  nays, 
when  there  appeared,  yeas  113,  nays  3(  several  mem- 
bers refusing  to  vote,  though  present,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  past  twelve  o'clock. 

«•  No  quorum  voting,  the  resolution  wm  lost."] 

Gentlemen  certainly  cannot  object  to  their  own  wit« 
ness,  particularly  as  the  evidence  here  extracted  from 
the  intelligencer  was  published  after  the  first  attack  ap- 
peared in  that  journal,  charging  the  House  with  the 
loss  of  the  fortification  bill,  and  almost  in  the  very  lan- 
guage of  a  recent  attack  made  in  the  Senate. 

Such,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  the  record  of  our  proceedings, 
as  reported  for  the  Intelligencer.  The  very  first  ques- 
tion noticed  in  that  report,  after  the  committee  was  ap- 
pointed, is  the  Cumberland  road  bill.  And  on  the  re- 
turn of  the  committee,  what  was  the  condition  of  the 
House'  The  Chair  calling  upon  members  to  assist  him 
in  preserving  order  and  decorum^the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  rising  and  making  an  appeal  to  a  House 
••  which  was  about  to  separate,"  even  before  the  return 
of  the  committee.  And  yet,  sir,  we  hear  gentlemen 
who  would  sacrifice  the  interest  of  our  country  because 
the  words  ••army"  and  ••navy"  are  inserted  in  an 
amendment— who  are  alarnied  at  the  slightest  deviation 
from  the  most  rigid  constitniional  forms^  denouncing  a 
chairman  of  a  committee  for  not  reporting  and  submit- 
ting an  appropriation  of  #800,000  at  one  in  the  morning 
(for  it  was  near  that  before  the  vote  was  announced  on 
the  Letcher  resolution)  to  the  fragment  of  a  quorum  of 
a  dissolved  body,  in  which  the  Speaker  was  not  able  to 


preserve  order  and  decorum!  Sir,  it  was  at  no  time 
practicable  to  make  the  report  after  the  committee  re- 
turned from  the  conference.  I  returned  to  the  House 
just  in  time  to  record  my  vote  in  favor  of  the  resolution 
to  pay  Mr.  Letcher.  It  was  five-and-twenty  minutes  af- 
ter that  before  the  result  was  announced,  and  it  was 
known  that  no  quorum  had  voted.  The  question  actu* 
ally  before  the  House  then  was:  whether  a  quorum 
could  be  obtained  for  the  purpose  of  passing  the  reso- 
lution to  pay  Mr.  Letcher.  Had  a  quorum  been  obtain- 
ed, the  question  would  have  been  on  that  resolution; 
and,  sir,  had  ten  fortification  bills  been  ready  to  be  re- 
ported, the  friends  of  Mr.  Letcher  never  would  have 
given  way  at  that  hour  of  the  night.  But  no  quorum 
was  ever  obtained  from  that  time  till  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  and  the  only  motion  in  order  waa  a  mo- 
tion to  adjourn.  That  motion  was  made  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Maine,  [Mr.  Jakvis,]  and  the  yeas  and  naya 
were  again  ordered.  I  voted  against  adjournment,  still 
anxious  to  obtain  a  quorum,  but  no  quorum  voted. 
Thus,  sir,  was  another  five-and-twenty  mintttes  exhaust- 
ed. Another  ^struggle  commenced  for  a  quorum,  to 
pass  the  resolution  to  pay  Mr.  Letcher.  Tellers  were 
appointed  to  count  the  House:  the  Speaker  was  re* 
quested  to  ascertain  whether  there  was  a  quorum  prea* 
ent.  Sir,  it  is  impossible  to  describe  the  scene.  At 
length,  abandoning  all  hope  of  obtaining  a  quorum,  the 
House  prepared  a  second  time  to  adjourn.  A  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  [Mr.  Josirsoa]  was  permitted  to  re- 
port a  mere  resolution  of  inquiry  of  the  War  Depart- 
menti  the  gentleman  from  Florida,  [Mr.  WaxTs,]  to  lay 
on  the  table  a  copy  of  an  act  of  that  Territory;  and  the 
Speaker  asked  leave  to  dispose  of  the  communications 
upon  his  table.  On  a  motion  to  print  the  last  of  these, 
which  was  "a  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General,  vin- 
dicating himself  from  aspersions,"  Sic,  there  was  no 
quorum  voting;  and,  as  the  journal  states,  the  letter 
•*  was  not  further  acted  on."  Sir,  this  business  prepar- 
atory to  adjournment  was  all  that  was  done  alter  the 
passage  of  the  Cumberland  road  bill  till  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  at  about  three  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing. Not  one  dollar  was  voted,  no  amendment  of  the 
Senate  was  agreed  to,  and  no  act  of  any  description  was 
passed,  after  the  passage  of  the  Cumberland  ruad  bill. 
Nothing  was  done  but  to  hear  reports  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Enrolled  Bills,  and  to  send  and  receive  measages 
to  and  from  the  Senate  and  the  President. 

I  have  been  charged,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  another  un- 
pardonable oflTence.  Although  I  objected  to  measures 
to  compel  others  to  vote  after  13  o'clock,  yet  I  voted 
myself  on  every  question  after  that  hour,  and  even 
against  the  motion  to  adjourn.  Sir,  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  might  have  gone  back  for  fifteen  years^  and 
found  my  name  recorded  on  every  question  till  the  hour 
of  adjournment.  I  believe  that  our  constitutional  term 
does  expire  at  13  o'clock,  but  1  have  had  no  scruples 
about  remaining  ahd  attending  to  the  closing  forms  of 
this  body,  and  even  of  voting  for  laws,  in  cases  of  indis- 
pensable necessity.  If  there  is  any  oflTence  in  thi%  sir, 
I  have  no  apology  but  in  the  universal  usage  of  all  legis- 
Utive  bodies;  and  I  believe  that  my  opinion  and  my  prac- 
tice have  been  the  opinion  and  practice  of  a  majority  of 
every  Congress  elected  since  the  adoption  of  our  con- 
stitution. Whether  after  the  hour  of  twelve  we  have 
a  quorum  or  not,  depends  entirely  upon  the  number  of 
members  who  choose  voluntarily  to  remain  in  session. 

The  gentleman  makes  another  grave  charge— that  we 
had  the  power  to  command  a  quorum,  and  that  the  bill 
was  lost  by  an  intrigue  of  the  friends  of  the  administration 
on  this  floor,  who  declined  voting.  Sir,  I  deny,  utterly 
deny,  that  the  refusal  to  vote  was  a  party  measure,  or  that 
the  want  of  a  quorum  had  any  reference  whatever  to 
the  fortification  bill  or  the  three  millions  appropriation. 
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Was  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Habdiv,]  who 
firat  inquired  <<if  the  House  was  not  virtually  dissoWed/' 
a  friend  of  the  administration?  Was  the  ^ntleman 
from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Gtlmbk,]  who  decKned  voting^  on  the 
Cumberland  road  bill*  a  friend  of  the  adihtniitration? 
Was  another  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Jo^bs,]  who 
moved  an  adjournment  while  the  conferees  were  still  in 
aesibn,  a  friend  of  the  administration?  Did  these  gen- 
tlemen intrigue  to  destroy  a  quorum  on  the  fortification 
bill,  to  prevent  it  from  reaching  the  President,  to  shield 
him  from  responsibility?  Sir,  the  question  of  a  quorum 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  fortification  bill. 
The  strug^e  commenced  on  the  Cumberland  road  bilh  it 
was  continued  by  members  of  both  parties  on  the  judici- 
ary bill.  Forty  members  had  retired  after  the  passage 
of  the  Cumberland  road  bill;  and  before  the  resolution 
to  pay  Mr.  Letcher  was  called  op,  the  number  was  re- 
duced from  174  to  134.  It  was  the  struggle  between 
the  friends  of  Mr.  Letcher  and  Mr.  Moore  which  de- 
stroyed the  quorum.  Subsequent  to  that,  no  quorum 
could  be  obtained,  even  on  a  motion  to  print  the  Post- 
master  General's  letter  vindicating  himself.  As  well 
might  it  be  said  that  the  want  of  a  quorum  on  that  prop- 
osition was  owing  to  an  intrigue  among  the  friends  of  the 
administration! 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  after  that  vote  had  been  taken 
on  printmg  the  Postmaster  General's  letter,  after  the 
Speaker  had  disposed  of  the  business  on  his  table,  pre- 
paratory to  an  adjournment,  and  with  a  perfect  knowl- 
edge, on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  that  the  House  had 
been  more  than  one  hour  in  vain  struggling  for  a  quo- 
rum, and  that  they  were  making  final  preparations  for 
adjournment)  it  was,  sir,  under  such  circumstances,  and 
at  two  in  the  morning,  the  following  extraordinary  res- 
olution was  received  from  tlie  Senate  of  the  United 
States^ 

**  Beaohedt  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  honorable 
the  House  of  Representatives,  respectfully  to  remind 
the  House  of  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference, 
appointed  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  respecting  the  fortifications  of  the 
United  States." 

When  that  message  was  read,  sir,  I  stated,  what  I  now 
repeat,  that,  when  I  came  into  the  House  from  the  con- 
ference, the  Clerk  was  calling  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
resolution  to  pay  Mr.  Letcher,  on  which  there  was  no 
quorum  I  that,  on  a  subsequent  proposition  to  adjourn, 
the  yeas  and  nays  were  called,  and  again  there  was  no 
quorum.  Under  such  circumstances,  I  did  not  feel  au- 
thorized to  present  to  the  House  an  appropriation  of 
eight  hundred  thousand  dollars.  That  the  House  had 
discharged  its  duty  to  the  country  by  twice  voting  an 
appropriation  of  three  millions  for  its  defence,  which  the 
Senate  had  twice  rejected «  that  the  bill  was  evidently 
lost,  and  the  Senate  must  tidce  the  responsibility  of  leav- 
ing the  country  defenceless;  that  it  was  no  longer  in  the 
power  of  the  House  to  compel  members  to  vote,  to  call 
them  here,  or  to  command  a  quorum;  that  1  did  not  feel 
authorised  to  report  the  bill,  situated  as  the  House  was; 
but  that,  if  any  other  member  of  the  committee  of  con- 
ference proposed  to  do  it,  I  should  make  no  objection, 
though  I  believed  such  a  proposition  utterly  inefifectual 
at  this  time.  Mr.  Lewis  took  the  report,  and,  as  the 
journal  states,  made  it.  But,  sir,  in  what  manner  did  be 
make  it?  When  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  read  from 
the  journal  the  paragraph  about  the  report,  I  was  aston- 
ished. When  I  came,  however,  to  examine  that  journal 
myself,  when  I  observed  a  paragraph  which  had  escaped 
the  vigilant  eye  of  that  gentleman,  my  astonishment 
ceased.  Here  it  is^  airi  "The  item  proposed  by  the 
conferees,  in  lieu  of  the  amendment  of  the  House,  was 
then  read,  and  the  question  waa  sUttd  that  tlie  House 


do  adopt  the  same;  when  it  was  objected  that  a  qaoram 
was  not  present."  We  shall  see,  sir,  who  it  waa  that 
objected.  '*  And  thereupon  Mr.  Cambreleng  and  Mr. 
Lewis  were  appointed  tellers,  to  return  the  House;  and 
the  House  being  counted,  the  tellers  reported  that  a 
quorum  waa  not  present."  Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  tel- 
lers appointed  to  return  the  House  reported  that  a  quo- 
rum was  not  present.  This,,  sir,  is  Mr.  Lewis's  report. 
Was  not  every  member  present  counted,  whether  refu- 
sing to  vote  or  not?  If  any  member  had  «« akulked," 
would  not  Mr.  Lewia  have  reported  that  fact?  But,  air* 
thejoornaLdoesnot  state  the  case  precisely  as  it  occur- 
red, though  I  presume  the  officers  of  the  House  felt 
obliged  to  place  the  report  upon  the  journal  in  aonw 
form.  There  appears,  sir,  to  have  been  some  doubt 
about  the  fiict;  for  the  gentleman  fh>m  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  PmLivs]  inquired  of  the  Chair  about  it,  and  the 
report  states  that  •«  the  Chair  sUted,  in  reply,  that,  as 
he  understood,  the  report  was  made."  [Mr.  Pstuirs 
here  rose  and  stated  that  the  report  was  not  correct;  that 
he  understood  the  Chair  to  reply  that  the  report  had 
not  been  made.]  The  gentleman's  recollection  corre- 
sponds with  my  own.  as  to  the  fact  that  the  report  was 
not,  strictly  speaking,  made.  In  sayings  this,  I  by  no 
means  design  any  imputation  against  the  officers  of  the 
House.  It  could  not  be  overlooked  in  the  account  of 
our  proceedings.  But,  sir,  the  Intelligencer's  report  of 
what  actually  occurred  accords  precisely  with  my  recol- 
lection of  it,  viz: 

«  Mr.  Lewis  (another  member  of  the  committee  of 
conference)  took  the  report  from  Mr.  Cambreleng,  with 
the  apparent  intention  of  offering  it  to  the  House;  but 
he  first  asked  the  Chair"— (for  no  man  better  under^ 
stands  his  parliamentary  duty)— "he  first  asked  the 
Chair  whether  there  was  a  quorum  present  or  not." 
There  was  not,  sir;  and  Mr.  Lewis  laid  the  bill  upon  the 
Clerk^s  table,  and  there  it  remained. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  confess  that  when  that  extraordinary 
message  was  received  from  the  Senate— when  we  wit* 
nessed  the  solemn  farce  of  hearing  announced  a  grave 
message  from  that  dignified  body,  rebuking  the  few  mem- 
bers remaining,  and  who,  it  is  well  known  all  over  this 
Capitol,  were  taking  steps  preparatory  to  adjournment,  I 
felt,  sir,  some  of  the  indignation  so  warmly  expressed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams.]  But, 
sir,  had  we  then  known, as  we  have  been  since  informed— 
as  we  are  now,  indeed,  told  by  honorable  Senators  them- 
selves— that,  before  that  message  was  aent  to  this  House, 
they  had  received  a  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  announcing  to  them  that,  as  the  functions 
of  Cong^ss  had  ceased,  he  could  receive  no  further  com- 
munication from  them— >had  we  been  aware  of  that  fact, 
si^,  by  what  name  should  we  have  deaignated  this  extra- 
ordinary proceeding?  Might  it  not  have  been  denounced 
as  a  miserable  artifice,  to  attempt  to  shift  the  responsi- 
bility of  leaving  the  country  defenceless  from  the  Senate 
to  the  Executive?  All  such  expedients,  sir,  were  in 
vain,  as  well  as  all  these  speeches  upon  this  subject. 
The  country  well  know  where  this  responsibility  rests. 
The  story  of  the  three  million  appropriation  is  briefly 
told.  It  was  the  proposition  of  the  House,  in  pursuance 
of  the  President's  message,  and  for  our  country's  de- 
fence— it  was  sent  to  the  Senate,  where  it  was  rudely 
rejected— it  was  sent  there  again  and  again — ^it  was  un- 
courteously  returned  to  the  House.  It  then  received 
ito  death-blow  in  the  Senate,  it  lingered  for  a  time  be- 
tween the  two  Houses,  it  perished  in  the  committee  of 
conference^  and  its  poor  miserable  remains  were  brouglit 
and  deposited  here,  the  gentlemen  from  Alabama  and 
New  Hampshire  and  myself  acting  as  pall-bearera. 

But,  sir,  I  dismiss  all  these  details,  which  I  have  been 
compelled  to  go  into  in  self-defence.  I  come  now»  sir, 
to  thoee  great  constitutional  objections  which  honorable 
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Senfttora  have  urged  againtt  the  three  million  appropria- 
tion, proposed  for  our  defence  in  the  contingency  of 
war.  We  have  been  told,  sir,  that  the  amendment  spe- 
cified no  objects — that  every  thing  was  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  President^  that  he  could  do  every  thing  touch- 
ing the  naval  service,  without  control— and  that  he  would 
have  an  absolute  power  to  raise  and  employ  land  forcesi 
and  we  are  asked  whether  our  legislation,  under  our 
constitution,^fumiBhes  any  precedent  for  all  this. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  objections  are  made,  and  these 
questions  are  asked,  by  Senators  distinguished  as  states- 
men; gentlemen  of  great  experience,  having  been  in  the 
public  councils  some  twenty  or  thirty  years,  in  peace  and 
in  war.  Such  bold  declarations  of  rentlemen  of  expe- 
rience and  reputation,  though  entirely  unsupported  by 
the  history  or  our  country,  may  sometimes  mislead,  espe- 
cially when  put  forth  with  an  air  of  confidence  and  au- 
thority. 

The  history  of  our  legislation,  sir,  is  replete  with  pre- 
cedents, notwithstanding  the  bold  declarations  of  genlle- 
men  to  the  contrary.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  list  of  some 
forty  or  fifty,  a  few  of  which  I  will  only  notice.  In  the 
early  history  of  our  legislation,  in  Washington's  adminis- 
tration, all  our  expenditures  for  the  civil  list  were  in  one 
line,  and  for  the  army  in  another,  without  any  specifica- 
tion whatever.  I  know  that  we  have  long  since  departed 
firom  thst  rule,  but  I  doubt  a  little  whether  we  have  con- 
sulted true  economy  by  such  a  course,  for  every  branch 
we  have  lopped  off  has  become  a  treet  till,  finally,  one, 
two,  and  three  hundred  thousand  dollars  have  mounted 
up  to  two  or  three  times  as  many  millions.  Such,  sir, 
are  some  of  the  results  of  too  much  specification. 

On  the  30th  March,  1794,  one  million  of  dollars  wss 
placed  at  the  discretion  of  President  Washington,  with- 
out specification  of  any  kind  whatever,  to  defray  '<  any 
expense  which  may  be  incurred  in  relation  to  the  inter- 
course between  the  United  States  and  foreign  nations." 

In  the  next  administration,  sir,  on  (he  3d  of  May,  1798— 
(and,  lest  gentlemen  should  be  alarmed  at  the  period  re- 
ferred to,  I  shall,  before  I  sit  down,  give  them  more  re- 
publican authorities)-^in  1798,  sir,  350,000  dollars  was 
placc>d  at  the  discretion  of  President  Adams,  for  certain 
fortifications,  **  and  to  erect  fortifications  in  any  other 
place  or  places,  as  the  pubic  safety  shall  require,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  President  of  the  United  States;  to  be  erect- 
ed  under  his  direction,  from  time  to  time,  as  he  shall 
judge  necessary." 

1798,  May  4.  #800, 000  for  cannon,  small  arms,  am- 
munition, and  military  stores,  for  «the  poblio  safety  and 
defence,  at  the  discretion  of  the  President,"  who  was  by 
the  same  act  authorized  to  establish  armories  and  found- 
ries, &c. 

1798,  May  38.  The  President  authorized  to  raise  ten 
thousand  troops  <*  in  the  event  of  a  declaration  of  war 
against  the  United  States,  or  of  actual  invasion  of  their 
territory  by  a  foreign  Power;  or  of  imminent  danger  of 
such  invasion  discovered,  in  his  opinion,  to  exist  before 
the  next  session  of  Congren;"  and  authorized  to  organ- 
ize tliem  into  corps  of  artillery,  cavalry,  and  infantry, 
with  a  suitable  number  of  major  generals,  &c. 

1798,  July  16.    $900,000  for  the  increased  army. 

1799,  March  2.  Tlie  President  authorized  to  raise 
"  twenty-four  regiments  of  infiintrv,  a  regiment  and  a  bat- 
talion of  riOemen,  a  battalion  of  artillerists  and  engi- 
neers, and  three  regiments  of  cavalry,  or  such  part  thereof 
as  he  shall  Judge  necessary,  in  case  war  shall  break  out 
between  the  United  States  and  a  foreign  European  Pow- 
er, or  in  case  imminent  danger  of  invasion  of  their  terri- 
tory by  any  such  Power  shall,  in  his  opinion,  be  discov- 
ered to  exist."  Two  millions  appropriated,  and  the 
President  authorized  to.  borrow  tlie  money. 

We  now  come  to  the  administration  of  Mr.  Jefferson, 
wben,  sir,  I  believe  there  was  no  disposition  to  violate 
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the  constitution,  or  destroy  the  Government  with  the 
battery  of  an  appropriation. 

1803,  February  36.  Two  millions  of  dollars  in  addi- 
tion to  former  appropriations,  without  any  specification 
whatever,  "  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  any  extraordi- 
nary expenses  which  may  be  incurred  in  the  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  foreign  nations,"  *Mo  be 
applied  under  the  direction  of  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States."    Authorized  to  borrow  the  money. 

1803,  March  3.  President  authorized,  *'  whenever  he 
shall  judge  it  expedient,"  to  require  of  tlie  Executives 
of  certain  States  to  organize,  arm,  equip,  and  '*  hold  in 
readiness  to  march  at  a  moment's  warning,  a  detachment 
of  militia  not  exceeding  eighty  thousand." 

One  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  pay  and 
subsistence  of  such  as  may  be  wanted,  for  ordnance  and 
other  military  stores,  «*  and  for  defraying  such  other  ex- 
penses as,  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  the  President 
may  deem  necessary  for  the  security  of  the  territory  of 
the  United  States,  to  be  applied  under  the  direction  of 
the  President." 

1804,  March  36.  For  eqttipping  such  armed  vessels 
"as  may  be  deemed  requisite  by  the  President,"  and 
Tor  ••  defraying  any  other  expenses  incidental  to  the  in- 
tercourse with  the  Barbary  Powers,"  against  Tripoli, 
"  or  any  other  of  the  Barbary  Powers  which  may  commit 
hostilities,"  &c.  Mediterranean  fund  established  by  this 
act:  #1, 500,000  appropriated— President  authorized  to 
borrow  it. 

The  following  act  is  so  important,  comprehensive,  and 
indefinite,  and  applies  so  directly  to  the  case  of  secret 
service  money,  (never  contemplated  in  the  appropriation 
last  year,)  that  I  give  the  whole  section.  The  President 
was  also  authorized  to  borrow  the  money. 

1806,  February  13.  That  a  sum  of  two  millions  of 
dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  appropriated  towards 
defraying  any  extraordinary  expenses  which  may  be  in- 
curred in  the  intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
foreign  nations,  to  be  paid  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  to  be  applied 
under  the  direction  of  (he  President  of  the  United  States, 
who  shall  cause  an  account  thereof  to  be  laid  before  Con- 
gress as  soon  as  may  be. 

1806,  April  18.  The  President  authorized,  «  at  such 
time  as  he  shall  deem  necessary,  to  require  of  the  Execu- 
tives of  the  several  States"  to  organize,  and  *'  to  hold  in 
readiness  to  march  at  a  moment's  warning,"  one  hundred 
thousand  militia.     Two  millions  of  dollars  appropriated. 

1808,  February  34.  Thirty  thousand  volunteers,  «•  to 
be  called  upon  to  do  military  duty  at  any  time  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  shall  judge  proper."  Fifty 
thousand  dollars  appropriated. 

1808,  January  8.  $1,000,000  for  such  fortifications 
"as  he  msy  deem  necessary"  to  repair,  and  for  "such 
other  fortifications.  Sec,  as  will  afford  more  effectual  pro« 
tection  to  our  ports  and  harbors,"  &c. 

We  now  come  down,  sir,  to  Mr.  Madison's  administra- 
tion, and  approach  a  period  with  which  some  of  the  dis- 
tinguished gentlemen  of  the  Senate  must  be  familiar, 
even  if  they  had  no  hand  in  framing  or  voting  for  these 
laws. 

1809,  January  14.  $750,000  "  for  certain  purposely 
and  erecting  such  fortifications  as  may,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  be  deemed  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  the  northern  and  western  frontiers," 
&c. 

1811,  March  3.  $131,046  30,  generally,  for  completing 
fortifications. 

1813,  January  14.  $1,500,000  to  purchase,  under  the 
direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  ordnance, 
ordnance  stores,  camp  equipages,  and  other  quarter- 
master's stores  for  the  army. 

1813,  January  8.     President  authorized,  "  whenever 
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he  Bhall  have  satisfactory  evidence  of  the  actual  or 
threatened  invasion  of  any  State,*'  &c.,  to  raise  six  com* 
panies  of  rangers. 

1812,  March  20.  $50,000  additional,  «for  the  pur- 
poses of  fortifying  and  defending  the  maritime  frontier 
of  the  United  States." 

July  5.    $500,000  more. 

Ttie  following  were  appropriations  simply: 

1813,  January  20.  $1,000,000  for  the  military  estab- 
lishment; $1,000,000  for  the  naval. 

1814,  March  9.     $500,000  for  floating  batteries. 
November  15.     $600,000  for  any  number  of  vessels, 

not  exceeding  twenty,  which,  in  the  President's  opinion, 
the  public  service  may  require. 

The  act  of  20th  April,  1816,  appropriates  a  million 
annually,  for  eight  years,  for  the  navy,  and  the  President 
is  authorized  to  build  ships,  or  to  cause  them  to  be  framed, 
&c.(  and  never,  sir,  till  1821,  was  there  an  appropriation 
made  for  fortifications,  except  generally,  and  without 
specification. 

Such,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  some  few  of  the  precedents 
for  appropriations  in  sudden  emergencies,  and  to  pre* 
pare  our  country  for  the  contingency  of  war.  Instead, 
sir,  of  making  all  these  objections  to  forms,  instead  of 
resorting  to  all  these  expedients  to  avert  responsibility, 
and  making  unfounded  appeals  to  the  history  of  our 
legislation,  would  it  not  be  more  candid,  more  manly, 
nay,  more  honorable,  sir,  to  take  the  honest  ground 
which  some  gentlemen  have  occupied,  and  say  they 
would  not  make  the  appropriation  through  fear  of  a  war 
with  France^  Sir,  these  timid  counsels  never  have  suc- 
ceeded, and  never  will.  It  was  the  unfortunate  decision 
of  the  Senate,  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  do  any  thing,  that 
produced  the  prompt  rejection  of  the  three  million  ap- 
propriation for  our  national  defence;  it  was  their  unfor- 
tunate and  unchangeable  resolution  to  oppose  the  House, 
the  President,  and  the  country.  France  exulted  at  this 
division  in  our  national  councilsi  the  result  is,  the  treaty 
is  not  ei^ecuted,  and  we  are  now  preparing  for  any 
emergency. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  Senate,  in  former  days,  was  not 
found,  in  any  question  between  our  country  and  a  for- 
eign Power,  uncourteously  and  rudely  resisting  measures 
of  this  House  designed  for  our  national  defence,  in  esse 
war  should  come  upon  us  in  the  recess  of  Congress. 
They  did  not  reject  propositions  without  examination, 
and  adhere  without  previous  conference.  They  did  not 
scruple  about  forms,  specifications,  and  estimates  of  De- 
partments, when  called  upon  by  the  President  to  adopt 
measures  **  to  maintain  the  rights  and  honor  of  the  coun- 
try." 

Bat,  sir,  it  is  time  to  dismiss  this  inquiry.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  little  moment  now  to  the  nation  which  House  de- 
stroyed the  three  million  appropriation,  or  who  the  for- 
tification bill.  I  am  glad  to  learn,  from  almost  all  sides, 
that  we  are  now  determined,  in  both  Houses,  to  unite 
with  the  Executive  in  putting  our  country  in  that  strong 
attitude  which  she  ought  to  assume,  whether  we  have 
peace  or  war.  This  is  no  time,  sir,  for  continuing  a  war 
between  the  House  and  the  Senate.  The  crisis  demands 
that  there  should  be  no  differences  between  the  different 
branches  of  our  Government.  We  are  in  the  midst  of 
an  Indian  war;  we  are  threatened  with  a  border  war  on 
our  Mexican  frontier;  we  are  engaged  in  a  controversy 
with  one  of  the  most  powerful  nations,  and  the  scales 
are  so  equally  balanced  that  a  feather  would  decide  the 
question  of  peace  or  war.  France  has  told  us  the  con- 
ditions on  which  only  the  treaty  will  be  executed;  she 
now  stands  pledged  to  exact  conditions  which  this  coun- 
try never  will  submit  to,  though  it  should  be  desolated 
from  Maine  to  Louisiana.     I  am  still  not  without  hope  of 

£eace;  but  when  a  French  fleet  is  abroad  upon  the  At- 
ntic,  it  is  not  a  time  to  inquire  about  lost  appropriationv. 


We  should  be  looking  promptly  to  measures  of  defence; 
we  should  be  developing  the  vast  resources  of  our  coun- 
try, and  erecting  upon  the  ruins  of  our  fortification  bill 
a  fabric  qf  defence  which  will  do  honor  to  this  Congreaw. 
Let  us  arm  our  fortifications,  multiply  our  steam  batte- 
ries, and  in  less  than  twelve  months  put  upon  the  ocean, 
as  our  great  maritime  resources  will  enable  us  to  do,  a 
fleet  capable  of  successfully  contending  with  the  naval 
power  of  France  or  of  any  other  nation. 

When  Mr.  Cah bbxlxxo  had  concluded— 

Mr.  REED  rose  and  said:  I  feel  embarrassed  in  rising 
to  address  the  House  on  the  present  occasion.  The 
subject  is  painful,  but  I  am  allowed  no  choice;  and  I 
proceed,  without  introduction,  to  state  such  facts  as  I 
deem  important  and  relevant,  concisely  and  plainly. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  alludes  to  the 
loss  of  the  fortification  bill  in  the  following  words: 

**  Much  loss  and  inconvenience  have  been  experienced 
in  consequence  of  the  failure  of  the  bill  containing  the 
ordinary  appropriations  for  fortifications,  which  passed 
one  branch  of  the  national  Legislature  at  the  last  session, 
but  was  lost  in  the  other.  This  failure  was  the  more 
regretted,  not  only  because  it  necessarily  interrupted 
and  delayed  the  progress  of  a  system  of  national  defence, 
projected  immediately  after  the  last  war,  and  since 
steadily  pursued,  but  also  because  it  contained  a  contin- 
gent appropriation,  inserted  in  accordance  with^  the 
views  of  the  Executive,  in  aid  of  this  important  object, 
and  other  branches  of  the  national  defence,  some  por- 
tions of  which  might  have  been  most  usefully  applied 
during  the  past  season." 

The  complaint  is  somewhat  indefinite,  (said  Mr.  It,) 
as  the  bill  referred  to  passed  both  Houses  of  Congress, 
but  not  in  concurrence.  I  presume  it  was  intended  to 
make  the  charge  against  the  Senate.  Though  respect- 
ful in  form,  it  is  a  grave  and  weighty  charge.  Appro- 
priations were  not  made.  We  did  some  things  we  ou^ht 
not  to  have  done,  and  lef^- undone  many  things  which 
we  ought  to  have  done.  I  bold  the  President  himself 
deeply  implicated,  and  will  not  therefore  answer  to  his 
charge.  But  I  will  suppose  the  charge  comes  from  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  and  then  I  hold  myself 
bound  to  render  an  account  of  my  stewardship  to  my 
constituents  and  country.  I  will  consider  the  charge 
as  made  against  the  Government— the  President,  Senate, 
and  House  of  Representatives.  I  plead  not  guilty,  and 
mean  to  exculpate  myself.  1  intend  to  do  more— to  crim- 
inate others,  and  fix  upon  them  the  guilt,  so  far  as 
guilt  there  may  be,  of  defeating  the  passage  of  the  forti* 
fication  bill.  I  charge  the  defeat  of  that  bill  to  the  Pres- 
ident, or  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  last  Congress,  being  administration  men. 

In  examinmg  this  painful  subject,  I  determine  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  truth— to  state  what  I  saw,  and  heard, 
and  know.  I  intend  to  express  my  opinion  upon  the  sub- 
ject frankly,  firmly,  and  temperately. 

The  President,  in  his  message  at  the  opening  of  Con- 
gress, in  December,  1834,  sounded  the  war  trumpet, 
and  it  did  not  give  an  uncertain  sound.  The  following 
are  his  words: 

'Mt  is  my  conviction  that  the  United  States  ought  to 
insist  on  a  prompt  execution  of  the  treaty;  and,  in  case 
it  be  refused,  or  longer  delayed,  take  redhess  in  their 
own  hands.  After  the  delay,  on  the  part  of  Prance,  of 
a  quarter  of  a  century,  in  acknowledging  these  claims 
by  treaty,  it  is  not  to  be  tolerated  that  another  quarter  of 
a  century  is  to  be  wasted  in  negotiating  about  the  pay- 
ment. The  laws  of  nations  provide  a  remedy  for  such 
occasions.  It  is  a  well-settled  principle  of  the  interna- 
tional code,  that  where  one  nation  owes  another  a  liquida- 
ted debt,  which  it  refuses  or  'neglects  to  pay,  the 
aggrieved  party  may  seize  on  the  property  belonging  to 
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the  other,  its  citizens,  or  subjects,  sufficient  to  pay  the 
debt,  without  giving  just  cause  of  war.-  This  remedy 
has  been  repeatedly  resorted  to,  and  recently  by  France 
herself  towards  Portugal,  under  circumstances  less  un- 
questionable." 

The  President's  advice  and  recommendation,  if  not 
war  direct,  could  not  fail  to  result  in  war  with  France. 
What  man  believes  we  could  have  made  reprisal,  or 
seized  upon  a  single  ship  of  France,  without  producing 
warf  A  powerful  nation  may  seize  upon  the  property 
of  a  feeble  and  timid  one,  by  way  of  reprisal,  without 
resistsnee;  but  not  so  as  to  France.  The  message  was 
a  war  message,  and  notified  us  to  make  the  necessar)' 
preparation .  But  I  desire  to  thank  God  our  voices  were 
not  for  wsr. 

This  message  was  referred  to  the  sppropriate  commit- 
tees. What  was  had  upon  the  subject?  What  prepa- 
rations and  what  appropriations  did  the  committees  pro- 
pose for  fortifications  and  for  defence' 

I  hold  the  bill,  called  the  fortification  bill  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  in  my  hand.  It  proposed  to  appro- 
priate for  fortifications,  in  all,  the  sum  of  #439,000. 
The  journal  of  the  House  states: 

"  Mr.  Edward  Everett  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by 
striking  out  these  wordi^  viz: 

••For  the  preservation  of  Castle  Island  and  repairs  of 
Fort  Independence,  in  addition  to  the  balance  of  former 
appropriations,  #8,000,  and,  in  lieu  thereof,  insert  the 
following,  viz: 

«« For  the  preservation  of  Castle  Island,  and  for  re- 
pairing the  fortifications  on  Castle  Island,  in  Boston  bar- 
bor,  according  to  the  plan  adopted  by  the  board  of  en- 
gineers on  the  34th  of  March,  1834,  in  addition  to  the 
balance  of  former  appropriations,  $75,000." 

That  all  the  forces  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
might  be  rallied,  we  had  a  <•  call  of  the  House,"  and 
then  the  vote  was  taken  by  yeas  and  nays:  for  the  amend- 
ment 87,  against  it  120.  These  yeas  and  nays  are  in  the 
journal  of  the  House  of  Representative?,  page  225.  Few 
administration  men  can  be  found  among  the  yeas.  The 
chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  [Mr. 
PoiK,]  and  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreigfn 
Affairs  himself,  who  figured  so  much  in  the  three  mil- 
lion amendment,  are  among  the  navs.  They  and  others 
would  not  consent,  notwithstanding  the  threatening 
aspect  of  war,  to  appropriate  $75,000  for  the  defence 
And  protection  of  the  harbor  of  Boston,  and  Boston  itself, 
and  the  immense  public  property  at  the  navy  yard  at 
Chariestown. 

We  of  Massachusetts,  and  those  who  acted  with  us, 
were  accused  of  extravagance  and  profusion  for  pursu- 
ing a  course  that  would  increase  the  expenditures,  and 
render  the  administration  unpopular.  There  was  no 
f>redi8position  to  the  three  million  appropriation  at  that 
time,  or  the  money  was  intended  for  a  very  different 
object  from  that  of  the  defence  of  Massachusetts  and 
Maryland,  8cc. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  McKim]  moved 
to  amend  the  bill  by  adding,  «« for  the  repair  of  Fort 
McHenry,  at  Baltimore,  and  putting  the  same  in  a  proper 
state  of  defence,  $50,000."  The  yeas  and  nays  upon 
this  amendment  were— yeas  66,  nays  139;  and  gentlemen 
voted  as  on  the  former  amendment.  The  mover, 
though  a  good  administration  man,  in  the  present  case 
fared  no  better  than  others.  Impartial  injustice  was 
dealt  out  to  all  propositions  for  amendment. 

Again:  Mr.  Thompson  moved  an  amendment,  ''viz: 
$44,000  for  the  protection  of  St.  Augustine."  For  the 
amendment—yeas  67,  nays  115.  This  happened  on  the 
15th  January,  about  45  days  l^efore  the  memorable  3d 
of  March,  when  $800,000  (in  addition  to  the  amend- 
ments  of  the  Senate,  doubling  the  appropriation  of  the 
House)  was  pronounced  by  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr. 
Forsyth)  to  be  a  "pitiful  sum." 


Another  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Parker,  on  the  19th 
January,  to  strike  out  «« For  a  fort  on  Throgg's  Neck, 
East  river.  New  York,  (in  addition  to  a  balance  of  for- 
mer appropriations,)  $30,000."  The  yeas  and  nays 
were— yeas  86,  nays  113.  The  bill  passed  precisely  as 
reported  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  We 
in  the  minority  (said  Mr.  R.)  were  not  allowed  to  in- 
crease the  amount  a  single  dollar.  The  bill,  having 
passed  the  House  of  Representatives,  was  sent  to  the 
Senate.  How  did  the  Senate  treat  the  bill?  Did  they 
attempt  to  reduce  the  amount  proposed  by  the  House  f 
No.  And  yet  one  not  informed  upon  the  subject  might 
well  be  led  to  think  so,  from  the  complaints  from  vari- 
ous quarters  that  the  Senate  defeated  the  ordinary  ap- 
propriations for  fortifications.  On  the  contrary,  the 
Senate  considered  the  bill  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives as  wholly  inadequate  and  deficient,  in  not  provi- 
ding for  the  defence  of  the  most  important  and  defence- 
less parts  of  the  country.  Their  amendmenta  to  the  bill 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  were  esseiuial  to  the 
defence  of  the  country— so  all-important,  that  I  name 
them  particularly,  viz : 
For    Fort    Delaware,    instead    of  $70,000, 

$150,000;  being  an  addition  of  -  -     $80,000 

For  Fort  Mifflin,  &c.       -  -  -       75,000 

For  Castle  Island,  &c.     -  -      75,000 

For  defence  of  Maryland,  -  -     100,000 

For  armament  of  fortifications,      -  r     100,000 


Amounting  to 


$430,000 


The  bill  was  returned  from  the  Senate  with  the  above 
amendments;  and,  being  so  amended  and  returned  to 
this  House,  it  was  absolutely  within  the  power  and  con- 
trol of  this  House.  We  had  only  to  adopt  the  amend- 
ments,  and  the  bill  would  have  become  a  law,  with  the 
signature  of  the  President.  In  tliat  event,  we  should 
have  added  to  our  appropriation  of  -  $439,000 

The  further  sum  of         -  -  -     430,000 


Amounting  to 


$869,000 


All  for  fortifications,  except  $100,000  for  armament  for 
fortifications.  By  the  Senate's  amendment,  several 
States  were  to  be  protected  and  fortified.  But  this 
House  neglected  and  refused  to  pass  the  bill,  and  were 
therefore  guilty  of  defeating  the  ordinary  appropriation 
bill  for  fortifications,  and  ought  honestly  to  acknowl- 
edge it,  and  justify  themselves  as  far  as  they  may  be 
able. 

The  House  of  Representatives  of  the  last  Congress 
must  be  responsible  for  the  consequences.  I  speak  of 
the  ordinary  appropriations.  The  extraordinary — the 
three  millions — I  will  consider  by  and  by.  The  Presi- 
dent veiy  justly  makes  the  distinction  in  his  charge;  and 
I  intend  to  make  it,  and  keep  it  distinctly  in  view, 
though  the  resolution  we  are  considering  proposes  to 
inquire  as  to  the  cause  of  the  failure  of  the  ordinary  ap- 
propriations only. 

Although  this  bill  was  perfectly  familiar  to  this 
House— our  own  child — we  could  not  adopt  It  with  the 
Senate's  amendments.  We  took  time  to  consider;  in  a 
session  of  93  days,  when  there  was  no  time  to  be  lost. 
The  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  that  everv  dollar  of  appropriation  should  be 
scanned  and  scrutinized,  that  not  a  brick  or  stone  should 
be  laid  upon  our  fortifications,  unless  it  were  absolutely 
required,  and  the  cost  counted.  But  the  committee 
would  not  consent  to  appropriate  for  Massachusetts, 
Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  &c.  They  reported 
amendmenta  to  the  Senate's  amendments,  and  the  bill 
was  reported  to  the  House,  with  the  amendments,  on 
the  3d  day  of  March;  but  the  House  finally  agreed  to 
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the  amend isents  of  the  Senate.  What  next?  At  8 
o'clock  on  the  3d  of  March,  the  last  night  of  the  ses- 
Eion,  still  holding  and  detaining  the  fortification  bill  in 
our  possession,  an  amendment  was  proposed  of  an  en- 
tire new  section.  It  deserves  not  the  name  of  amend- 
ment. It  was  a  proposition,  at  that  late  hour,  entirely 
to  change  a  bill  we  bad  been  examining  for  months.  It 
was  in  the  following  words: 

**Jtnd  be  it  enacied,  &€,,  That  the  sum  of  three  mil- 
lions of  dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  appropri- 
ated, out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  to  be  expended,  in  whole  or  in  part,  un- 
der the  direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
for  the  military  and  naval  service,  including  fortifica- 
tions and  ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy:  Provided^ 
Such  expenditure  should  be  rendered  necessary  for  the 
defence  of  the  country  prior  to  the  next  meeting  of 
Congress." 

This  amendment  was  proposed  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  The  appropriate  Com- 
mittees on  Military  Affairs  and  Naval  Affairs,  and  even 
lYays  and  Meant,  were  all  superseded.  The  three  million 
amendment  came  upon  us  as  sudden  asa  thunderbolt,  with- 
out report,  or  estimate,  or  explanation.  We  were  called 
upon  to  vote.  There  waa  no  time  for  debate;  and  all 
we  could  do  was  to  call  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  record 
our  names  upon  the  journal.  Well  might  we  be  aston- 
ished; and  our  astonishment  was  not  a  little  increased  to 
see  the  very  men,  chairmen  and  all,  who  would  not  con- 
sent to  add  $175,000  to  defend  two  of  the  princTpal 
cities  in  the  Union  in  an  exposed  and  defenceless  state, 
ready  in  a  moment  to  vole  three  millions.  But  so  it 
was.  And  we  Representatives,  not  intrusted  with  ex- 
ecutive secrets,  were  left  to  wonder  what  could  have 
produced  so  sudden  and  extraordinary  a  change.  The 
tables  were  turned.  Profusion  and  extravagance  tpok 
the  place  of  parsimony,  and  precipitation  that  of  tardy 
delay.  I  repeat,  without  stopping  to  deliberate,  for  we 
had  no  time,  we  voted  and  adopted  the  three  million 
section,  and  called  it  an  amendment  to  the  bill.  It 
passed:  Yeas  109,  nays  77.  We  then  sent  the  bill  so 
amended,  to  the  Senate,  for  their  approval.  And  here, 
give  me  leave  to  say,  it  is  all-important  to  the  correct 
understanding  of  this  controversy  to  inquire  at  what 
hour  we  sent  it  to  the  Senate.  We  sent  the  bill,  to  the 
Senate  at  tiehi  o'clock  P.  M.,  four  hours  only  before 
the  close  of  the  session,  according  to  the  opinions  of 
some  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Well  might  the  Senate  be  astonished.  But  we  are  told 
that  ''  the  Senate  did  not  receive  it  in  good  temper." 

The  gentleman  from  New  York,  TMr.  Cambeeleko,] 
who  just  closed  his  speech,  has  tendered  what  he  calls 
the  true  issue,  and  it  is  this:  '*  Who  defeated  the  three 
million  appropriation?"  intended,  as  he  says,  to  provide 
for  a  contingent  war.  I  must  remind  the  gentleman  that 
he  has  wholly  forgotten  the  resolution  we  are  discuss- 
ing. The  resolution  proposes  to  inquire  intd  the  causes 
of  the  failure  of  the  ordinary  appropriation  for  fortifica- 
tions. Surely  the  three  millions  was  not  ordinary,  but 
most  extraordinary.  I  will  examine  that  subject  before 
I  sit  down. 

The  President  secretly  and  improperly  interfered,  to 
induce  the  House  of  Representatives  to  act  '*in  accord- 
ance with  the  will  of  the  Executive."  We  have  just 
learned  in  this  debate  that  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means  [Mr.  Polk]  was  an  agent  to  that 
effect,  and  enjoined  secrecy  upon  some,  at  least,  of  those 
whom  he  informed  that  the  President  wished  to  obtain 
the  three  million  appropriation.  The  then  chairman 
(now  Speaker)  being  called  upon,  has  stated  it  from 
his  chair  publicly,  and  it  has  been  publicly  confirmed  bv 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Lba.]  The  Presi- 
dent in  so  doing,  greatly  erred.     There  can  be  no  jus- 


tification for  such  secret  interference  and  hifluence  in 
this  House.  I  saw  we  were  swiftly  swept  along  against 
the  apparent  current,  by  a  strange  undertow,  the  cause 
unseen  and  unknown.  Those  who  would  not  vote  for 
$50,000,  or  175,000,  in  addition  to  the  #439,000,  were 
now  ready  for  three  millions;  and  ready  to  denounce 
any  man  as  regardless  of  his  country's  danger  and  coun- 
try's honor  who  would  refuse  to  vote  for  that  sum. 

The  proposition  to  annex  a  section  to  the  appropris- 
tion  bill  for  fortifications,  of  three  millions,  was  most  cx- 
traordinar}'.  The .  President  had  not  recommended  it. 
The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  had  not  examined  it. 
There  was  no  report  of  any  committee  in  favor  of  it;  no 
estimate  from  any  body;  no  specification;  no  precedent. 
The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  CAXBRSLSva] 
has  just  read  a  number  of  cases  which  he  considers  pre- 
cedents— cases  of  general  appropriations  of  money  to  a 
considerable  amount.  I  have  now  no  opportunity  to  ex- 
amine the  cases  he  has  referred  to.  They  seem  all  to 
be  of  ancient  date,  and  most  of  them  specific.  The  case 
mainly  relied  upon  is  that  of  two  millions,  in  1806,  and 
which  the  gentleman  informs  us  is  *'  so  important,  com- 
prehensive, and  indefinite,  and  applies  so  directly  to  the 
case."  If  my  recollection  be  correct,  that  appropria- 
tion was  called'  **  secret  service  money,"  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  President  to  purchase  Florida.  There  was, 
I  think,  at  the  time,  loud  complaint  against  that  appro- 
priation. It  was  answered,  that  the  object  of  the  ap« 
propriatioA  must  be  kept  a  secret,  or  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  appropriated  would  be  defeated.  Does 
the  gentleman  view  that  case  like  the  one  we  are  con- 
sidering? Was  the  three  millions  of  last  year,  proposed 
to  be  added  to  the  fortification  bill,  considered  secret 
service  money?  I  defy  the  gentleman  to  find  a  case 
like  the  three  million  proposition  of  last  year.  The 
history  of  our  leffislation  does  not  furnish  it,  in  my  opin- 
ion—an  appropriation  of  such  vastamount,  made  without 
time  for  examination  and  without  specification. 

The  three  million  amendment  was  first  presented  to 
the  notice  of  Congress  six  hours  only  before  the  close 
of  the  session,  without  report,  or  time  for  examination  or 
discussion.  Sir,  for  such  a  precedent  I  am  quite  sure 
gentlemen  will  search  in  vain.  Things  ought  not  so  to 
be.  We  are  bound  to  examine  and  consider  before  we 
decide  such  important  subjects,  and  vote  away  such 
large  sums.  We  want  time,  and  facts,  and  estimates,  and 
specifications;  and  we  ought  not  to  act  in  the  dark,  uuder 
the  influence  or  dictation  of  any  man. 

But  my  colleague  [Mr.  Adaks]  has  discovered  a  rea- 
son andv foundation  for  the  three  million  appropriation 
to  me  as  novel  and  extraordinary  as  was  the  proposition 
for  the  approprialion  itself.  It  was,  he  says,  founded  on 
his  resolution;  which  I  will  consider  hereafter. 

In  presenting  the  resolution  now  under  discussion,  the 
P^entleman  from  Massachusetts,  my  colleague,  saw  fit  to 
indulge  in  a  course  of  remarks  wholly  unlooked  for,  and 
of  the  most  painful  character. 

The  resolution  is  one  of  inquiry;  its  object  is  the  as- 
certainment of  facts;  it  asks  a  special  committee.  By  the 
usage  of  this  House,  should  the  resolution  pass,  the  mo- 
ver would  be  appointed  chairman.  But  my  colleague 
[Mr.  Abams]  has  seen  fit  to  give  a  minute  and  detailed 
history  of  what  he  supposes  facts,  in  the  very  case  to  be 
investigated.  He  has  done  it  in  a  spirit  and  temper  ill 
calculated  to  inspire  confidence  in  his  impartiality.  Was 
it  necessary,  or  expedient,  or  commendable,  or  justifia- 
ble, to  use  such  language  of  violence  and  abuse  towards 
Senators  and  the  Senate  of  the  United  States? 

The  rule  in  what  is  called  Jefferson's  Manual,  our 
book  of  rules,  is  as  follows:  **It  is  a  breach  of  order  in 
debate  to  notice  what  has  been  said  upon  the  same  sub- 
ject in  the  other  House,  or  the  particular  votes  or  nu- 
jorities  on  it  there;  because  the  opinion  of  each  House 
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abould  be  left  to  its  own  independency,  not  to  be  influ- 
enced by  the  proceedings  of  the  others  and  the  quoting 
them  might  beget  reflections  leading  to  a  misunderstand- 
ing between  the  two  Houses."  This  rule  is  not  an  emp- 
ty form.  How  all-important  to  maintain  kind  and  re- 
spectful feelings  between  two  bodies,  who  must  act  in 
unison,  or  the  operations  of  the  Government  must  cease! 
With  this  rule  before  him,  and  with  strong  and  reiterated 

Srofessionsof  adesire  to  promote  harmony  between  the 
iflerent  departments  of  the  Government,  my  colleague 
has  quoted  in  this  debate  the  votes  and  speeches  of  Sen- 
ators,' and  denounced  the  Senate  with  unmeasured  se- 
verity, and  thereby  violated  most  palpably  the  rule  above 
named,  and  set  at  naught  all  his  professions  in  favor  of 
harmony  and  a  good  understanding.  His  speech  is  a 
poor  commentary  upon  his  professions,  and  I  listened  to 
it  with  regret  and  pain. 

My  colleague,  throughout  his  speech,  has  had  much 
to  say  about  man-worship.  I  never  heard  him  accused 
of  that  idolatry.  But  there  is  another  kind  of  idolatry, 
of  which,  perhaps,  some  are  in  more  danger— I  mean 
the  worship  of— what  my  colleague  was  pleased  to  call, 
a  few  days  since,  in  this  House — our  noble  selves. 

Next  to  being  right,  we  all  desire  to  be  consistent. 
That  desire  is  lawful  and  commendable  (  but  we  are  in 
danger  of  putting  the  consistent  before  the  right,  and 
that  is  a  sore  evil  under  the  sun. 

My  colleague,  in  his  speech,  in  reference  to  the  forti- 
fication bill,  1st,  defended  himself  throughout.  Of  tliis 
I  do  not  complain.  I  mean  to  imitate  him.  2dly.  He 
defended  the  majority  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
even  when  opposed  to  himself.  3dly.  He  defended  the 
conduct  of  those  who  urged  constitutional  scruples  in 
opposition  to  him,  and  his  opinions,  in  relation  to  the 
hour  of  adjourning,  and  who  broke  up  a  quorum,  and 
defeated  the  bill.  But  my  colleague  [Mr.  Adams]  is  very 
indignant  at  two  things:  1st.  An  expression  used  by 
a  distinguished  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Wib- 
sTXB,]  who,  aAer  showing,  in  an  able  an  masterly  argu- 
ment, the  unconstitutionality,  danger,  and  inexpediency, 
of  voting  for  the  section  proposed  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, **  adding  the  three  millions,  "observed,  '*if 
the  proposition  were  how  before  us,  and  the  guns  of  the 
enemy  were  battering  against  the  walla  of  the  Capitol, 
I  would  not  agree  to  it."  And  he  immediately  adds, 
'*the  people  of  this  country  have  an  interest  and  prop- 
erty, an  inheritance,  in  this  instrument,  (the  constitu- 
tion,) against  the  value  of  which  forty  Capitols  do  not 
weigh  the  twentieth  part  of  one  poor  scruple." 

My  colleague  quoted  the  first  sentence,  and  used  lan« 
guage  in  reference  to  the  quotation,  and  in  reference  to 
the  great  and  distinguished  man,  the  author  of  those 
remarks,  which  I  will  not  repeat,  wholly  unjustifiable, 
and  without  foundation.  But  I  stop  not  to  eulogize  or 
defend  the  distinguished  individual  referred  to.  He 
needs  not  my  aid.  I  merely  ask  my  colleague  why 
be  did  not  quote  the  argument  uf  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, and  why  he  selected  a  single  isolated  sen- 
tenced 1  ask  my  colleague,  if  he  had  entertained  the 
same  opinions  as  did  the  Senator  referred  to,  that 
the  "  three  million  section  was  unconstitutional,  inexpe- 
dient, and  of  most  dangerous  tendency,"  whether  he 
would  have  voted  for  it  to  save  the  Capitol  or  his  o^n  life? 

The  other  thing  that  excited  my  colleague's  hot  dis- 
pleasure was,  a  resolution  sent  by  the  Senate  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  on  the  3d  of  March,  as  fol- 
lows, viz: 

**  Buohedt  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  honorable 
the  House  of  Representatives,  respectfully  to  remind 
the  House  of  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference 
appointied  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
on  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  to  the  bill  respecting  the  fortificHtions  of  the 
United  States." 


And  my  colleague  makes  the  following  comment: 
*<  When  that  message  was  delivered,  he  must  confess, 
if  ever  a  feeling  of  shame  and  of  indignation  had  filled 
his  bosom,  it  was  at  that  moment.  He  felt  it  as  an  insult 
to  the  immediate  representatives  of  the  people;  and  if 
it  had  been  sent  at  a  moment  when  the  House  yet  ex- 
isted, with  the  power  to  resent  unprovoked  insult,  he 
verily  believed  that,  imitating  the  example  of  our  Con* 
gress  in  a  somewhat  similar  case,  during  the  revolution"* 
ary  war,  he  should  ha^e  moved  that  a  message  be  sent 
by  two  members  of  the  House  to  cast  the  Senate's  mes- 
sage on  their  floor,  and  tell  them  that  it  was  not  the 
custom  of  the  House  to  receive  insolent  messages.  It 
was,  perhaps,  well  that  he  bad  no  opportunity  to  give 
vent  to  those  feelings." 

The  above  message  was  sent  afler  anxious  waiting  in 
the  Senate  to  hear  from  the  House  of  Representatives. 
The  conference  committee  had  separated,  and  the  Sen- 
ate's committee  had  long  before  reported  to  the  Sen« 
ate,  but  nothing  was  heard  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Was  there  just  occasion  for  such  a  burst  of 
indignation  as  my  colleague  describes,  and  which  agi- 
tated bis  breast,  and  urged  him  to  do  that  which,  if 
done,  must  have  dishonored  both  him  and  the  House 
of  Representatives?  And  yet  he  takes  frequent  occa- 
sion to  complain  of  the  Senate  that  they  received  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives  in  bad 
temper. 

I  was  here,  Mr.  Speaker,  upon  that  abasing  and  mor- 
tifying occasion.  It  was  a  painful  night.  Though  sub- 
ject to  like  passions  as  other  men,  1  desire  to  be  thank- 
ful that  I  was  not  on  that  occasion  so  filled  with  "  anger 
and  indignation."  I  felt  humbled  by  the  gross  miscon- 
duct of  some  in  this  House.  I  saw  things  here  that 
were  wrong  and  wholly  unjustifiable;  and  if  I  felt  anger 
rising  in  my  breast,  that  feeling  was  tempered,  modera* 
ted,  and  repressed,  by  the  high  and  responsible  obliga- 
tions of  duty  to  my  country.  These  obligations  bad  an 
influence  paramount  to  passion.  I  was  for  the  for<» 
tification  bill.  I  was  for  substance,  and  not  form.  I 
was  not  for  war  with  the  Senate,  but  for  the  defence  of 
the  country. 

I  beg  for  a  moment  to  consider  certain  resolutions 
which  are  supposed  to  materially  affect  the  present  con- 
troversy: I  refer  to  resolutions  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs,  reported  to  this  House  on  the  27ih  of 
February,  four  days  only  before  the  close  of  the  session. 
These  were  the  war  resolutions,  the  foundation  of  the 
three  million  appropriation. 

On  the  2d  day  of  March,  late  in  the  day,  the  war  res- 
olutions of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  were 
brought  before  the  House  by  a  motion  of  the  chairman 
[Mr.  Cambbslxjto]  to  discharge  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  This  motion,  as  every  body  knows,  was  made 
to  facilitate  and  hasten  the  adoption  of  those  resolutions. 
The  vote  was  taken  by  ayes  and  noes:  Ayes  104,  noes 
92.  The  administration  party  were  too  strong;  we 
were  beaten.  How  did  we  vote?  Was  dw  colleague, 
then,  in  favor  of  passing  resolutions  as  the  foundation  of 
war  appropriations?  No:  he  voted  with  us.  But  the 
committee  were  discharged,  and  the  resolutions  ^  were 
brought  before  the  House;  and  the  journal  states  the 
House  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  said 
reports,  viz:  the  reports  of  the  majority  and  the  minori- 
ty; and  the  resolutions  recommended  by  the  com- 
mittee were  read,  as  follows.  I  here  read  from  the  jour- 
nal, page  496: 

<*  1.  Besoivedt  That  it  would  be  incompatible  with  the 
rights  and  honor  of  the  United  States  further  to  nego- 
tiate in  relation  to  the  treaty  entered  into  by  France  on 
the  4th  of  July,  1831;  and  that  this  House  will  insist 
upon  its  execution  as  ratified  by  both  Governments. 
.    «2.  Beeolvedp  Tliat  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- 
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fktn  be  dtschftrg^d  from  the  further  considenition  of  so 
much  of  the  President's  raessag^  m  relates  to  commer- 
cial restrictions,  or  to  reprisals  on  the  commerce  of 
France. 

'*  3.  Besohed,  That  contingent  preparation  ought  to 
be  made  to  meet  any  emergency  growing  out  of  our  re- 
hlions  with  France. 

'  **  Mr.  John  Quincy  Adams,  on  the  27th  February, 
ultimo,  proposed  to  amend  said  resolutions,  by  stri- 
king out  all  thereof  after  the  word  Resohsed,  in  the  first 
resolution,  and  inserting  the  following: 

«1.  Rtsohtd,  That  the  rights  of  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States  to  indemnity  from  the  Government  of 
France,  stipulated  by  the  treaty  concluded  at  Paris  on 
the  4th  of  July,  18S1,  ought,  in  no  event,  to  be  sacri- 
ficed, abandoned,  or  impaired,  by  any  consent  or  ac- 
quiescence of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

<•  2.  Etsohed,  That  if  it  be,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  compatible  with  the 
honor  and  interest  of  the  United  States,  during  the  in- 
terval until  the  next  session  of  Congress,  to  resume  the 
negotiations  between  the  United  States  and  France,  be 
be  requested  so  to  do. 

**  3.  Beaohed,  That  no  legislative  measure  of  a  hos- 
tile character  or  tendency  towards  the  French  nation  is 
necessary  or  expedient  at  this  time." 

The  resolution  of  my  colleague  was  modified  {  the 
words  *'at  all  hazards"  were  stricken  out,  to  make  it  en- 
tirely pacific,  and  leave  not  the  semblance  of  a  threat, 
to  hazard  nothing;  and,  so  amended,  it  passed  unani- 
mously.    I  give  the  words  of  my  colleague  : 

"  This  sentence,  from  which,  with  the  general  assent 
of  the  House,  the  words  <at  all  hazards'  had  been  with- 
drawn, was  finally  approved  by  me;  and  every  member 
present,  two  hundred  and  seventeen  in  number,  answer- 
ed, at  the  call  of  his  name,  ay, 

**  The  resolution  was  in  these  words  : 

**  Besohed,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
treaty  with  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831,  should  be 
maintained,  and  its  execution  insisted  on." 

As  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  CAMBRiLairG] 
has  stated  some  conversation  about  this  resolution,  as  a 
substitute  for  the  resolutions  of  the  committee,  I  trust  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  a  word  in  relation  to  myself.  I 
took  no  part  in  the  debate;  but  if  my  life  had  been  at 
stake,  I  could  hardly  have  felt  more  interest.  The  war 
resolutions  were  combated  with  argument  and  spirit. 
It  was  on  that  occasion  that  my  colleague  was  said  to 
have  made  his  peace  speech,  when  he  declared  he 
would  have  dodged  the  war  question  himself,  and  he  ap- 
proved the  course  of  the  Senate.  I  was  delighted  with 
It.  It  was  peace,  and  not  war.  But  the  conflict  was 
severe,  and  ifie  House  very  nearly  equally  divided,  and 
I  feared  war  resolutions,  by  possibility,  might  pass;  I 
went  across  the  chamber  to  see  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  [Mr.  Cambbilivo;]  I 
proposed  to  him  to  take  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Adams 
as  amended,  which  we  afterwards  adopted.  I  observed, 
you  may  entirely  fail.  He  asked  if  my  side,  or  party, 
would  vote  for  it.  I  replied  I  could  answer  but  for  one; 
I  would  vote  for  it.  This  resolution  was  adopted  unan- 
imously. But,  judge  what  must  be  my  astonishment, 
when  I  hear  my  colleague  [Mr.  Adams]  say: 

"  He  hoped  he  had  shown  that  the  section  making  the 
appropriation  of  three  millions  was  introduced  from  ab- 
solute necessity,  on  the  last  day  of  the  session,  because 
it  was  in  consequence  of  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  day 
preceding.  Was  he  now  to  be  told  that  this  and  the 
other  Houae  must  not  appropriate  money  unless  by  rec- 
ommendation from  the  Executive }  Why,  sir,  the  Ex- 
ecutive has  told  us  now  that  that  appropriation  was  per- 
fectly in  accordance  with  his  wibhes.  He  again  repeated, 
Why  was  it  that  the  House  must  be  charged  with  man- 


worship  and  unconstitutional  conspiracy,  because  they 
passed  an  appropriation  of  three  millions  for  the  defence 
of  the  country,  at  a  time  when  imminent  danger  of  war 
was  urged,  as  resulting  from  that  very  resolution  which 
but  the  night  before  passed  by  a  unanhnous  vote?  Be- 
cause, forsooth,  that  appropriation  had  not  been  called 
for  by  the  Executive,  and  yet  because  it  was  approved 
by  the  Executive." 

Does  my  colleague  mean  to  say  that  any  body  in  the 
House  of  Representatlvea  ever  pretended  that  his  harm- 
less, peacefiil  resolution  waa  the  foundation  of  a  war  ap- 
propriation ?  Does  he  pretend,  after  all  that  pasted,  that 
any  body  ever  sud  or  thought  that  **  imminent  danger  of 
war"  resulted  from  his  peaceful  resolution?  Had  that 
been  the  fact,  and  had  it  been  so  understood,  wouM  he,  or 
any  man,  pretend  that  a  unanimous  vote  could  haTC  been 
obtained?  Mr.  Speaker,  precisely  the  reverse  was  the 
fact  in  relation  to  myself.  I  believe  it  was  so  as  to  a  ma- 
jority, if  not  all  of  that  House,  excepting  my  colleague. 
I  am  quite  sure  It  was  so  in  reference  to  those  with  whom 
my  colleague  acted,  called  the  peace  party,  the  party 
opposed  to  executive  recommendation,  as  to  the  dispute 
with  France.  We  resolved  that  the  treaty  with  France 
of  4th  of  July  should  be  maintained,  and  its  execution  in- 
sisted upon.  How?  By  war,  or  war  measures?  No.  By 
negotiation.  By  explanation.  By  giving  France  an  op- 
portunity to  see  and  feel  that  her  honor  is  pledged  to 
fulfil  the  treaty,  and  that  we  will  continue  to  urge  and 
insist  upon  its  nilfilment. 

It  will  be  long  remembered  that  my  colleague  [Mr.  Ad- 
ams] made  a  speech  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  I 
think  on  the  7th  February,  in  reference  to  our  difficulties 
with  France,  and  a  few  days  before  the  "war  resolutions" 
I  have  been  speaking  of  had  been  presented.  That 
speech  was  considered  an  unjustifiable  attack  upon  the 
Senate  for  their  pacific  course  in  relation  to  France,  and 
was  called  a  war  speech.  I  was  among  those  friends  who 
believed,  from  various  circumstances,  that  my  colleagpie'a 
views  had  been  in  some  measure  misunderatood;  and  I 
so  represented  it  here  and  elsewhere.  I  found  difficulty 
in  understanding  the  phrase  used  in  his  speech,  **dodging 
the  question,"  as  applied  to  the  Senate,  in  a  good  sense; 
but  I  had  the  highest  authority  for  so  understanding  it. 
In  about  one  week  afterwards,  my  colleague  nuide  a 
speech  in  this  House,  called  <<a  peace  speech,"  in  which 
he  approved  the  course  the  Senate  had  pursued  in  rela- 
tion  to  France,  and  said  he  would  ••dodge  the  question 
himself."  His  pacific  resolutions  were  in  accordance 
with  his  peace  speech.  Are  we  now  to  be  told  that 
••  imminent  danger  of  war  was  urged  as  resulting  from 
the  resolution  we  adopted,  and  that  the  adoption  of  that 
resolution  was  good  and  sufficient  cause  for  the  three 
million  appropriation  ?"  I  heard  no  such  argument  then. 
My  colleague's  various  speeches  and  resolutions  in  rela- 
tion to  our  dispute  with  France  seem  so  contradictory, 
that  I  leave  to  his  own  genius  and  learning  the  labor  of 
showing  his  consistency.  I  affirm,  if  the  resolution  con- 
templated war,  or  preparation  for  war,  it  was  to  the 
House  of  Reprcsentativea  war  in  disguise. 

And,  again,  my  colleague  says,  referring  to  said  third 
resolution:  ''The  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table  at  the 
motion  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  who  had  re- 
ported it,  and  who  then,  in  my  hearing,  and  in  the  hear- 
ing of  all  in  the  House  who  chose  to  hear  him,  gave  notice 
that  he  should,  in  its  stead,  move  an  additional  appropri- 
ation in  the  fortification  bill  then  before  the  House.  Whe- 
ther he  named  the  sum  of  three  millions  as  that  which  he 
should  propose,  or  not,  I  do  not  recollect.  He  had 
openly  spoken  in  the  House  before,  as  contemplating  a 
larger  sum.  Considering  the  contingent  and  possible 
danger  against  which  it  was  to  provide,  I  thougtit  the 
sum  certainly  not  too  large." 

I  believe  it  because  my  colleague  says  so,  and  because 
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the  g^ntleouin  from  New  York  declared  it  in  his  speech 
a  few  minates  ago.  What  was  the  mighty  import  of  such 
a  declaration,  made  by  a  disappointed  chairman,  defeated 
in  his  projects,  and  by  the  efficient  aid  of  my  colleague, 
too  ?  He.and  his  friends  were  defeated  and  disappointed. 
Peace  prevailed  over  war.  But  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  threatened,  as  he  retreated,  to  ask  for  addi- 
tional appropriations,  &c.t  and  this  happened  on  the 
evening  of  the  2d  of  March,  and  that  was  notice  of  the 
three  millions.  I  purposely,  on  this  occasion,  avoid  going 
into  a  connderation  of  the  value  and  importance  of  prep- 
aiation  for  defence  in  time  of  peace.  It  does  not  apper- 
tain to  this  debatet  but  those  who  are  now  accused  of 
neglect  have  steadily  pursued  that  policy  to  a  reasonable 
extent,  and  by  so  doing  have  subjected  themselves  to  the 
reproaches  of  their  present  accusers. 

But  my  colleague  quotes  the  third  resolution  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  as  follows:  **IU9ohed9 
That  contingent  preparation  ought  to  be  made  to  meet 
any  emergency  growing  out  of  our  relations  with  France;" 
and  he  says:  ''This  was  the  resolution  intended  to  sus- 
tain at  once  the  spirit  of  the  President's  recommenda- 
tions, and  the  sincerity  of  the  resolution  just  adopted  by 
the  House."  I  perfectly  concur  with  him  that  the  above 
resolution  was  intended  to  sustain  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairsi  but,  be  it  remem- 
bered, those  resolutions  were  virtually  rejected,  and  my 
colleague's  peace  resolution  substituted.  I  deny  that  the 
three  million  appropriation  ever  was  intended  to  sustain 
the  sincerity  of  the  resolution  adopted.    Never— never. 

I  again  refer  to  the  resolutions  I  have  read-— Foreign 
Affairs,  and  my  colleague's  substitute: 

T^d  rtnhUion  oflbreign  Affain. 

"Hetohed,  That  contingent  preparation  ought  to  be 
made  to  meet  any  emergency  growing  out  of  our  reU- 
tions  with  France." 

Mr.  Adami*8  aubttitute  for  the  third  resolution, 

**He9olved,  That  no  legislative  measure  of  a  hostile 
character  or  tendency  towards  the  French  nation  is  ne- 
cessary or  expedient  at  this  time." 

According  to  my  recollection,  the  speeches  were  more 
at  variance,  if  possible,  than  the  resolutions  themselves. 

Let  us  for  a  moment  examine  the  defence  of  those  who 
professed  to  have  constitutional  scruples  as  to  the  time 
of  the  termination  of  Congress)  and  here  I  read  my  col- 
leag^ie's  argument,  as  follows,  viz: 

"He  was  not  one  of  those  who  believed  (hat  the  ses- 
sion ended  at  midnight.  In  his  opinion,  the  two  years' 
duratiofn  of  Congress  was  from  the  time  of  day  at  which 
the  House  commenced  its  session— eay  the  hour  of  noon 
on  the  4th  of  March.  He  believed  that  to  be  the  true- 
construction  of  the  constitutional  term  of  two  years;  but 
it  was  a  constitutional  question,  and  it  was  not  for  him  to 
judge  of  the  motives  of  men  who  conscientiously  believed 
that  the  period  of  their  political  existence  had  expired. 
When  the  Cumberland  road  bill  passed,  the  question  was 
taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  the  vote  was  ninety-four  to 
«igbty,  making  one  hundred  and  seventy-four  votes. 
Here  was  a  quorum  voting,  which  showed  that  the  House, 
at  12  o'clock,  was  doing  business;  but  in  ten  minutes  af- 
ter that,  no  quorum  could  be  found— not  inconsequence 
of  there  not  being  members  present,  but  in  consequence 
of  their  conscientious  scruples.  He  recollected  the  in- 
stance of  a  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Gilxbb,]  a 
man  as  conscientious  and  as  intelligent  as  any  member 
of  that  or  the  present  House,  who,  upon  being  called, 
refused  to  answer,  and  gave  as  his  reason  that  he  was  no 
longer  a  representative  of  the  people,  and,  immediately 
after  the  vote  was  taken,  went  out  of  the  House  at  that 
door,  and  never  returned.  It  was  not  therefore  the  want 
of  a  sufficient  number  of  members  present,  but  from  the 
con8cienti<)us  conviction  of  so  large  a  number  of  the  roem- 


bars,  as  reduced  the  remainder  to  less  than  a  quorum^ 
that  they  had  no  right  to  vote  on  any  thing  in  the  House. 
After  that  took  place,  the  committee  of  conference  re« 
turned  to  the  House,  but  no  report  was  made;  and  what 
was  the  reason?  Because  there  was  no  House.  The 
roll  was  called,  and  no  quorum  was  to  be  found* 

**  He  said  that  he  did  not  consider  that  the  eonstatu- 
tional  term  of  two  years,  assigned  to  the  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  the  term  of  four  years, 
during  which  the  President  holds  his  office,  commence 
or  expire  at  midnight.  The  services  of  two  and  of  four 
years  commenced  running  from  the  time  when  the  mem- 
bers of  the  first  Congress  assembled  to  commence  the 
operations  of  this  Government  under  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States,  which  was  on  the  4th  of  March,  1789^ 
at  noon.  The  two  years  from  that  time  expired,  not  on 
the  3d  of  March,  1791,  at  midnight,  but  on  the  4tli  of 
March,  at  noon.  The  expiration  of  a  year  is  not  from 
noon  to  midnight,  but  from  noon  to  noon.  It  is  so,  as* 
tronomically,  by  the  law  of  nature.  The  time  at  which 
a  day  shall  commence  and  terminate  is  a  matter  alto* 
gether  arbitrary  and  conventional.  Some  nations  have» 
in  their  civil  computation,  commenced  the  day  at  sunrise* 
and  some  at  sunset— some  at  midnight,  and  some  at  noon. 
Astronomers  and  navigators  always  reckon  the  day  front 
noon  to  noon;  and  why  should  not  the  constitutional 
computation  of  time  follow  the  same  law,  which  is  the 
law  of  nature.^  The  principle,  once  established,  could 
be  attended  with  no  sort  of  inconvenience;  whereas  the 
computation  from  noon  to  midnight  must  be  subjected 
once  every  two  years  to  a  solution  of  continuity  for  twelve 
hours  by  the  non-existence  of  a  House  of  Representatives, 
and  once  in  every  four  years  to  an  interre^um  or  va« 
cancy  in  the  office  of  President  of  the  United  States* 
Emergencies  might  easily  be  foreseen,  perhaps  even 
precontrived,  in  which  either  of  those  events  would  be 
attended  with  very  great  public  inconvenience.  Mo* 
narchical  Governments  are  always  guarded  with  the  ut- 
most possible  care  against  trery  solution  of  continuity: 
their  kings  never  die.  It  would  be  a  radical  defect  m 
every  republican  Government  not  to  be  invested  with 
the  same  official  immortality— >the  office  always  filled, 
however  frequently  the  individual  incumbent  may  be 
changed.  It  was  therefore  my  opinion  that  the  House 
might  have  sat  transacting  business  till  noon  of  the  4th 
of  March;  and,  accordingly,  my  name  will  be  found  and 
recorded  on  every  taking  of  the  yeas  and  nays  until  the 
adjournment,  after  it  was  announced  that  the  Senate  bad 
adjourned. 

**  Mr.  A.  said  that  was  his  opinion  then,  and  he  had  then 
expressed  it  to  the  House;  but  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
a  large  number  of  members  of  the  House.  The  membera 
were  in  the  House,  ready  to  vote,  but  in  their  opinion  the 
time  had  passed.  Now,  whatever  was  doing  at  that  time 
in  the  House  might  have  been  known  to  every  member 
of  the  Senate,  if  they  had  seen  fit  to  make  the  inquiry: 
It  was  perfectly  known  that  af>er  that  time  no  quorum 
of  the  House  could  be  found.  No  vote  was  taken.  The 
House  was  de  facto  dead." 

I  will  only  add,  that  the  usage  and  construction  as  to 
the  time  of  the  expiration  of  office,  I  believe,  have  been 
uniform;  that  it  has  happened  very  frequently,  1  knew, 
that  Congress  have  been  in  session  hours  after  12  o'clock, 
the  3d  of  March,  and  at  the  expiration  of  their  respec* 
tive  terms  of  office;  and  so  of  all  our  Presidents.  Gene- 
ral Washington,  ss  I  have  been  informed;  and  believe, 
at  the  expiration  of  his  first  term  of  four  years,  arose, 
after  he  had  been  in  bed,  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning  of 
the  4th  of  March,  and  signed  many  bills,  which,  in  con* 
sequence  of  his  sig^ning,  became  laws,  affecting  life  and 
property.  Have  we  not  all  heard  of  the  midnight  judgef» 
&c.  of  the  elder  Adams?  Mr.  Jefferson  did  the  same. 
Mr.  Madison,  Mr.  Monroe,  and  my  colleague  himself. 
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unless  I  greatly  misremember,  imitated  the  example  of 
all  his  predecessors.  Who  ever  seriously  called  it  in 
question  until  the  3d  of  March,  1835,  when  the  appro- 
priation for  fortifications  was  before  us,  and  the  three 
millions  could  not  pass  the  Senate  ^ 

Yet,  aOer  presenting  the  above  unanswerable  arg^n>ent 
in  defence  of  himself,  as  well  as  others,  my  colleague  is 
at  no  loss  to  find  a  perfect  apology  for  those  who  viola- 
ted the  constitution  and  their  duty,  and  defeated  the  bill. 
My  colleague  says,  after  the  return  of  the  committee  of 
conference,  '*  there  was  no  House — not  for  the  want  of 
numbers)"  the  roll  was  called,  and  no  quorum.  Why^ 
Because  a  number  refused  to  answer.  He  states  "a 
large  number  were  ready  to  vote,  but  the  time  had 
passed;  and  it  might  have  been  known  to  every  member 
of  the  Senate,  if  they  had  seen  fit  to  make  the  inquiry." 
Again:  ''the  House  was  de  faeto  dead."  But  my  col- 
league has  himself  shown,  conclusively,  it  was  not  dead 
dejure.  It  was  rightfully  and  constitutionally  alive,  and 
the  Senate  were  bound  so  to  consider  it,  and  govern 
themselves  accordingly.  They  did  so  act;  and  their  no- 
tice and  attention  to  the  House,  after  they  chose  to  con- 
sider themselves  dead,  though  present  and  noisy,  seems 
to  have  incurred  the  peculiar  displeasure  of  my  colleague 
and  the  ^ntleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cambrsliito] 
who  has  just  resumed  his  seat. 

But  Mr.  Gilmer,  of  Georgia,  refused  to  vote,  on  ac- 
count of  conscientious  scruples.  His  case,  1  believe,  has 
been  named  by  every  speaker  on  this  subject.  I  knew 
Mr.  Gilmer,  in  this  House,  for  a  number  of  years.  I  be- 
lieve he  is  a  pure,  honest,  and  honorable  man.  He  en- 
tertained, we  thought,  many  singular  opinions  of  the 
•onstitution,  and  he  widely  differed  from  us  in  its  con- 
struction. Mr.  Gilmer  had  scruplesi  and  what  did  he  do? 
Arose,  declined  acting,  and  left  the  House,  and  has 
never  since  returned.  I'he  very  praise  and  commenda- 
tion bestowed  on  Mr.  Gilmer  is  censure  to  those  who 
entertained  the  same  doubts,  and  yet  remained  here  to 
vote,  or  not  to  vote,  as  circumstances  made  the  consti- 
tution more  or  less  dear  in  their  estimation.  But  Mr. 
Gilmer  is  the  standing  witness  of  holiest  scruples.  **  EX' 
uptioprobat  regulam.**  Where  were  the  other  Mr.  Gil- 
mers,  or  those  who  trod  in  his  steps?  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Gaxbrilevo]  was  so  pressed  with 
'conscientious  scruples  that  he  refused  to  report  and  act 
upon  the  fortification  bill;  but  his  conscience  was  less 
scrupulous  as  to  other  matters,  and  he  staid  to  Tote  and 
act,  and  did  vote  and  act,  upon  other  subjects  before  (he 
House,  longaf^erhe  refused  to  act  upon  the  foitification 
bill.    Let  him  reconcile  such  inconsistency. 

The  House  was  reduced,  in  a  short  time,  by  scruples, 
from  174  to  111,  and  this  appears  on  the  yeas  and  nayst 
and,  by  looking  at  the  names  on  the  yeas  and  nays  at  the 
two  different  periods,  those  «  noisy  dead  men"  my  col- 
league speaks  of  may  be  known  as  absentees,  though 
present. 

I  most  solemnly  aver  to  my  constituents  and  country 
that  I  was  in  favor  of  the  fortification  bill;  that  I  thought 
the  origihal  bill  insufficient,  and  tried  to  increase  it;  that 
I  voted  against  the  three  million  amendment  with  pain, 
because  I  wished  a  liberal  specific  appropriation;  but! 
believed  the  three  million  section  a  violation  of  the  spirit 
of  our  free  Government,  and  of  dangerous  tendency.  I 
well  remember  a  conversation  on  that  night  with  a  wor- 
thy member,  not  now  here.  He  asked  me  why  I  did  not 
vote  for  the  three  millions?  1  replied,  that  three  millions 
was  a  great  sum;  the  use  to  be  made  of  it  was  not  speci- 
fied, &c.  He  answered.  General  Jackson  will  not  spend 
a  dollar  of  it,  &c.  I  then  rejoined,  if  that  be  so,  it  ought 
not  to  be  voted;  you  have  confidence  in  the  President, 
which  1  have  not;  but  if  three  millions  may  be  so  voted 
without  specification,  twenty  millions  may  be  so  voted; 
or  words  to  that  effect.  It  may  not  be  safe,  even  in  your 


opinion,  hereafter  to  trust  it  with  other  Presidents.  It 
is  a  dangerous  and  unsafe  precedent,  and  ought  not  to 
pass. 

1  had  been  educated  to  believe  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  had  not  too  much  power.  I  had 
heard  much  said  of  the  dangerous  tendency  of  presiden- 
tial power,  and  of  the  increase  of  that  power.  But  I 
never  witnessed  so  much  evidence  of  the  truth  of  that 
democratic  apprehension  as  on  the  night  of  the  3d  of 
March,  1835.  I  declare  most  solemnly,  that,  in  my 
opinion,  (and  I  saw  those  who  were  counted  and  who 
were  not,)  there  was  a  quorum  until  we  adjourned.  I 
believe  I  had  the  honor  to  make  some  of  the  last  re- 
marks upon  a  motion  to  call  the  House.  I  then  stated 
that  there  was  a  quorum  present,  and  it  was  well  known 
to  all;  that  when  gentlemen  chose  to  be  counted,  they 
were  present;  and  when  they  chose  not  to  be  counted, 
they  retreated  or  refused  to  vote;  that  the  most  impor- 
tant business  of  the  session  yet  remained  undone,  &c. 

Much  has  been  said  by  my  colleague  and  others  in 
regard  to  n  vote  of  the  Senate  to  adhere  against  the 
amendment  proposing  the  three  millions.  It  is  said  that 
that  vote  of  adherence  was  contrary  to  all  parliamentary 
usage,  and  was  the  cause  of  all  the  evils  we  experienced 
on  the  3d  of  March,  and  the  loss  of  the  bill  itself.  The 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  [Mr.X^AMBRSLivo] 
has  made  the  same  complaint. 

As  gentlemen  speak  with  confidence,  I  will  refer  them 
to  a  case  in  point,  and  precisely  the  reverse  of  what  they 
suppose  the  parliamentary  usage;  and  I  trust  the  author- 
ity will  not  be  questioned  by  my  colleague,  or  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York.  The  case  I  refer  to  is  found  in 
the  journal  of  the  Senate,  19th  Congress,  1st  session, 
pages  306  and  307.  Here  Mr.  Rbbd  read  the  case. 
[Mr.  Adaxs  called  aloud  to  know  the  book  and  page.] 
The  Hoii&e  of  Representatives  and  Senate  disagreed  as 
to  a  judiciary  bill,  and  «  Mr.  Van  Buren,  chairman  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee,  drew  up  a  report,  which  con- 
cludes with  resolving  not  to  insiat,  but  adhere,  and  but 
twelve  dissented;  and  the  report  states,  it  is  expressly 
within  the  rules,  and  best  to  prevent  the  unprofitable 
formality  of  a  conference  at  this  advanced  period  of  the 
session."  Mark,  sir,  this  happened  fourteen  days  be- 
fore  the  close  of  the  session.  In  the  case  of  tite  fortifi- 
cation bill,  the  Senate  had  determined  not  to  agree  to 
the  three  millions  section,  and  a  few  hours  only  must 
close  the  session. 

Mr.  Cambreleng  then  moved  that  the  House  insist  on 
said  amendment;  which  motion  was  agreed  to.  The 
Senate  then  voted  to  adhere  as  to  the  three  millions.  A 
motion  was  again  made  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
t  >  recede,  a  ^d  give>i  p  the  three  millions.  We  voted  nearly 
as  before;  my  collesgue,  [Mr.  Adaxs,]  and  other  col- 
leagues, and  myself,  voting  to  recede:  Ayes 88,  noes  lOT. 
A  conference  with  the  Senate  was  then  proposed  and 
passed,  and  conferees  appointed.  The  conferees  of  the 
House  and  Senate  agreed  upon  a  compromise.  The 
bill  was  to  pass  with  all  admendments,  and,  instead  of 
$3,000,000  in  gross,  it  was  agreed  to  add  $800,000,  and 
make  it  specific,  viz:  $300,000  for  arming  the  fortifica- 
tions, and  $500,000  for  repairs  and  equipment  of  ships 
of  war.  And  my  colleague  finds  fault  even  with  this 
compromise,  and  says:  **  The  appropriation  was  made 
positive,  instead  of  being  contingent  upon  a  necessity 
not  certain  to  come;  and  it  was  confined  to  two  objects 
of  permanent  ordinary  appropriation,  still  leaving  the 
possible  contingent  danger  unprovided  for.*'  I  confess 
I  am  wholly  at  a  loss  to  know  what  my  colleague  did 
desire.  I  can  see  one  thing  very  distinctly— that  he 
does  not  desire  to  agree  with  the  Senate. 

The  appropriation  bill,  as  sgreed  upon  by  the  com- 
mittee of  conference,  might  have  passed  before  or  after 
the  hour  of  13  o'clock.    I  have  no  doubt  the  conferees 
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returned  before  half  past  11.  I  hare  every  reason  to 
believe  it.  It  might  have  paased  after  13  o'clock,  but 
for  the  improper  interpoution  of  a  few  members  of  this 
House,  the  friends  of  the  Executive. 

The  bill  was  then  returned  to  the  House,  an^  ''a  mo- 
tion was  made  by  Mr.  Gholson  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  amendment,  proposing  to  insert  an  additional 
section,  as  the  second  section  of  the  bill,  containing  an 
appropriation  of  $3,000,000."  On  this  question  there 
were  yeiis  87,  nays  110.  All  my  coUesgues,  including 
Mr.  A.,  voted  to  recede  and  strike  out  the  ^,000,OaO» 
upon  the  success  of  which  one  might  suppose  some  men 
thought  the  solvation  of  the  country  depended. 

The  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  was  delay- 
ed by  the  chairman.  Af\tr  much  delay,  (the  precise 
period  I  cannot  stale,)  Mr.  Lewis,  tnolher  member  of 
the  committee,  made  the  report;  but  objections  were 
made  Uwt  there  was  no  quorum,  and  therefore  it  could 
not  be  adopted.  The  business  was  intentionally  delay- 
ed, and  the  little  time  we  had,  wasted.  Tellers  were 
appointed;  Mr.  Cambreleng  and  Mr.  Lewis,  on  count- 
ing, found  there  was  not  a  quorum;  not  that  a  quorum 
was  not  present,  but  a  sufficient  number  took  care  to 
be  out  of  the  way  to  defeat  a  quorum.  And  my  col- 
league  says  we  bad  nut  the  power  of  Joshua  of  old, 
who  commanded  the  sun  and  moon  to  stand  still.  We 
wanted  no  such  power,  but  the  power  to  move  in  the 
discharge  of  duty. 

I  have  overlooked  one  fact  of  some  importance;  it  is 
this:  **  Mr.  'jarvis  moved  the  following  resolution,  viz: 
'  Beioloedp  Tiiat  the  hour  having  arriv^  when  the  term 
for  which  this  House  was  elected  has  expired,  we  do 
now  adjourn.'  l*he  said  resolution  was  read,  when  the 
Speaker  decided  that  it  was  not  in  order  .to  offer  it  at 
this  time,  unless  by  unanimous  consent,  or  a  suspension 
of  the  rules;  but  suggested  that  the  object  aimed  to  be 
attained  by  the  resolution  could  be  accomplished  by  a 
motion  tliat  the  House  do  adjourn.  Mr.  Jones,  of 
Georgia,  then,  for  the  purpose  of  trying  the  question, 
and  ascertaining  whether  the  House  thinks  itself  autho* 
r'mtd  to  conUnue  in  session,  and  to  transact  business  after 
12  o'clock  at  night  on  the  Sd  day  of  March,  moved  that 
the  House  do  adjourn.  And  the  question  being  put, 
it  was  decided  in  the  negative."  This  negative  is  a 
negative  pregnant,  affirming  that  we  did  think  ourselves 
authorized  to  do  business  after  13  o'clock;  thereby  set- 
ting the  seal  of  our  deliberate  vote  to  our  own  condem- 
nation. But  remember,  the  memorable  report'  of  the 
eommiltee  of  conference  had  not  then  been  made,  though 
is  should  have  been  done,  and  there  was  a  press  of  busi- 
ness that  many  members  were  desirous  or  transacting. 
The  main  pressure  of  constitutions!  scruples  was  upon  the 
fortification  bill,  without  the  three  million  amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  fortification  bill  was  reported  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  January  2d,  and  pasMd  the 
House  January  21st,  fifty-two  days  from  the  commence- 
ment of  the  session.  We  took  fifty-two  days  out  of  the 
ninety.three  to  prepare  the  bill.  It  was  then  sent  to  the 
Senate,  and  returned  February  34lb,  after  thirty-four 
4lays,  and  seven  days  before  the  close  of  the  session. 

Our  bill,  as  it  passed  the  House  of  Repre- 
•eentatives,  contained  appropriations  for  forti- 
fications,       -  -  .  .  .    fl39,000 

Senate's  amendments,  as  finally  agreed,  -      430,000 

Had  we  agreed  to  those  amendments  with- 
out adding  a  section  of  three  millions,  it 
would  have  passed  without  dispute. 

By  the  conference,  it  was  further  agreed 
to  add  ^00,000  for  arming  the  fortifications, 
and  $500,000  for  repairs  and  equipment  of 
ships  of  war,  making  -  -  -      800,000 
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11,669,000 


In  all,  one  million  six  hundred  and  sixty-nine  thousand 
dollars;  %  respectable  sum;  very  respectable,  compared 
witli  $439,000;  and  one  would  think,  of  all  others,  a 
majority  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ought  not  to 
complain. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  perceived,  before  the  hour  of  twelve 
o'clock  on  the  3d  of  March,  a  determination  not  to  pass 
the  bill.  The  report  of  the  conference  was  held  back. 
The  bill  was  delayed.  The  chairman  would  not  report, 
but  voted,  and  spoke,  and  acted  upon  other  business. 
Mr.  Lewis  at  last  reported  the  bill,  and  then  constitu- 
tional scruples  were  mterposed  as  to  the  hour  and  min- 
ute, and  gentlemen  would  not  answer  when  called.  I 
believe  the  bill  (the  motives  that  influenced  gentlemen 
I  leave  to  themselves)  was  defeated  intentionally  by  those 
who  were  known  and  called  administration  men. 

Why  did  they,  under  various  pretences,  detain  and 
defeat  the  whole  bill?  No  change  had  taken  place  in 
our  relations  with  France.  Tliere  was  no  cause  for 
change  in  appropriation,  unless  the  secret  will  of  the 
Ejcecutive  produced  that  change,  llie  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives scted  a  most  singular  and  inconsistent  part. 
They  could  not  be  induced  to  add  a  dollar  to  their  bill 
appropriating  $439,000,  until  March  3d  in  the  evening, 
and  then  they  insisted  upon  adding  three  millions,  and 
it  must  be  that  or  nothing.  My  colleagues  and  myself 
voted  for  all  amendments  and  all  increase,  except  the 
three  millions,  and  would  gladly  have  added  th& 
$800,000.  But  it  must  be  three  millions  in  addition,  or 
the  whole  bill  must  be  destroyed.  It  was  destroyed.  I 
could  not  vote  for  three  millions.  It  was  large  in 
amount,  indefinite  in  its  object — ^for  military  and  naval 
service,  generally,  under  the  direction  of  the  President. 
The  President's  message  was  a  war  message.  He  had 
frequently,  as  far  as  I  know,  with  every  body,  spoken 
of  his  desire  for  reprisal  and  war;  and  he  knows  how  to 
s>ccomplisb  his  purposes  better  than  any  other  man.  I 
feared  the  consequences  of  putting  the  money  in  his 
hand. 

I  deeply  lamented  the  Ikilure  of  the  fortification  bill 
Though  I  have  long  been  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  I  never  witnessed  there  such  strange 
proceedings  as  on  the  3d  of  March,  in  regard  to  the  for- 
tification bdl.  If  the  President  believed  the  public  good 
actually  required  an  appropriation  of  three  millioni^ 
which  he  informs  us  in  his  message  '*  was  inserted  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  the  Executive,"  be  ought 
to  have  so  informed  us— not  privately,  to  a  few,  but  pub- 
licly—and to  have  presented  the  rcasooi  for  his  views, 
that  we  might  judge  and  act  as  responsible,  free,  and 
independent  representatives  of  a  free  people.  But  three 
millions  was  *' inserted  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
the  Executive;"  a  less  sum  was  not  in  accordance  with 
his  views.  And  when  a  less  sum  was  agreed  upon  by 
the  committee  of  conference,  and  the  chairman  [Mr. 
Caxbrxlbvo]  had  returned  to  this  House  to  make  re- 
port of  the  result,  (as  be  has  Just  informed  us  in  his 
speech,)  he  met  in  this  House  Mr.  Forsyth,  Secretary  of 
State,  who  inquired  whether  the  committee  of  confer- 
ence had  agreed;  and  when  informed  that  a  compro- 
mise had  taken  place,  and  that  $800,000  bad  been 
agreed  upon  instead  of  the  three  millions^  Mr.  Forsyth 
pronounced  it  a  pitiful  mm.  It  will  be  understood  that 
the  President  and  his  cabinet  sit  in  a  room  appropriated 
for  the  purpose  in  the  Capitol,  during  the  last  night  of 
the  session,  to  faciritate  the  business.  The  Secretury  of 
State  sits  at  the  right  hand  of  the  President,  as  an  advi- 
ser. He  had  just  left  the  room,  and  might  well  be  pre- 
sumed to  know  and  express  the  will  of  the  Executive. 
It  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  will  of  the  Executive; 
and  that  was  well  understood  by  the  chairman,  fay  the 
remarks  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  if  he  heard  nothing 
more;  and  he,  and  others  who  acted  with  him,  seemed 
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most  suddenly  to  lose  b\\  interest  in  the  bill.  It  was  de- 
termined that  the  bill,  as  finally  agreed  upon  by  the 
connmittee  of  conference,  should  not  pass  the  House; 
that,  as  the  Senate  bad  refused  to  agree  to  the  «« three 
million  amend n^ent"  proposed  by  the  House,  the  loss  of 
the  whole  bill,  including  ordinary  appropriations  for 
fortifications,  should  be  charged  to  that  body.  This 
decision  came  with  a  weight  and  energy  not  to  be  with- 
stood. The  House  would  not  pass  a  bill,  the  provisions  of 
which  the  President's  first  Secretary  had  just  pronounced 
pitiful.  Then  came  the  last  scene — delay,  constitutional 
scruples,  refusal  to  vote,  threats  against  the  Senate,  &c. 
&c.  i  and  so  perished  the  fortification  bill  in  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

As  soon  as  this  debate  shall  have  been  closed,  (I  hope 
and  trust  others  who  were  present  will  not  fail  to  express 
their  opinions,}  I  am  desirous  of  attending  to  the  appro- 
priation bills  and  other  important  business  before  the 
House.  1  trust  some  good  may  result  from  the  evil  of 
which  there  is  so  loud  complaint t  that  we  may  not  here- 
aHer  neglect  the  important  business  under  our  charge  to 
the  last  few  disputed  hours  of  the  session,  when  there 
may  be  neither  time  nor  means  to  perform  such  duties 
with  fidelity  and  sound  discretion;  when  it  may  be  in  the 
power  of  a  few,  even  a  single  individual,  to  defeat  the 
most  important  measure. 

I  have  always  considered  the  fortification  bill,  with  the 
three  million  amendment  proposed,  as  a  subject  of  vast 
importance,  as  involving  more  or  less  the  question  of 
peace  or  war — a  question  of  vital  importance  to  those 
whom  I  have  the  honor  to  represent.  Since  the  Presi- 
dent, in  his  annual  message  to  Congress,  has  seen  fit  to 
complain  of  the  loss  of  that  bill;  since  the  administration 
presses  and  administration  men  reiterate  the  complaint; 
since  my  colleague  has  seen  fit  to  bring  the  subject  be- 
fore this  House  by  a  resolution  and  speech,  I  have  felt 
bound  to  vindicate  my  own  conduct,  and  the  conduct  of 
those  with  whom  I  had  the  honor  to  agree  and  act,  and 
present  the  case  to  this  House  and  the  people,  and  es- 
pecially to  my  constituents,  to  whom,  without  distinction 
of  party,  1  am  under  obligations  I  shall  never  be  able  to 
cancel.  I  feel  and  acknowledge  the  weight  of  those  ob- 
ligations, and  I  trust,  when  my  conduct  shall  be  under- 
stood, their  justice  and  candor  will  acquit  me  of  negli- 
gence or  want  of  fidelity  in  the  discharge  of  my  duty. 

When  Mr.  Rsss  had  concluded  his  remarks, 

Mr.  HARDIN  took  the  floor,  and  moved  an  adjourn- 
ment. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

Thubsday,  Javuabt  38.  * 
GRANT  OF  THE  HALL. 
Mr.  MoKENNAN  asked  the  consent  of  the  House  to 
present  a  resolution,  granting  the  use  of  the  ball  of 
Kepresentatives  to  the  Historical  Society,  on  Saturday 
evening  next,  for  the  purpose  of  holding  a  meeting  of 
•aid  society.  Mr.  McK.  said  it  was  understood  that 
the  Secretary  of  War  would  deliver  an  address  on  the 


Objeetioo  being  made,  Mr.  McKENNAN  moved  to 
•uspend  the  rule;  which  was  agreed  to— 114  to  43. 

Mr.  McKENNAN  then  submitted  the  resolution  indi- 
cated in  his  motion. 

The  SPEAKER  said  he  had  received  a  eommanica- 
tion  from  a  member  of  the  Historical  Society,  making  a 
request  similar  to  the  proposition  before  the  House, 
which,  if  permitted,  he  would  present  at  that  time. 

It  was  objected  to. 

The  question  being  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution* 

Mr.  HAWES  rote  in  opposition  to  it. 

Mr.  BONO  inquired  whether  tt  was  in  order  todiacuss 
the  resolution. 


The  CHAIR.     Certainly. 

Mr.  HAWES  said  he  had  alwsys  given  his  vote  against 
every  proposition  granting  the  use  of  this  hall,  which 
was  built  with  the  people's  money,  and  for  the  exclu- 
sive use  of  their  Representatives,  for  the  purpose  of  hold- 
ing meetings  of  certain  societies.  He  should  continue  to 
oppose  these  indirect  inroads  upon  the  public  Treasury. 
He  understood  the  object  of  the  members  of  these 
societies,  in  asking  permission  to  hold  their  meetings  in 
this  hall.  It  was  to  save  their  own  pockets.  There 
was  another  building  in  this  city,  which  was  pecufiarly 
suited  for  such  meetmgs;  but,  by  procuring  permission 
to  use  this  hall,  two  or  three  hundred  dollars  were 
taken  from  the  public  Treasury  on  every  evening  of  such 
meeting,  to  pay  for  candles,  wood,  &c.,  which  ought  to 
come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  members  of  these 
societies.  If  it  was  an  object  of  those  gentlemen  to  save 
this  expense,  it  was  also  his  right  and  duty  to  object  that 
it  should  be  paid  out  of  the  public  Treasury.  It  was 
perhaps  a  small  matter;  but  if  the  House  yielded  to  these 
applications  for  the  use  of  the  hall,  they  might  expect, 
after  a  while,  an  application  from  a  dancing  society. 
He  was  opposed  to  granting  this  privilege  to  temperance, 
colonization,  abolition,  or  historical  societies.  He  con- 
sidered them  all  upon  a  par.  He  concluded  by  calling 
for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution; 
which  were  not  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  then  agreed  to. 

LAST  TEAR'S  FORTIFICATION  BILL- 

The  House  resumed  tlie  consideration  of  the  following 
resolution,  heretofore  offered  by  Mr.  J.  Q.  Asaks: 

Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  message  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  Congress  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  session  as  relates  to  the  failure,  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  of  the  bill  containing  the 
ordinary  appropriations  for  fortifications,  be  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into, 
and  report  to  the  House,  the  causes  and  circumstances 
of  the  failure  of  the  bill. 

The  question  atill  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Wr£- 
LiAXs,  of  North  Carolina,  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
adding  thereto  the  words  '*  with  power  to  send  for  per* 
sons  and  papers*'-^ 

Mr.  HARDIN  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair  as  fol- 
lows: 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  waa  either  my  ^ood  or  ill  fortune 
(for,  at  this  time,  I  know  not  in  which  point  of  view  to 
consider  it)  to  obtain  the  floor  last  evening.  To  have 
consulted  my  own  feelings  and  wishes  on  the  subject,  I 
ought  instantly  to  have  proceeded  with  what  I  had  to 
say;  it  was  late,  and,  to  accommodate  some  gentlemen 
around  me,  I  moved  for  the  House  to  adjourn;  which 
motion  was  agreed  to.  Gentlemen  in  more  remote 
parts  of  the  hall  voted  for  it,  as  a  IWvor  accorded  to  me. 
1  owe,  and  now  tender  to  them,  my  most  profound  ac- 
knowledgments for  their  kindness  manifested  on  that 
occasion. 

Sir,  the  time,  manner  of  presenting,  and  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  resolution  now  under  consideration,  seem 
to  be  a  phenomenon  in  legislation.  To  review  our  pro- 
ceedings for  some  days  past  is  neither  pleasant  nor  in- 
structive: they  contain  nothing  to  feed  our  pride,  flatter 
our  vanity,  or  redound  to  the  honor  of  this  House  i 
there  is  something  in  them  so  strange,  so  unaccountable 
to  an  ordinary  observer,  nevertheless  so  much  in  char- 
acter with  some  of  the  leading  members  of  the  adminis- 
tration party  in  this  House,  that  I  hope  to  be  indulged 
until  I  recapitulate  them. 

The  appropriation  bills  have  been  reported  to  this 
House,  ana,  put  them  all  together,  amount  to  something 
like  ten  millions  more  than  for  the  same  objects  was  ap- 
propriated last  year,  snd  near  that  amount  more  lluo  so 
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average  year  since  the  commencemeot  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Genera]  Jackson.  This  excess  may  be  con- 
sidered by  this  House  as  a  war  measure,  and  will  be  so 
Tiewed  by  the  nation  and  the  world. 

These  bills  were,  by  an  order  of  the  House,  at  the 
instance  oF  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  made  the  special  order  of  cAch  day  until  they 
are  all  disposed  of.  The  first  bill  taken  up  was  that  ap. 
propriating  money  for  the  navy;  the  House  went  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Uuion  on 
that  bill.  A  war  speech  was  made  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  in  his  usual  bus- 
tling, swelling  manner.  Several  other  speeches  follow- 
ed; and,  towards  evening,  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Utnum]  commenced  a  warm,  animated, 
and  eloquent,  speech  m  favor  of  the  bill,  in  a  high-tone 
war  spirit.  The  speech  was  about  half  finished  when  the 
gentlemaa  gave  place  for  a  motion  for  the  committee  to 
rise,  as  it  was  late  in  the  evening.  Next  day,  the  whole 
House  came  prepared  to  enter  with  spirit  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  our  relations  with  Prance,  and  all  the  meas- 
ures which  were  about  to  be  taken  connected  there- 
with. The  party  of  the  little  Kinderhook  hero  seemed 
brimful  of  fight.  We  had  been  denounced,  the  evening 
before,  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  as  the 
French  party,  which  he  declared  now  existed  in  this  na- 
tion. The  imputation  we  considered  as  unmerited,  and 
intended  to  vindicate  ourselves  from  so  foul  an  accusa- 
tion. Never  did  this  House  assemble  in  a  higher  state 
of  excitement  than  was  manifested  on  the  next  day:  it 
was  expected  that  the  debate  would  progress  with  in- 
creased animation,  and  msny  a  parliamentary  lance 
would  be  hurled,  broken,  and  shivered  into  pieces. 
The  galleries  were  crowded  at  an  early  hour.  When 
the  time  arrived  for  the  House  agfain  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union  on  the  navy 
bill,  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.CAMBBBLBiro] 
moved  to  dispense  with  the  orders  of  the  day,  to  take 
up  the  bill  to  relieve  the  sufferers  by  fire  in  New  York. 
The  motion  prevailed;  the  orders  of  the  day  were  dis- 
pensed with;  the  navy  bill  was  laid  down,  and  the  bill  to 
relieve  the  sufferers  by  fire  in  New  York  taken  up. 
Some  progress  wss  made  in  that  bill;  but,  before  it  was 
finished — nay,  hardly  commenced — the  House  adjourn- 
ed. The  next  day,  the  House  was  not  permitted  to  be- 
gin where  it  had  stopped.  No;  what,  then,  was  the 
course  of  business?  The  same  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Mr;  CAXBRBLBKo,]^who  is  the  leader  of  the  Jack- 
son-Van Buren'  party  in  this  House,  or,  if  not  the  leader, 
is  put  in  a  position  by  the  Speaker  to  lead-^ot  up,  ad- 
dressed the  House,  and  then  read  or  alluded  to  a  para- 
graph in  a  newspaper,  which,  he  said,  had  attacked  him 
personally;  as  if  this  House  had  any  thing  to  do  with  the 
newspaper  controversies  of  the  honorable  gentleman. 
As  usual,  he  pompously  commenced  a  vindication  of 
himself;  but,  before  he  had  uttered  more  than  one  or 
two  sentences,  wound  up  by  saying  that  the  source 
from  which  the  alleged  slander  came  was  beneath  his 
notice  and  unworthy  of  him.  I  beg  the  House  not  to 
•forget  that,  at  the  same  time,  he  intimated  that  the  sub- 
ject referred  to  in  the  paper  would  be  brought  before 
the  Hotise  in  another  shape  by  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr.  AoAvs,]  who  instantly  took  the  floor 
with  the  resolution  now  under  debate  in  his  hand,  al- 
ready cut  out  and  made  up  to  order.  The  rules  of  the 
House  were  again  dispensed  with,  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  voting  for  it,  and  the  present  resolution  was  of- 
fered. I  will  not  say  that  there  was  a  secret  understand- 
ing between  those  two  gentlemen  that  the  resolution 
should  be  brought  before  the  House  in  this  very  extra- 
ordinary and  unprecedented  manner.  The  reason  1  will 
not  aver  that  to  be  the  fact  is,  because  I  do  not  know  it; 
yety  there  seemed  to  me  to  be  something  inexplicable  in 


the  matter,  if  there  was  no  such  understanding.  Why 
did  he  rise,  allude  to  the  paragfraph,  and  stop  short,  with- 
out proceeding  with  his  vindication?  He  was  too  well 
acquainted  with  the  rules  of  this  House  not  to  know 
that  he  was  out  of  order.     I  have  asked,  and  again  re- 

Keat  it,  why,  af\er  he  had  commenced  his  defence,  did 
estop?  and  why  did  he  intimate  that  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  would  bring  that  subject  before  the 
Rdii»«  in  another  form?  They  must  have  conferred  to- 
gether, and  the  whole  was  a  manoeuvre  to  enable  the 
gentleman  from  Massaclinsrtu  to  exhibit  his  resolution; 
which  I  consider  an  indictment,  with  ono  count  against 
the  members  in  this  House  Who  voted  against  the  three 
million  appropriation  last  session,  another  count  against 
the  msjority  in  the  Senate;  but  these  two  counts  are 
only  nominal;  the  real  intent  and  meaning  of  the  whole 
is  to  reach  two  of  the  honorable  Senators,  [Messrs. 
Whitb  and'WxBSTBR,]  who  are  now  before  the  people 
as  candidates  for  the  presidency.  It  looks  like  a  Van 
Buren  trick;  the  hand  of  the  magician  is  surely  in  this 
whole  matter.  If  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  it 
capable  of  blushing  or  feeling  one  sensation  of  shame, 
that  blush  or  sensation  oiight  to  be  exhibited  upon  the 
present  occasion.  I  call  upon  him  to  review  his  past 
life,  the  high  and  dignified  offices  he  has  filled,  during  a 
space  of  fifty  years,  with  so  much  credit  to  himself  and 
honor  to  the  nation;  and  now  but  to  behold  his  present 
fallen  condition — the  instniment  of  a  vile  intrigue. 
Self-debasement  and  degradation  is  a  fatality  which  fre- 
quently awaits  the  inordinate  ambition  of  an  old  man- 
that  ambition  which  outlives  his  faculties. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  the  House  will  pardon  me  for 
this  short  digression.  I  will  proceed  with  the  history 
of  this  resolution,  and  its  progress  in  the  House  up  to 
the  present  time.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
in  support  of  it,  addressed  the  House  for  nearly  three 
hours,  in  a  most  elaborate  speech,  alike  famous  for  its 
length,  violence,  and  vituperation  of  his  former  political 
friends;  filled  to  overflowing  with  the  bitterest  invec- 
tive. Some  of  his  remarks  1  intend  to  notice  hereafter. 
He  was  followed  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, [Mr.  Wise,]  who  addressed  the  House  at  length 
on  the  opposite  side;  and  who,  in  his  speech,  exhibited 
great  industry,  research,  and  talents.  But  the  ability 
he  displayed,  although  very  great,  did  not  so  much  at- 
tract my  admiration  as  his  bold  and  manly  bearing  in 
delivering  his  sentiments.  He  forcibly  reminded  me  of 
what  that  stern  republican  Roman  said:  that 

''  A  day,  an  hour,  of  virtuous  liberty 
Is  worth  a  whole  eternity  in  bondage." 

When  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  resumed  his  seat, 
the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  [Afr.  Cambbbibbg,]  with  great  pomp  and  pa- 
rade, took  the  floor,  and  announced  what  he  intended 
to  do  when  he  should  address  the  House.  He  said  it 
was  too  late  to  proceed  that  evening;  but,  before  he 
moved  an  adjournment,  with  great  arrogance  declared 
he  would  not  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia; 
that  he  intended  to  encounter  a  champion  more  worthy 
of  his  steel— alluding  to  Mr.  Wkbstbb,  of  the  Senate. 
1  admired  his  courage;  and  felicitated  myself  tliat  my 
eyes,  at  least  once  in  my  life,  would  be  gratified  by  a 
sight  of  the  battle  of  giants.  There  was  something  to 
command  my  admiration  in  his  high  resolves;  it  was  a 
laudable  ambition,  even  if  he  perished  in  the  conflict. 
I  love  to  see  men  matched  fairly:  let  footman  fight  with 
footman,  squire  with  squire,  knight  couch  the  lance 
and  spur  the  fiery  steed  against  knight:  Fingal  never 
left  his  rock  and  mixed  in  the  strife  of  heroes,  until 
Lathmon  was  in  the  field.  When  the  gentleman  took 
the  floor  on  yesterday,  I  expected  efforts  commensu- 
rate with  the  undertaking;  I  listened  to  bear  Jupiter 
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thunderinjir  ^com  Olvmpus's  cloudy  tops,  or,  if  not  the 
thunder  of  JovCi  at  feast  the  music  of  the  spheres.  But 
was  there  ever  man  so  disappointed!  Instead  of  the 
/  grandeur,  magnificence,  and  sublimity,  of  thunder  roll- 
in|f  along  and  shaking  the  earth  from  pole  to  pole,  my 
ears  were  grated  with  the  miserable  sounds  of  a  wretch- 
ed  performer  on  a  Jew's  harp!  (f  an  enlightened 
stranger  were  to  visit  this  city  during  the  sitting  of  Con- 
gress, and  attend  to  the  debates  in  the  Senate  and  h«re, 
how  this  House  would  suffer  in  the  comparison!  If  he 
should  chance  to  hear  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance  in  ihe  Senate  [Mr.  Wsbstxr]  developing, 
in  his  usual  lucid  manner,  complicated  questions  of 
finance,  and  unfolding  the  almost  exhaustless,  although 
somewhat  hidden,  resources  of  this  nation;  and,  after 
that,  come  into  this  hall,  and  hear  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  same  subject; 
whether  the  efforts  of  the  great  moneyed  officer  of  this 
House  would  most  excite  his  laughter  or  contempt,  1  can- 
I  not  tell:  the  sublime  and  ludicrous  are  so  nearly  allied. 
>  His  feelings  would  be  not  unlike  those  of  an  amateur 
or  the  great  and  awful  workingrs  of  nature,  who  had 
just  been  a  spectator  of  Vesuvius  or  £tna  in  the  ap- 
palling grandeur  of  a  tremendous  eruption,  and  then 
turning  on  the  plain  below,  and  seeing  a  mole  or  ant- 
hill emitting  a  pale  smoke,  and  occasionally  a  feeble  and 
sickly  blaze. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  been  a  member  of  this  House, 
or  the  Legislature  of  Kentucky,  for  nearly  twenty -five 
years.  I  do  not  profess  to  l\ave  an  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  the  rules  and  regulations  which  govern,  or 
rather  ought  to  govern,  parliamentary  bodies;  yet  I  do 
profess  to  know  enough  of  the  order  of  proceeding  as 
will  enable  me  to  do,  and  understsnd  how  to  transact, 
the  business  confided  to  me  either  by  my  constituents 
or  this  House.  I  never  made  more  of  the  rules  my 
study  than  was  needful  for  \Ue  doing  of  business.  My 
ambitious  aspirations  have  never  been  directed  towards 
the  Speaker's  chair.  I  cannot  give  in  to  the  modern 
doctrine,  that,  if  the  force  of  party,  or  the  desire  to 
propitiate  the  White  House,  should  take  a  man  from 
amongst  us  who  is  not  above  the  mediocrity  of  this 
House,  and  make  him  Speaker,  he  thereby  becomes 
one  of  the  wise  men  of  this  land:  it  is  the  man  who  is  to 
do  honor  to  the  chair,  and  not  the  chair  to  do  honor  to 
the  man;  if  he  does  not  fill  it,  his  littleness,  by  his  ele- 
vation, only  becomes  more  visible  and  striking.  If  the 
same  man,  when  in  the  chair,  should  select  a  man  be- 
low the  mediocrity  of  this  House,  and  put  him  at  the 
head  of  the  most  important  committee,  I  am  equally 
disinclined  to  believe  that  he  thereby  becomes  <<  a  very 
Daniel  of  a  man."  Sir,  since  Elijah  went  to  heaven  in 
a  chariot  of  fire,  and  cast  his  mantle  on  Elisha,  and  be 
thereby  became  a  prophet,  God  has  not  vouchsafed  for 
any  other  man  on  this  earth  to  be  thus  gifted. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  declare  to  this  House  that  such  a  reso- 
lution as  the  present  I  never  before  saw.  Does  it  pro- 
pose any  thing  for  the  action  of  this  House?  I  answer, 
no.  Does  it  present  any  thing  for  the  action  of  the 
Senate?  It  does  not.  We  are  to  raise  a  committee  in 
this  House  to  inquire  and  report  why  a  certain  bill, 
which  was  before  Congress  at  the  last  session,  did  not 
pass.  Let  the  committee  report  ss  it  may,  no  action  of 
this  House  can  be  based  thereon  or  grow  out  of  it. 
Can  we  impeach  the  members  of  the  Senate,  or  of  the  last 
House  of  Representatives,  who  voted  against  the  three 
million  appropriation?  Every  man  in  this  House  knows 
we  cannot. 

One  of  the  main  objects  of  this  resolution  is  to  raise 
the  committee.  Will  that  committee  examine  witnesses? 
No.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  will  draught 
a  report,  based  upon  his  distorted  view  of  the  transac- 
tion; for  1  well  know  the  part  he  took  in  it  last  session. 


It  will  be  filled  with  bitter  denunciations  of  his  former 
political  friends  and  associates,  to  conciliate  the  oppoaiie 
party,  and  make  bis  peace  at  the  palace.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  report  will  not  exhibit  any  one  fact  exactly 
as  it  took  place:  to  tell  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and 
nothing  but  the  truth,  is  far  from  the  object  of  the  gen- 
tleman concerned  in  this  matter.  A  war  is  to  be  noade 
on  the  senators,  to  cheapen  and  lessen  their  standing 
with  the  people  of  the  United  States.  Messrs.  Wsa- 
sTxx  and  Whits  are  to  be  assailed  without  mercy  in 
the  report,  and  food  furnislied  for  all  the  administration 
presses  in  the  Union,  next  summer,  to  abuse  those  who 
voted  against  the  appropriation  in  either  House.  I  ask, 
does  it  become  the  dignity  of  this'august  assembly,  the 
wisest  and  freest  on  earth,  to  degrade  itself  for  such  a 
vile  purpose— the  inglorious  one  of  becoming  panders 
to  collect  and  imbody  slander  for  the  office-holders  and 
ofRce-hunters,  some  of  whom' are  now  feeding,  and 
others  expect  shortly  to  feed,  upon  **  the  spoils"  of  this 
nation,  as  if  we  were  a  conquered  enemy;  and  who  are 
the  only  self-styled,  self-created  democracy  of  the  ccNin- 
try— a  word  justly  dear  to  a  republican,  and  only  used, 
in  these  degenerate  days,  by  designing  knaves,  to  fiattcr 
and  deceive  the  people? 

I  boldly  and  fearlessly  pronounce  the  resolution  to  be 
unparliamentary,  unprecedented,  and  disgraceful  to 
those  concerned  in  it.  No  man  can  misimderstand  its 
object:  it  is  an  inquisition  of  entitling  for  Van  Buren. 
If,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  no  other  reasons  than  those  I 
have  this  moment  assigned,  I  would  vote  against  the  res- 
olution. If  the  gentleman  from  Massschnsetts  wishes 
to  cut  a  somerset,  let  him  do  it  as  a  clown  in  the  pit:  do 
not  give  him  a  spring-plank  to  leap  from;  I  want  to  see 
him  turn  a  somerset  as  a  ground,  not  a  lof^y  tumbler:  he 
is  not  unaccustomed  to  these  things;  he  has  frequently 
done  it  before,  without  the  aid  of  a  committee,  and  let 
him  do  it  again. 

I  will  endeavor  now  to  give  a  brief  and  rapid  sketch 
of  the  history  of  the  fortification  bill,  as  it  is  called,  and 
of  the  three  million  appropriation  attached  to  it,  by  way 
of  amendment,  in  the  last  stages  of  the  progress  of  the 
bill. 

The  fortification  bill  was  reported  to  this  House  by 
the  proper  committee;  and,  after  remaining  here  some 
fifty  days,  it  passed,  and  was  sent  to  the  Senate  for  the 
action  of  that  body.  The  appropriations  in  the  bill,  at 
that  time,  amounted  to  ^59,000;  this  being  the  sum 
then  deemed  sufficient  b}  the  Department  of  War.  Hie 
bill  was  sent  to  the  Senate,  and  there  met  the  prompt 
attention  of  that  bodv.  It  passed  the  Senate  with  amend- 
ments making  additional  appropriations  to  the  fortifica- 
tions of  the  country  to  the  amount  of  #430,000;  making 
#989,000.  On  the  hat  day  of  the  sesaton,  the  bill,  as 
amended,  came  from  the  Senate  for  the  concurrence  of 
this  House  in  the  Senate's  amendments.  If  the  friends 
of  the  administration  only  wanted  the  fortification  bill, 
all  they  had  to  do  was  to  agree  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate.  It  contained  #430,000  more  than  was  asked 
for  originally  by  the  President  and  War  Department, 
and  more  than  the  usual  and  customary  annual  appro- 
priations fur  the  same  objects.  The  annual  appropria- 
tions for  fortifications  since  the  war  amount,  each  year, 
to  these  sums: 

Appropriations  for  foriifieaiions  since  ihe  treaty  of  Ghent. 

Fur  1814,  -  #552,999  43  For  1822,  -  #385,679  86 

1815,  -  451,389  93  1823,  -  481,692  67 

1816,  -  396,261  02  1824,  -  514,816  25 

1817,  -  381,969  61  1825,  -  729,783  05 

1818,  -  635^923  66  1826,  -  760,238  86 

1819,  .  972,964  46  1827,  -  633,961  14 

1820,  -  675,376  23  1828,  -  637,558  43 

1821,  -  316,720  69  1829,  -  824,589  55 
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For  1830»  -  1951,000  00 

1831,  .  816,604  00 

1833,  .  753,000  00 

1833»  .  926,900  00 


For  1834^  - 
1835,  . 


$871,044  00 
100,000  00 


113,770,479  84 


But  on  the  last  day  of  the  s^kmi,  and  about  eonset  on 
that  day,  did  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cam« 
BaBLiso]  moYO  to  agree  to  the  Senate's  amendmenta* 
with  .an  amendment;  which  amendment  contained  the 
famous  three  million  appropriation. 

Had  the  President  sent  us  any  communication  on  the 
subject  ?  No.  Had  we  heard  that  the  War  Department 
wanted  it?  No.  Some  few  favorltet,  it  seems,  had 
been  so  informed;  but  thev  kept  it  a  profound  secret. 
Why  did  they  not  communicate  it  to  the  House,  if  it 
was  an  executive  measure?  If  General  Jackson  desired 
the  money,  for  the  purposes  of  carrying  on  the  Govern- 
ment, why  not  say  aof  He  has  never  heretofore  been 
backward  in  telling  us  what  he  wished  done.  Did  he 
want  the  money,  and  yet  not  dare  «to  aasume  the  re- 
sponsibility" of  asking  for  it?  Upon  all  these  subjects 
of  information  we  were  left  in  the  dark.  The  Ezeeu« 
tive  of  this  and  every  oUier  Government  informs  the  le- 
gislative department  what  amount  of  money  is  necessary 
to  carry  on  the  Government;  and  the  legislative  depart- 
ment is  never  in  fault,  until  they  refuse  to  appropriate 
the  money  after  it  is  demanded. 

The  appropriation  of  the  three  millions  was  asked  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  too  late  for  any  of  us  to 
make  inquiry  of  the  President,  or  the  War  Department, 
as  to  the  fitness  and  propriety  of  the  measure^and,  if 
we  had  made  the  inquiry,  it  is  evident  no  information 
would  have  been  given«  or  why  did  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  [Mr.  Po£k]  keep  it  a 
secret,  and  request  some  few  others,  who  knew  that 
the  President  wanted  the  money,  not  to  divulge  \0 
Surely,  the  leaders  of  the  administration  party  intended 
to  sport  with  and  mock  the  House. 

Mr.  Speaker, 'if  there  had  been  no  other  cause  than 
the  want  of  time  and  of  information  on  the  subject, 
we  did  right  to  vote  against  the  three  million  appropria- 
tion. I,  for  one,  will  never  give  away  the  money  of  my 
constituents,  unless  I  know  the  why  and  wherefore  it  is 
asked  and  demanded. 

About  dark,  on  the  last  day  of  the  tession,  the  bill 
went  back  from  this  House  to  the  Senate,  for  the  con- 
currence of  that  body  to  the  three  million  appropriation. 
The  Senators  had.no  information  of  any  kind  on  the  sub- 
ject,  either  official  or  informal  they  bad  no  time  for  in- 
vestigation; they  mutt  either  vote  the  money  instantly, 
without  light  or  knowledge  on  the  subject,  or  reject 
the  appropriation  and  disagree  to  our  amendment.  They, 
as  became  sages  and  patriots,  chose  the  latter  alternative: 
they  acted  with  becoming  dignity  and  manly  indepen- 
dence, in  true  character  with  themselves.  The  bill  came 
here  with  the  disaigreement  of  the  Senate  to  our  amend- 
ment; we  insisted,. and  sent  it  back  to  the  Senate:  the 
Senate  adhered  to  their  dissgreement;  we  again  insisted, 
and  asked  a  committee  of  conference;  and  a  committee 
was  accordingly  appointed.  The  Senate  agreed  to  the 
conference,  and  appointed  a  committee  on  their  part. 
l*he  conferees  met,  and  agreed  on  reducing  the  three 
millions  to  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars;  thu^  making 
the  whole  bill  contain  appropriations  to  the  amount  of 
$1,789,000.  After  the  conferees  had  agreed,  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  this  House  [Mr. 
CAXBRiLiire]  refused  to  report  to  the  House,  and  the 
whole  bill  was  thereby  finally  lost. 

Mr.  Speaker,  after  this  short  history  of  the  origin  and 
progress  of  the  bill  through  both  Houses,  the  next  inquiry 
will  be,  why  was  the  bill  lost?  and,  if  there  be  blame 
and  cause  of  censure  any  where,  who  is  in  fault? 

This  part  of  tl^  inquiry  has  been  somewhat  anticipated 


1^  what  I  havb  already  said.  I  maintain  the  proposi- 
tion, that  those  in  this  House  who  voted  igamtt  the 
three  niNion  appropriation  are  not  to  blame,  nor  can 
any  censure  be  alleged  against  the  Senate.  The  ad- 
ministraiien  party  had  a  decided  tejority  in  this  House, 
and  the  bomplete  And  entire  control  of  the  standing  eom* 
mittees;  they  could  bring  forwttd  a  mesBore  when  they 
pleased,  or  keep  it  back  as  long  as  thev  pleased*  Then, 
I  Atk,  nay,  demand,  why  did  they  not  bring  forward  the 
proposition  for  the  three  million  appropriation  sooner? 
Our  relations  with  France  were  then  in  about  the  same 
sitttation  they  had  been  for  some  weeks  before;  ne 
change;  no  recent  information  had  been  received  on  the 
subiect;  there  is  nothing  in  the  whole  matter  to  justify  the 
withholding  the  demand  for  the  appropriation  to  so  hte 
a  period;  and,  if  it  was  really  lost  for  want  of  time,  who 
are  answerable  for  it?  The  answer  is  obvious.  Thoee 
in  power,  and  whose  business  it  was  to  bring  forward  the 
proposition.  This  House  and  the  Senate  acted  on  the 
subject  with  unusual  prontptitude  and  despatch. 

The  gentleman  fk^om  New  York  has  said  that  the  hour 
of  13  o'clock  had  arrived  before  the  committee  of  con- 
ference met,  and  that  he  believed  the  House  dissolved 
by  the  constitution  at  12  o'clock.  If  this  was  his  optn« 
ion,  why  then  meet  at  all?  When  he  was  called  on  for 
a  report  from  the  committee  of  conference,  he  gave  thia 
constitational  opinion  as  one  of  the  reasons  why  he 
would  not  report,  which  reads  in  these  words: 

"Mr.  Cambreleng,  the  chairman  of  the  confereee  on 
the  part  of  this  House,  then  rose  and  stated  that  he  de- 
clined to  make  report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  commit- 
tee of  conference  aforesaid,  on  the  ground  that,  from  the 
vote  on  the  resolution  granting  compensation  to  Robert 
P.  Letcher,  which  vote  was  decided  at  the  time  the  com* 
mittee  returned  into  the  House  from  the  conference.  It 
was  ascertained  that  a  quorum  was  not  present;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  he  declined  to  make  the  said  report  on  the 
ground  that  the  constitutional  term  for  which  this  House 
bad  been  chosen  had  expired." 

I  will  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  turn  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  journal.     In  page  519,  it  reads  as  follows: 

**  A  motion  was  then  made  bv  Mr.  Hubbard  that  the 
House  do  ask  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  disa- 
greeing votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  said  amend- 
ment. 

**  And  on  the  question,  Will  the  House  ask  a  con- 
ference? 

**  It  psa  ed  in  the  affirmative.     And 

**Mr.  Cambreleng,  Mr.  Lewis,  and  Mr.  Hubbard, 
were  appointed  managers,  to  conduct  the  said  confer- 
ence,  on  the  part  of  this  House." 

The  committee  of  conference  was  appointed,  I  think, 
about  10  o'clock  at  night.  I  had  the  honorof  then  being  a 
member,  and  an  attentive  observer  of  all  that  passed.  The 
House  then  went  on  to  do  business  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  fill  up  two  pages  and  a  half  of  the  journal,  when  the 
Cumberland  road  bill  was  taken  up;  and  on  that  bill  two 
of  the  committee  of  conference,  Messrs.  Cambreleng 
and  Hubbard,  voted  in  the  negative;  see  journal,  page 
533.  It  will  be  perceived  that,  at  this  time,  the  com- 
mittee of  conference  was  in  the  House  and  voting. 
About  I  o'clock  A.  M.,  the  House  voted  on  the  resolu- 
tion to  pay  Mr.  Letcher  his  per  diem  allowance  when 
contesting  his  seat  with  Major  Moore.  Mr.  Cambrel- 
eng voted  on  that  also;  see  the  journal,  page  334.  1  ask 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  when  did  the  committee 
of  conference  meet?  He  says,  after  ,he  voted  on  the 
resolution  to  pay  Mr.  Letcher.  I  ask  him  again,  if  you 
were  in  earnest  about  this  whole  matter,  and  intend- 
ed no  trick,  why  did  you  not  go  out  before?  Why 
did  you  stay,  after  your  appointment  at  10  o'clock, 
until  one,  before  you  attempted  to  meet  in  confer- 
ence, when,  from  your  own  statement,  you  were  of 
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opinion  the  House  was  dissolved  at  iwelre?  Is  there 
not  a  palpable  dereliction  of  duty  in  not  attending  the 
eommtttee  of  conference  sooner?  The  fiiet  and  truth  is, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  was  not  remiss  bi  meeting 
in  conference.  He  did  go  after  his  appointment,  and 
returned  before  the  Cumberland  road  bill  was  taken  upi 
but,  not  liking  the  result  of  the  conferencei  or  perhaps 
from  some  lurking  desire  to  injure  the  Senate,  and  cast 
the  odium  of  the  loss  of  the  bill  on  that  body,  would 
not  report* 

There  is,  evidently,  a  piece  of  political  jugglery  in 
this  whole  businessi  and  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
and  his  confederates  were  the  prime  movers  and  actors 
In  the  whole  scene.  The  gentleman  says  that  there  was 
no  time  to  hold  the  conference,  after  his  appointment, 
until  the  Cumberland  road  bill  was  taken  up.  I  repeat 
again,  what  I  have  said  before,  that  there  was  business 
transacted,  enough  to  fill  two  and  a  half  pages  of  the 
journal t  and  three  speeches  were  made — one  by  the  gen* 
tleman  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Ashlit,]  to  take  up  a  bill 
relative  to  his  State;  and  two  by  gentlemen  from  Mary- 
land, against  the  bill  from  the  Senate  which  abolished 
the  Maryland  and  Delaware  judicial  circuit.  That  rea- 
son of  the  gentleman  is  unfounded  in  fact.  The  gentle- 
man has  one  of  the  two  horns  of  the  dilemma  to  take — 
cither  to  stand  convicted  of  not  going  to  conference  un- 
til after  twelve  o'clock,  when  he  then  believed  the  House 
dissolved;  and  going  after  that  time  and  conferring, 
when  he  admits  he  had  no  power  to  act  as  a  member: 
the  other  alternative  is,  that  he  went  in  time,  returned 
in  time,  and  then  refused  to  make  the  report. 

So,  take  it  any  way  that  the  question  can  be  present- 
ed, the  loss  of  the  bill  is  attributable  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  and  none  else.  The  gentleman  has 
pne  pleaaing  consolation  left  to  him;  he  stands,  in  rela- 
tion to  this  House,  and  this  great  and  wide-spreading  re- 
public, in  the  same  position  that  the  ancients  believed 
Mount  Atlas  did  towards  the  heavens— be  can  bear  it  all 
upon  his  own  shoulders. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  attempts  to  throw 
the  loss  of  the  bill  upon  those  who  believed  the  House 
to  be  constitutionally  dissolved  st  13  o'clock  on  the  3d 
of  March  last.  Although  I  then  entertained  that  opinion, 
and  acted  on  it,  which  opinion  I  have  not  since  changed; 
yet,  even  if  we  were  wrong,  the  gentleman  ought  to  rec- 
ollect that  that  error  of  opinion  does  not  exculpate  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  CAXjiaiLsiio.]  I  ask 
the  gentleman,  [Mr.  Adamb,]  if  it  would  not  be  wise  and 

Erudent  in  him  at  least  to  see  who  is  to  be  most  affected 
y  entertaining  that  opinion!  If  tliere  be  error  in  it, 
will  it  fttll  heaviest  upon  your  old  and  now  deserted  po- 
litical friends,  or  your  new  allies,  whom  you  are  now 
eourting  with  such  marked  attention  and  assiduity,  and 
who,  after  they  use  you,  will  not  give  you  your  expected 
and  hoped-for  reward;  no,  not  even  the  thirty  pieces,  of 
silver?  General  Jsckson  entertained  that  opinion,  and 
acted  on  it;  Mr.  Van  Buren  entertained  that  opinion, 
as  a  matter  of  course— by  instinct,  I  suppose.  If  my 
memory  serves  me  right,  he  held  a  short  conversation 
in  this  hall  that  night  with  a  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Mr.  BxABBSLXT,]  who  directly  afterwards  refused  to 
vote,  as  appears  by  the  journal,  which  reads  in  these 
words: 

*<  A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Jarvis,  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

"  And,  in  deciding  the  question  by  yeas  and  nays,  the 
name  of  Samuel  Ueardsley,  of  New  York,  being  called, 
be  declined  to  answer,  on  the  ground  that  the  term  for 
which  the  members  of  the  twenty-third  Congress  had 
been  elected  had  expired ;  and  that,  according  to  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  this  House  had  ceased, 
at  13  o'clock  to-night,  to  exist. 

«  After  some  remarks  ami  suggestions  from  Tarious 


members,  and  from  the  Chair,  it  waa  informally  agreed 
to  pass  the  name  of  Mr.  Beardsley." 

This  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  MassachusetU 
is  a  two-edged  sword,  and,  when  wielded  by  bim,  caU 
ten  of  his  new  asaociates  for  one  of  his  old  friends. 

I,  however,  do  not  much  censure  the  gentleman  for 
entertaining  the  opinion  that  the  President  and  Congren 
can  each  hold  their  offices,  one  after  the  four  years,  and 
the  other  the  two  years  expire.  How  long  af^er  the 
time  shall  expire  they  can  continue  in  office,  he  does  not 
state;  at  least  long  enough,  I  suppose,  to  do  what  they 
desire,  and  to  finish  what  they  have  on  hand.  Thia 
question  revives  his  ancient  recollections  snd  reminis- 
cences. I  once  heard  of  a  President  who,  between 
midnight  and  day,  and  that,  too,  after  his  four  years  had 
expired,  made  a  batch  of  judges,  to  reward  some  of  the 
high-toned  federalists  of  the  old  school  for  past  services. 

I  have  remarked,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  differed  on  tliat 
night  with  many  of  my  friends  about  the  time  when  Con- 
gress was  dissolved  by  the  constitution.  If  I  can  obtain 
the  indulgence  and  patient  attention  of  the  House,  I  will 
submit  a  few  remarks  in  support  of  my  opinion.  The 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  in  reUtion  to  Repre- 
sentatives, in  the  second  section  of  the  first  article,  reads 
in  these  words: 

"  The  House  of  Representatives  shall  be  composed  of 
members  chosen  every  second  year  by  the  people  of  the 
several  States;  and  the  electors  in  each  State  shall  have 
the  qualifications  requisite  for  electors  of  the  most  numer- 
ous branch  of  the  State  Legislature." 

And,  in  relation  to  the  election  of  President,  article 
second,  section  the  first,  reads  as  follows: 

"The  executive  power  shall  be  vested  in  a  President 
of  the  United  States  of  America.  He  shall  hold  his  office 
during  the  term  of  four  years,  and,  together  with  the 
Vice  President,  chosen  for  the  same  term,  be  elected  as 
follows,"  &c. 

The  time,  place,  and  manner,  oi  electing  Represents- 
tives,  are,  by  the  constitution,  left  to  the  States.  The 
provision  on  that  subject  reads  in  these  words: 

'*The  times,  places,  and  manner,  of  holding  elections 
for  Senators  and  Representatives  shall  be  prescribed  in 
each  SUte  by  the  Legislature  thereof;  but  the  Cungreas 
may,  at  any  time,  by  law,  make  or  alter  such  regulations, 
except  as  to  the  places  of  choosing  Senators." 

From  these  provisioiss  in  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States,  it  is  clear  and  manifest  that  a  Representative  is 
elected  for  two  years,  and  the  President  for  four  years. 
When  doea  the  time  commence?  is  the  next  subject  of 
inquiry.  Not  at  the  time  of  the  election,  for  the  Presi- 
dent  is  elected  the  fall  before  the  4th  of  March;  his  elec- 
tion is  complete  when  the  electors  give  him  a  plurality 
of  votes:  the  mode  of  ascertaining  that  fact  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  time  of  election.  Representatives  are 
chosen  for  two  yearst  the  two  yeara  cannot  commence 
from  the  time  of  the  election,  because  the  States  regu- 
late the  tiroes  of  the  election  of  their  respective  members, 
and  hardly  any  two  States  elect  at  the  same  time;  conse- 
quently, there  would  be  no  uniformity  as  to  the  time  of 
commencement  or  termination  of  the  two  years.  Fre- 
quently members  are  elected  more  than  a  year  before  the 
Congress  commences  of  which  they  are  members,  and 
the  same  man  who  is  elected  is,  at  the  time  of  election, 
a  member  of  a  preceding  Congress,  and  aerves  one  ses- 
sion in  it  after  his  election  to  a  succeeding  Congress. 

The  constitution  did  not,  in  the  body  of  it,  say  when 
the  time  should  commence,  and  when  end.  The  reason 
is  obvious.  The  convention  did  not  know  when  nine 
States  would  ratify  the  constitution;  and,  until  then,  the 
time  when  the  Government  under  it  should  commence 
could  not  be  fixed;  hence,  no  time  is  fixed  on  in  the 
constitution  for  the  commencement  of  the  Government. 
The  convention  adopted  a  resolution,  in  these  worda: 
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"  BeMohedt  That  tt  is  the  opinion  of  this  convention 
that,  as  soon  as  the  conventions  of  nine  States  shall  have 
ratified  this  constitution,  the  United  States  in  Coni^ress 
assembled  should  fix  a  day  on  which  electors  should  be 
appointed  by  the  States  which  shall  have  ratified  the 
sanne,  and  a  day  on  which  the  electors  should  assemble 
to  vote  for  the  President,  and  the  time  and  place  for 
commencing  proceedinfcs  under  this  constitution.  That, 
after  such  publication,  the  electors  should  be  appointed, 
and  the  Senators  and  Representatives  elected.  That  the 
electors  should  meet  on  the  day  fixed  for  the  election  of 
the  President,  and  should  transmit  their  votes,  certified, 
signed,  sealed,  and  directed,  as  the  constitution  requires, 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  United  States  in  Congress  assem- 
bled (  that  the  Senators  and  Representatives  should  con* 
▼ene  at  the  time  and  place  assigned;  that  the  Senators 
should  appoint  a  President  of  the  Senate,  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  receiving,  opening,  and  counting,  the  votes 
for  President;  and  that,  after  he  shall  be  chosen,  the 
Congress,  together  with  the  President,  should,  without 
delay,  proceed  to  execute  this  constitution." 

This  resolution  declared  that  Congress,  when  the  rat- 
ification of  nine  States  took  place,  should  fix  on  the  day 
when  the  Government  should  commence.  Congress 
did  designate  the  day  by  a  resolution,  which  reads  in  these 
words  t 

•*Ruoived^  That  the  first  Wednesday  in  January  next 
be  the  day  for  appointing  electors  in  the  several  States 
which,  before  the  said  day,  ahall  have  ratified  the  said  con- 
stitution! that  the  first  Wednesday  in  February  next  be 
the  day  for  the  electors  to  assemble  in  their  respective 
States,  and  vote  for  a  President;  and  that  thefirat  Wednes- 
day in  March  [4th]  next  be  the  time,  and  the  present 
seat  of  Congress  [New  York]  the  place,  for  commencing 
proceedings  under  the  said  constitution." 

By  this  resolution  of  Congress,  the  4th  of  March,  1789, 
was  the  day  fixed  on  by  Congress.  On  that  day,  the 
present  Government  was  to  commence  under  the  consti* 
tution,  and  on  that  day  it  did  commence. 

The  caption  to  the  acts  of  the  first  Congress  proves 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  commenced  on 
the  4th  of  March,  1789;  which  caption  reads  in  these 
words: 

"Acts  of  the  first  Congress  of  the  United  States,  passed 
at  the  first  session,  which  was  begun  and  held  at  the  city 
of  New  York,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  on  Wednesday, 
March  4, 1789,  and  ended  September  29,  in  the  same 
year." 

The  4th  of  March,  1789,  after  being  fixed  on  by  Con- 
gress, in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the  convention,  is 
just  as  binding  as  if  it  were  inserted  in  the  constitution 
itself.  It  is  the  execution  of  a  power;  and  when  the  ex- 
ecution takes  place,  in  strict  conformity  to  the  power,  it 
then  becomes  the  act  of  those  giving  the  power. 

The  term  of  each  President  is  for  four  years,  the  first 
term  having  commenced  on  the  4th  of  March,  1789. 
When  did  General  Washington's  first  term  commence? 
The  answer  is,  on  the  4th  of  March,  1789;  his  second 
term  on  the  4th  of  March,  1793;  and  the  term  of  office 
of  each  of  his  successors  has  been  computed  in  the  sante 
way,  from  that  time  to  the  present.  The  same  rule  of 
construction  is  to  be  resorted  to  as  to  Representatives, 
except  that  their  term  of  service  is  two  years.  Surely, 
Mr.  Speaker,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  dispute,  or  contro- 
versy, as  to  the  day  when  the  time  shall  commence  to 
ran. 

What  ia  the  time  that  completes  one  year?  Suppose 
we  begin  on  new  jrear's  day:  the  answer  is,  the  last  day 
of  the  December  following,  which  completes  the  three 
hundred  and  sixty-five  days.  Every  negro  that  has  been 
hired  out  on  a  new  year's  day  for  a  year  knows  the  year 
is  out  on  the  last  day  of  December  following.  The  week 
has  seven  days:  suppose  we  begin  with  Monday,  are  not 


the  seven  days  completed  on  Sunday?  I  am  elected  for 
two  yearsi  if  my  time  commences  on  the  4th  of  March, 
is  it  not  out  on  the  3d  of  March  two  years  thereafter? 
Let  us  see  how  the  law  computes  twenty-one  years,  the 
age  of  maturity,  for  a  man  or  woman.  Blackstone's 
Commentaries,  first  volume,  page  463,  reads  in  these 
words: 

'*  So  that  full  age  in  male  or  female  is  twenty-one  years^ 
which  age  ia  completed  on  the  day  preceding  the  annU 
versary  of  a  peraon's  birth." 

That  the  Representative's  term  of  service  commences 
on  the  4th  of  March  every  two  year^  and  expires  on  the 
3d  of  March  two  years  afterwards,  is  a  position  so  plain 
that  none  can  gainsay  it — no  one  attempts  to  dispute  it. 
The  whole  question  comes  to  this  at  last:  when  does  the 
4th  of  March  commence,  and  when  does  the  3d  of  March, 
two  years  afterwards,  end'  The  law  makes  no  fraction 
of  a  day;  the  legal  time,  as  universally  settled,  is,  that  the 
day  begins  at  midnight,  and  ends  at  midnight:  in  the 
computation  of  time,  the  law  knows  no  night.  Suppose 
a  man  were  under  trial  for  Sabbath-  breaking,  and  the 
proof  was  he  broke  the  Sabbath  on  Sunday  morning  be- 
tween daybreak  and  sunrise:  would  any  judge  or  jury 
let  him  off,  upon  the  ground  that  it  was  on  Saturday  he 
committed  the  act?  Or  suppose  it  was  proven  that  the 
person  under  trial  did  the  deed  alleged  against  him  (say, 
went  to  ploughing)  on  Monday  morning,  ten  minutes  be- 
fore sunrise;  would  any  judge  dare  say  that  was  Sun- 
day, and  he  was  guilty  of  Sabbath  breaking?  Our  con- 
stitution must  be  construed  as  any  other  part  of  our  law 
would,  for  it  Is  a  part  of  the  law  of  the  land.  This  mode 
of  computing  time  has  been  lbn|^  regulated  by  mankind, 
and  it  is  now  too  late  to  dispute  it. 

The  conduct  of  gentlemen,  who  contended  last  ses- 
sion that  the  computation  should  be  made  from  sunrise 
to  sunrise,  andthat  Congress  could  continue  its  seasion 
till  sunrise  the  4th  of  March,  distrusted  their  own  opin- 
ion; and  it  was  only  as  the  last  alternative  that  they  were 
driven  to  assume  that  ground. 

On  the  last  night  of  the  last  session  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  bills  on  the  Clerk's  table;  each  bill  bad  its  friends. 
About  ten  o'clock,  it  was  perceived  that  the  bills,  or 
some  of  them,  would  be  lost  for  want  of  time.  A 
clockmaker  in  this  city  was  procured,  and  conveyed  be- 
hind the  dock  of  this  hall;  he  moved  the  hands  back 
eighteen  minutes.  I  saw  it  done,  and  announced  the 
fact  to  those  who  sat  near  me.  Immediately  afterwards, 
when  the  eyes  of  fifty  gentlemen  were  on  the  clock,  its 
hands  were  moved  ba<3c  one  hour  more;  then,  a  mem- 
ber from  North  Carolina  proclaimed  the  fact  to  the 
House.  I  have  since  been  informed  that  the  man  who 
had  this  done  was  then  a  member  of  Congress,  and  has 
since  boaated  of  it;  and  that  he  procured  it  to  be  done 
to  get  a  favorite  measure  he  was  interested  in  through 
the  House.  Why  did  he  do  it?  Because  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  time  would  expire  at  midnight;  yet  the 
aame  man  was  arrayed  with  those  who  afterwards  con- 
tended that  sunrise  next  morning  was  the  time,  and  not 
midnight. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  on  that  night  the  eonsolation  to 
find  I  did  not  stand  alone  in  my  opinion.  A  lai^  part 
of  the  members  present  agreed  with  me,  and  some  of 
the  ablest  constitutional  lawyers  of  the  House  were  of 
the  number;  among  whom  I  now  recollect  were  two 
members  from  Georgia,  Messrs.  Foster  and  Gilmer,  Mr. 
Archer  from  Virginia,  and  a  gentleman  from  Ohio,  who 
is  a  member  of  the  fifesent  Congress;  and  on  that  ac- 
count 1  cannot  designate  him  by  name.  He  is  a  man  of 
great  talents,  and  an  able  lawyer.  This  description,  I 
fear,  will  not  enable  me  to  point  him  out  to  the  House, 
as  it  is  equally  applicable  to  a  number  of  gentlemen 
from  that  State. 
Sir,  as  it  respecU  myself,  I  voted  against  the  three 
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milVon  Appropriation.  bcMuie  1  did  then*  and  do  now» 
belittfe  tne  Avettdment,  at  drawn  up,  waa  unccviatttutioD- 
»],  and  hi^Xy  tmpoUtic.  To  thia  point  I  intend,  in  a  few 
•lonients,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House;  but»  before 
I  do  it,  a  remark  of  the  gentleman  from  liaaiachusetta 
demand*  lome  notice.  It  waa  intended  aa  an  apology 
for  the  administration  party  in  not  asking  Congress  tor 
the  three  millions  aooner,  and  why  the  Ezeeutiye  did 
not  require  the  moaey,  and  that  it  deTohred  on  Con« 
gress  to  act  without  such  requirement.  He  said  it  waa 
the  unan'mioua  vote  of  this  Houec,  given  the  day  before 
the  amendinent  waa  offered,  that  superinduoed  the  ne« 
cessity  of  the  appropriation.  I  deny  the  fact.  Whai 
was  that  vote  which  was  alluded  to  by  the  gentleman? 
it  was  nothing  more  nor  lew  than  this:  that  we  would 
atand  by  the  treaty,  and  insist  on  its  eaceCution.  We  in- 
tended to  say  to  France,  Our  demands  against  you  are 
dosed  by  the  treaty;  the  aum  you  are  to  pay  is  settled 
definitively  t  and  we  will  not  open  the  contest  again,  and 
reinvestigate  our  demands.  That  was  what  was  intend- 
ed by  the  first  member  of  the  resolution,  which  resolu- 
tion reads  In  these  words: 

<'  Biaohedf  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
treaty  with  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831,  should  be 
maintained,  and  its  execution  insisted  on." 

The  second  member  of  the  resolution,  that  we  would 
insist  on  its  execution,  means  no  more  than  thia:  that 
we  held  the  highest  and  most  solemn  obligation  on 
•Prance  that  a  nation  could  ffiye,  and  that  we  would  in- 
sist on  ita  fulfilment.  But  did  it  point  out  how  and  in 
what  manner  we  intended  to  insist^  Did  it  say  we  in- 
tended to  resort  to  arms,  the  last  argument  of  nations' 
I  answer,  no.  We  carefiiUy  forbore  to  say,  or  even  to 
intimate,  what  we  intended  to  do.  Our  intention  was 
to  regulate  our  conduct  by  the  subsequent  action  of  the 
French.  We,  in  truth  and  fiict,  designed  doing  nothing 
until  the  French  Chambers  should  have  an  opportunity 
again  to  act  on  the  bill  appropriating  the  twenty-five 
millions  of  francs.  We  were  desirous  to  wait,  and  aus- 
pend  action  until  we  should  see  what  a  sense  of  justice 
would  do  with  the  French  people,  or  what  the  feelings 
of  shame  would  do  when  the  reprobation  of  the  nations 
of  the  civilized  world  was  pointed  towarda  them  for  a 
breach  of  national  faith  in  not  fulfilling  the  treaty  stipu- 
lations on  their  part.  I,  for  one,  never  thought  of  auch 
an  appropriation  being  asked  for,  and  of  this  demand 
being  based  on  the  resolution  of  the  House.  I  believe 
it  is  an  afterthought  of  the  gentleman  from  Maasachu- 
•etts,  and  that  he  himself  did  not  then  suppose  that  such 
an  appropriation  became  necessary  in  consequence  of 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Connected  with  the  observations  of  the  gentleman  just 
noticed,  he  made  another,  on  which  I  feel  bound  to  ani- 
madvert. It  was  to  this  import:  that  for  three  days  a 
number  of  members  spoke  against  the  resolution,  and 
then,  in  a  crouching  spirit  of  pusillanimity,  turned  round 
and  voted  for  it,  not  daring  to  meet  the  just  indignation 
and  reprobation  of  their  constituents  at  home.  I  was 
one  of  those  members  who  spoke  on  that  occasion 
against  a  reaolution,  and  then  voted  for  that  which 
passedi  but  I  deny  that  that  debated  for  three  days  was 
the  one  which  passed.  The  one  that  waa  adopted  and 
passed  by  the  House  was  worded  to  meet  the  views  of 
all  the  gentlemen;  because,  upon  a  great  question  of 
national  difficulty  with  a  foreign  nation,  and  particularly 
with  a  nation  of  tremendous  power,  nothing  could  be 
more  desirable  than  unanimity.  The  resolution  against 
which  the  speeches  were  made  contained,  among  other 
things,  an  expression  that  we  would  insist  on  the  treaty 
''at  all  hazards."  That  expression  we  thought  unbe- 
coming the  dignity  of  this  nation.  To  say  we  insist  on 
the  treaty  was  enough,  and  all  we  ought  to  have  said; 
let  the  rest  and  residue  be  understood,  which  is  no  less 


nor  move  than  IhW:  tliat  we  knew  our  rights,  and  would, 
in  a  becoming  spirit  of  moderation  and  true  dignity, 
maintain  them;  that  the  pinde  of  the  people  should  not 
be  wounded  and  humbled  in  the  affair;  and  that  the 
honor  of  the  nation  ahould  come  out  of  the-  contest,  be 
its  results  whatever  it  might,  unstained  and  untarnished. 
Did  it  become  ua  to  vapor,  like  a  bully,  by  using  the 
words  ''at  all  hazards^"  It  is  no  certain  indication  that 
a  man  ia  going  to  makf  a  desperate  battle  in  defence  of 
his  rigtiU  and  honor  because  he  gasconades,  and  deals 
out  menaces  and  blowa  in  the  empty  air,  before  he  be- 
gone to  figlit.  !  liave  ever  considered  it  as  the  certain 
sign  of  a  coward;  that  fear  is  h'la  ruling  passion;  and  that 
he  either  wants  to  intimidate  bis  adversary,  pr  goad  him- 
self up  to  the  fighting  point  by  his  rage  and  fury.  The 
words  **  at  all  haaards"  as  little  became  us  aa  it  suited 
the  occasion.  To  whom  waa  it  addressed?  To  4he 
most  sensiiiTe,  powerful,  gallant,  and  chivalrous  nation 
upon  the  earth.  We  wanted  France  to  do  us  juatioe. 
We  did  not  want  «'ar,  although  we  did  not  fear  it.  The 
Americans  know  not  fear.  The  bullying  expressions  of 
"at  all  haaai^"  would  have  produced  an  effect  directly 
opposite  to  what  we  desired. 

I  well  recollect  what  took  place  in  those  days,  ever 
memorable  for  the  debates  which  took  place,  and  net 
less  memorable  for  the  part  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts played  on  that  occasion;  and  certainly  np  ex- 
presnon,  when  applied  to  his  conduct  during  that  time, 
suits  as  well  as  the  word  play.  He  would  speak  on  one 
day  on  one  side  of  the  question,  as  the  House  undersAood 
him,  and  the  next  day  explain  it  away,  and  advance  a 
contrary  doctrine.  He  alternated  in  this  manner  some 
two  or  three  times.  I  had  the  honor  of  addressing  the 
House  after  his  last  speech.  I  commenced  my  reasarks 
by  saying  that  tlie  law  in  relation  to  wills  alwajrs  consid- 
ered the  last  will  as  controlling  or  revoking  all  other 
Wills  made  on  the  same  subject;  or,  if  there  was  but  one 
will,  with  contradictory  provisions,  the  last  clause  con- 
trolled the  previous  ones;  and,  with  that  rule  aa  my  guide 
on  tlie  then  present  occsaton,  I  ahould  consider  the 
apeech  which  the  honorable  gentleman  from  llaasachu* 
aetta  had  just  made  aa  his  Isst  will  and  testament  of  and 
concerning  our  French  relation?.  Mr.  Archer,  of  Vir- 
ginia, unmediately  remarked  that  tlie  rule  I  laid  down 
was  correct,  but  one  explanation  ought,  to  be  given:  that 
was,  that  the  testator,  when  he  made  his  last  will,  was  of 
aound  mind  and  disposing  memory;  and  when  that  rule 
was  applied,  he  doubted  whether  the  gentltmao  bad 
made  a  will  at  all. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  remarked,  a  few  moments  ago,  that  I 
intended  to  question  and  contest  the  constitutionality  of 
the  amendment  to  the  fortification  bill  which  contained 
the  appropriation  of  three  milliona  of  dolhira.  The  con- 
stitution of  the  United  Statea  haa  the  following  provtaion 
in  it: 

"  No  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury  but  in 
consequence  of  appropriationa  made  b^  law;  and  a  regu- 
lar statement  and  account  of  the  receipts  and  expendi- 
turee  of  all  public  money  shall  be  published  from  time 
to  time.'* 

Ftom  this  clause  in  the  constitution,  no  money  can  be 
drawn  from  the  public  Treaaury  unless  Congress  shall 
first  appropriate  It  by  law.  To  do  that  in  the  true  apirit 
and  intention  of  the  constitution,  the  law  appropriating 
the  money  must  aay  to  which  -object  of  public  service  it 
shall  be  applied.  The  more  particularly  the  obiecta  are 
described  and  designated,  the  better  does  the  law  fulfil 
the  requirements  of  the  constitution.  If  Congress  were 
not  bound  in  duty  to  name  specially  the  object  to  which 
the  appropriation  waa  made,  why  not  pass  a  general  law, 
and  aay  tlie  whole  revenue  of  the  country  ahould  be  uaed 
by  Geneml  Jackaon  for  the  geneml  welfiire  of  the  nation, 
as  he  may  deem  proper  and  expedient?  or  aay  that 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2401 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


2402 


Jiv.  28,  1836.] 


Ihrtijteation  Bill  of  Laai  Seashn . 


[H.  or  r: 


twenty-five  millions,  or  any  other  j^Ten  sam,  was  set 
apart  for  the  Government  of  the  nation^  to  be  expended 
at  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the  President? 

The  members  of  Congress  come  here  to  assist  in  ad- 
ministering this  Government!  to  see  to  every  part — the 
army,  navy,  and  civil  departments,  and  evtry  subdivision 
of  each)  how  many  men  are  wanted  for  the  army;  what 
pay  they  shall  have;  how  many  vessels  of  war,  and  what 
description  of  vessels,  the  public  service  requires:  in 
short,  nothing  that  concerns  the  nation,  in  its  most  mi- 
nute details,  ought  to  be  overlooked  or  neglected  by 
Congress;  but  each  branch  of  the  public  business  attend- 
ed to  and  provided  for:  to  see  just  as  much  money  is  ap- 
propriated to  each  as  is  necessary,  and  no  more;  and  that 
every  dollar  which  is  expended  is  rightly  applied,  as 
directed  by  Congress. 

The  clear  and  certain  meaning  of  the  word  appropri' 
aie^  from  the  force  of  the  term  taken  in  connexion  with 
the  subject-matter,  means  a  specification  of  each  object 
to  which  the  money  is  to  be  applied;  and  too  much  care 
cannot  be  taken  in  the  details  of  the  appropriation,  and 
in  their  rigid  application  to  the  specific  objects.  We  are 
but  the  agents  of  our  constituents;  it  is  their  money  we 
▼ote  away.  We  are  bound  to  know  the  why  and  Where- 
fore it  is  asked  and  granted.  Let  us  apply  these  rules 
to  the  amendment  which  proposed  to  appropriate  the 
three  millions.     The  amendment  reads  in  these  words: 

"jind  be  it  further  enacted.  That  the  sum  of  three  mil- 
lions  of  dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, to  be  expended,  in  whole  or  in  part,  under  the 
direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  for  the 
military  and  naval  service,  including  fortifications  and 
ordnance,  and  increase  of  the  navy:  Pr&oided,  Such  ex- 
penditures shall  be  rendered  necessary  for  the  defence 
of  the  country  prior  to  the  next  meeting  of  Congress." 

It  is  for  the  military  and  naval  service,  including  for- 
tifications. As  to  how  much  is  to  be  expended  on  each 
object,  the  amendment  is  totally  silent  Thfc  whole  sum 
may  be  expended  on  the  army,  navy,  or  fortifications, 
at  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the  President;  or  he  may,  at 
his  like  will  and  pleasure,  refuse  to  expend  one  dollar 
on  any  one  of  these  objects. 

But  suppose  all  or  a  part  was  to  be  expended  on  the 
army;  for  what  part  of  that  service  was  it  to  be  expended.^ 
How  was  it  to  be  applied?  The  amendment  is  silent. 
The  same  remarks  will  apply  to  the  navy  and  forlifica- 
tions.  Where  is  the  difference  in  the  amendment,  as 
drawn,  and  a  general  standing  law  giving  to  the  Presi- 
dent a  sum  in  gross,  say  twenty-five  millions  a  year,  to 
carry  on  the  Government  as  he  chooses? 

It  is,  sir,  a  duty  which  we  owe  our  constituents  to  see 
to  the  proper  application  of  every  dollar  of  their  money 
to  their  Government;  for  it  is  their  Government  yet,  at 
least  nominally,  and  not  the  President's. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  momentous  and  mighty  con- 
siderations which  ought  to  induce  Congress  to  be  watch- 
ful over  the  purse  of  the  nation.  Recollect  the  Preai- 
dent,  by  the  constitution,  already  has  the  sword  of  the 
nation;  give  him  the  purse  also,  and  we  are  an  undone 
people.  I  do  not  speak  with  reference  more  to  the  pres- 
ent President  than  to  any  other  who  may  come  after 
him.  The  power  and  patronage  of  the  President  are 
enormous  and  alarming  to  all  lovers  of  civil  liberty.  The 
Executive  of  this  republic  has  more  real  and  substantial 
power  this  day  than  any  crowned  head  in  Europe.  Sa- 
tiated with  the  enjoyment  of  bis  power,  he  is  about  to 
retire;  and,  to  show  his  contempt  for  the  American  peo- 
ple, he  is  about  to  put  one  of  his  minions  into  his  ofiice 
as  his  successor,  whose  only  merit  is  his  servile  boast 
that  "it  was  glory  enough  to  have  served  under  such  a 
chief." 

What  way  is  left  to  us  by  the  constitution  to  diminish. 
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check,  and  control  it?  No  way  but  one:  that  is,  not  to 
give  one  dollar  of  the  people's  money  away  more  than 
is  necessary  to  carry  on  the  €k>vernment,  and  every  dol» 
lar  we  give  to  se6  bow  and  in  what  manner  it  shall  be 
expended,  and  to  guard  with  great  vigilance  that  it  shall 
be  expended  in  no  other  way. 

The  Government  of  Great  Britain  is  l^ monarchy;  but 
the  King  of  that  great  and*  mighty  nation  haa  uot  the 
tenth  part  of  the  real  power  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has,  and  which  he  exerciset  in  its  falleat 
plenitude,  day  afVer  day.  In  that  country,  the  people 
govern  and  control  every  thing;  here,  the  will  of  Gene- 
ral Jackson  is  almost  omnipotent.  There,  the  people 
can  say  to  their  King,  emancipate  your  Catholic  subjects; 
and  their  chains  burst  from  around  them.  They  can  say 
what  law  they  want  passed,  and  he  is  obliged  to  sign  the 
bill:  no  veto  there;  he  dare  not  exercise  It,  at  the  peril 
of  his  head.  They  can  bid  him  make  peace,  if  the  na- 
tion be  at  war;  and  peace  he  must  make.  They  can  tell 
him  to  dismiss  his  ministry;  and  they  must  go  out  of  of- 
fice. The  power  <of  the  people  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
the  favorite  of  the  King,  the  pride  of  the  nobility,  and 
the  conqueror  in  a  thousand  battles,  has  experienced 
upon  several  occasions. 

You  will  ask,  Mr.  Speaker,  how  is  it  that  the  voice  of 
the  people  reaches  the  King  on  his  magnificent  throne, 
and  makes  the  nobility  tremble  at  its  footstool?  I  answer, 
by  the  simplest  principle  imaginable,  which  is  ingrafted 
in  their  Government:  that  is,  to  withhold  the  appropria- 
tion bills  until  the  King  and  ministry  do  as  they  command 
and  order  to  be  done.  I  tell  to  every  man  in  this  House, 
and  to  every  man  in  this  nation,  this  solemn  truth:  either 
to  abridge  the  power  of  the  President  by  altering  the 
constitution,  or  control  the  President  by  the  appropria- 
tion bills— refuse  him  the  money,  and  be  will  be  as  pow- 
erless as  Samson  was  after  his  hair  was  cut  off.  The 
vile  creatures  who  now  administer  to  his  power  go  in  for 
**  the  spoils."  Gato  the  elder,  in  the  Roman  Senate,  for 
a  number  of  vears,  regardless  on  what  subject  he  made  a 
speech,  concluded  them  all  alike — that  **  Carthage  must 
be  destroyed:"  so,  the  members  on  this  floor  ought  to 
conclude  every  speech  with  these  words,  until  the  object 
is  effected— that  the  President's  power  has  increased,  ia 
increasing,  and  ought  to  be  diminished. 

I  have  made  these  remarks,  Mr.  Speaker,  upon  the 
constitutionality  of  the  amendment,  drawn  in  the  general 
terms  in  which  it  was;  and  that  it  did  not,  in  conse- 
quence of  its  generality  of  expression,  and  its  manifest 
want  of  specification,  conform  to  the  spirit  and  intention 
of  the  constitution. 

The  next  point  to  which  I  ccRitemplate  inviting  the 
attention  of  the  House  is  the  impolicy  of  the  appropria- 
tion. It  will  be  recollected  that  all  the  appropriation 
bills  for  the  current  expenses  of  the  year  had  pass- 
ed, containing  appropriations  for  every  part  of  the  pub- 
lic service,  to  the  full  extent  of  the  estimates.  The 
fortification  bill,  as  amended  by  the  Senate,  wci  for  a 
larger  sum  than  usual.  If  this  House  had  concurred  in 
the  amendment,  without  adding  the  three  millions,  the 
bill  would  then  have  passed  both  Houses;  and  nothing 
would  have  been  necessary  to  make  it  a  law  but  the  sig- 
nature of  the  President. 

l*he  three  million  amendment  must  therefore  be  con- 
sidered as  a  war  measure;  not  positive,  absolute,  and 
certain,  but  left  to  the  President  for  him  to  adopt,  or 
not,  at  his  pleasure.  War  preparations  and  war  itself 
belong  alone  to  Congress;  to  adopt  the  one,  and  make 
proclamation  of  the  other.  In  no  event,  should  the 
President  be  permitted  to  hold  in  the  palm  of  one  hand 
war,  and  in  the  other  the  elive  branch  of  peace.  The 
people  are  to  do  all  the  fighting,  and  they  alone  should 
determine  on  war.  Of  all  the  men  on  this  earth,  a  military 
man  is  the  last  to  be  trusted  with  this  power,     ilia 
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character  has  been  made  by  war;  he  has  studied  it  as  a 
science,  followed  it  as  a  profession,  and  considers  it  ne- 
cessary to  his  popularity  and  glory. 

It  was  impolitic  to  confide  such  a  power  in  the.  hands 
of  General  Jackson.  The  fitness  of  every  man  for  the 
trust  about  to  be  confided  to  him  ought  to  be  consider- 
ed and  weighed  well  before  the  act  is  done.  What  I 
might  be  willing  jto  confide  to,  Jefferson,  were  he  Presi- 
dent, I  mi^ht  be.  unwilling  to  intrust  to  Jackson.  1 
might  be  willing  to  leave.  <pea«e  or  war  to  Jefferson, 
and  unwilling  to  commit  the  same  power  to  Jackson. 
So,  on  the  other  haivJ*  I  would  confide  to  Jackson  the 
Qommand  of  ap  amy,  when  I  would  not  to  Jefferson. 
But,  in  truth  and  fact,  as  I  have  before  said,  I  would 
liot  leave  the  alternative  of  peace  or  war  to  any  Presi- 
dent. .  Nevertheless,  this  House  proposed,  by  the 
f^mendment.  to  commit  to  General  Jackson  that  delicate 
trust  and  duty,  which,  of  all  men  living,  he  was. the 
worst  qualified  to  discharge.  Had  the  amendment  pass- 
ed, instead  of  being  at  p«aeo  with  France,  as;  we.  now 
are — and  there  is  every  hope  and  prospect  of  its  con- 
Unuance— we  should  th'14  .day,  np  ^oubt,  have  been  in 
the  midst  of  a  wide-spreading  and  bloody  war. 
^  To^leeide  impartially  upop  the  conduct  of  those  who 
▼oted  sgainst  the  appropriation  last  session,  (for  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  arraigned  us  idl  at  the 
great  bar  of  public  opinion,)  let  us  see  and  examine  the 
position  of  this  Government  and  that  of  France,  in  their 
relations  with  each  other,  at  the  time  the  appropriation 
was.  asked  for. 

During  the  Imperial  Government  of  Bonaparte,  ag- 
gressions and  spoliations  to  a  great  extent  were  com- 
mitted by  the  subjects  of  that  Emperor  upon  the  private 
property  of  our  merchants,  on  the  high  seas.  The 
amount  of  injury  was  variously  estimated  by  the  two 
governments.  These  injuries  were  infiicted  neat  thirty 
years  ago.  Satisfactiop  was  demanded  by  this  Govern- 
itent  of  Bonaparte,  which  was  denied. .  After  his  de- 
thronement, and therestpratiop  of  the  Bourbons,  alike 
demand  for. reparation  was  made  by  this  Government  of 
Louis  XVllL  He  refuse^  to  make  satisfactioji.  After  his 
death,  and  on  the  accession  jof  Charies.X  to  the  throne, 
indemnity  was  demanded  of  him,  which  he  delayed  and 
failed  to  render.  Whei^  Louis  Philippe  was  made  King, 
in  1830,  indemnities  were  demanded  of  him  by  our  Gov- 
ernment. He  immedii^ely  opened  a  negotiaUon>on  the 
subject,  and  ultimately  agreed  to  pay  twenty-five  mil- 
lions  of  francs,  out  of  which  were  to  be  deducted  one 
million  five  hundred  thousand,  wViph  the  United  States 
owed  a  subject  of  France,  leaving  four  milUons  seven 
hundred  thousand  dollars  tp  be  paid  by  the  Government 
of  the  French  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  Stat es(  that 
being  twenty-three  millions  five  hundred  thousand  francs. 
This  money  could  not  be.psiid  by  the  King  of  the  French 
until  the  Chambers  should  appropriate  it.  The  consti- 
tution of  France  is  exactly  like  oMr.own,  on  this  subject  1 
and  I  have  no  doubt  Lafayette,,  who  wjm  concerned  in 
miaking  it,  had  our  constitution  in  his  view. 

The.  King  and  his  mtnisters  can  n^ake  treaties,  and 
stjpalate  for  the  payment  of  money;  but  it  is  the  con- 
stitutional right  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  alone  to 
vote  the  appropriation,  or  not,  as  they  please.  So  with 
our  Government;  the  President  and  Senate  can  make 
treaties,  and  stiputate  for  the  payment  of  money,  but 
Congress  alone  can  appropriate  it.  The  part  of  the 
French  constitution  to  which  I  refer  reads  in  these 
wbrds: 

« 13.  The  King  is  the  supreme  head  of  the  State;  be 
commands  the  forces  by  land  and  sea,  declares  war, 
makes  treaties  of  peace,  alliance,  and  commerce,  ap- 
points to  all  employments  in  the  public  administration, 
an4  makes  the  regulations  and  ordinapces  necessary  for 
the  execution  of  the  laws,  without  ever  having'  the 


power  either  to  suspend  the  laws  themselves,  or  to  dis- 
pense with  their  execution.  No  foreign  troops,  how- 
ever, can  be  admitted  into  the  service  of  the  State  but 
by  virtue  of  a  law. 

« 14.  The  legislative  power  is  exercised  collectively 
by  the^Uig,  the  Chamber  of  Peers,  and  the  Chamber 
of  Deputies. 

« 15.  The  proposition  of  laws  belongs  to  the  King,'  the 
Chamber  of  Peers,  and  the  Chamber  ef  Deputies.  Nev- 
ertheless^ every  lave  of  taxes  must  be  first  voted  by  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies. 

'*16.  Every  law  must  be  freely  discussed,  sind  voted 
by  the  majority  of  each  of  the  two  Chambers." 

The  French  King  and  his  ministers  presented  the  bill 
for  the  appropriation  to  the  Chambers^  and,  after  a  long 
and  angry  debate,  it  was  rejected  by  a  vote  of  one  hun- 
dred and  sixty-eight  for  it,  and  one  hundred  and  seventy- 
six  against  it. 

The  moment  the  bill  ftWed  in  the  ChambcArs,  the 
French  Government  sent  an  apology  to  oura  for' the  fail- 
ure, and  pledged  the  faith  of  the  Government  Again  to 
bring  the  subject  before  the  Chambers  at  its  next  ses- 
sion. 

Thus  the  matter  stood  at  the  time  this  war  measure 
was  about  to  be  adopted,  and  those  extraordinary  pow- 
era  confided  to  the  President,  at  the  last  session.  For 
voting  against  this  bill,  thus  circumstanced,  has  the  new- 
born zeal  and  patriotism  of  the  gentleman  f;t>in  Massa- 
chusetts prompted  him  to  file  this  his  bill  of  mdicbnent 
against  us;  and,  for  one,  if  there  be  guilt  in  it»  I  plead 
guilty. 

The  minister  of  France  who  negotiated  the  treaty  in- 
formed our  minister  that  the  power  to  i^ppr6priate  the 
money  belonged  to  the  Chambers  alone,  and  that  he  was 
fearful  there  would  be  great  difficulty  io  procuring  the 
passsge  of  a  law  to  pay  the  money.  All  tbat-the  King 
and  his  minister  promised  to  do,  or  could  accomplish, 
was  done.  An  unnecessary  delay  is  alleged,  in  pre- 
senting the  bill  to  the  Chambers.  1  aip  not  able  to  say 
whether  there  was  such  delay,  or  not,  as  would  subject 
them  to  the  imputation  of  negligence,  as  I.  have  no  ac- 
quaintance with  the  forms  and  rules'of  proiieedings  in 
the  Chambera.  In  fact,  none  can .  tell,  situated  as  we 
are,  whether  there  was  this  unnlecessary  delay  or  not. 
In  presenting  a  bill  for  the  action  of  this  House,  or  the 
French  Chambers,  I  presume  some  attention  must  not 
only  be  paid  to  the  forms  of  proceeding,  but  a  well-ex- 
ercised prudence  and  discretion  would  require  an  at- 
tention to  the  more  material  and  substantial  part:  that  is, 
to  see  that  Congress,  or  the  Chamber.*,  were  well-dispo- 
sed towards  the  measure*  This  circumspection  and 
vigilance  is  absolutely^ecessary  in  the  French  Chambers, 
where  the  ministers  al>e  in  danger  of  being  turned  out 
of  office,  if  the  bill.,  be  rejected.  One  rule  is  never  to 
be  overlooked:  delay  the  bill  until  there  is  a  well- 
grounded  hope  of  its  passage* 

Suppose,  ^r.  ^peakej;,.the  President  and  Senate  were 
to  stipulate,  ;in  a.  treaty,  to  pay  a  sum  of  money,  say 
five  millions  qf  dQ.llars,  and  Congress  should  refuse 
to  apprppriate  the  money:  would  there  be  any  cause 
of  war  agamst;  the  United  States  on  that  account? 
Surely  not.  It  is  the  constitutional  right  of  Congress 
either  to  vote  or  refuse  the  money;  and  If  that 
were.^.i>Qwn  to  the  nation  to  which  the  money  was  to 
be  paid  before  the  treaty  was  made,  then  there  would 
noi  be  the  shadow  of  a  pretext  for  a  resort  to  war.  The 
faith  of  the  treaty-making  power  would  be  violated,  it 
is  true;  which  faith  all  nations  should  be  careful  to  pre- 
serve. Let  us  apply  this  position  to  the  French  Gov- 
ernment. The  constitution  oF  the  French,  and  ours, 
are  alike  in  this  particular.  It  is  the  sole  republican 
feature  in  their  constitution.  And  shall  the  only  repub- 
lic in  l.ie  world  go  to  war  with  this  nation  for  exercising 
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the  great  and  analienable  right  in  the  people  either  to 
give  or  refuse  theil*  dioney  m  they  pleaMd? 
I  have  remarked,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  refusal  to  ap- 

Eropriate  the  money  at  the  last  tettion  haa,  I  do  rerily 
eliere,  layed  thik  nation  from  the  horrors  of  war  at 
this  moment.  France  might  bare  considered  it  as  a  war 
measure  pointed  at  her,  and  have  immediately  struck  the 
b1ow{  as,  by  the  usages  df  nations,  she  would  have  bad 
the  right  to  do.  When  two  ftations  have  difficulties  and 
collisions  with  each  other,  in  this  situation,  if  either 
commences  prepfrations  for  war,  the  other  has  the  right 
to  commence  hOitilities  immediately.  This  principle 
has  been  considered  as  the  settled  law  of  nations  in  Eu- 
rope, for  one  hundfed  and  fifty  years  past. 

The  probability  is,  that  the  French,  who  have  never 
refused  to  accept  a  challenge,  would  in  this  light  have 
considered  our  law,  had  it  passed,  and  instantly  have 
made  a  dash  at  our  exteiided,  wide-spreading,  and  im- 
mense commerce,  with  her  whole  navy. 

On  the  other  hand,  when  an  extraordinary  number  of 
our  ships  should  have  beifin  put  in  commission,  manned, 
officered,  and  sent  to  sea,  flushed  with  the  spirit  of  en- 
terprise and  panting  for  war,  would  there  not  have  been 
great  danger  that  some  of  our  young  Hotspurs  might 
have  brought  it  on  by  firing  into  a  French  vesseU  And 
one  gun  fired  on  either  side  upon  the  ships  of  the  other, 
in  tne  irritated  state  of  public  feeling,  would  have 
lighted  up  the  flames  of  war,  which  would  have  been 
seen  and  felt  all  over  this  world. 

I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that,  instead  of  standing  at  crim- 
inals at  the  bar  of  public  opinion,  and  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  proaecutmg  those  who  voted  against 
the  measure,  the^  are  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  na- 
tion, and  the  gratitude  of  the  humane,  philanthropic,  and 
religious  part  of  the  world;  The  brave  man  and  the 
soldier  equally  look  on  war  as  ah  evil,  and  the  scourge 
of  mankind.  "^ 

I  have,  Mr.  Speaker,  taken  but  one  view  of  the  im- 
policy of  the  measuret  there  are  other  and  more  impor- 
tant considerations  connected  with  this  subject,  to  which 
1  now  intend  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House.  These 
considerations  are  applicable  aa  well  to  our  relations 
with  France  last  session  as  the  present;  and,  as  we  have 
now  on  our  tables  bills  containing  avowedly  war  appro- 
priations to  the  amount  of  ten  or  fifteen  millions,  I  shall, 
in  my  vindication  of  our  conduct  last  session,  occasion- 
ally refer  to  the  present  war  measures  now  in  agitationi 
and,  in  doing  that,  I  shall  only  be  following  the  exam- 
ple set  me  by  others. 

By  the  postponement  last  session  of  all  war  prepara- 
tions, the  bill  to  pay  the  five  millions  of  dollars  passed 
into  a  law  by  the  law-making  power  of  France.  The 
payment  of  the  money  is  withheld  until  some  explanationa 
shall  be  made  by  the  President,  that,  in  his  message  to 
Congress  last  session,  he  did  not  Intend  to  impeach  tne  in- 
tegrity of  the  French  nation,  or  question  the  honor  of  the 
King.  The  President  says,  individually,  he  did  not;  but, 
like  a  technical  lawyer,  specially  demurs,  and  sajrs:  what 
I  said  was  in  my  message  to  Congreasi  it  was  noi  addressed 
to  you,  and  you  have  no  right  to  notice  it;  it  is  a  depar- 
ture in  pleading.  And  thus  the  matter  now  stands,  alike  re- 
proachful to  both  parties.  What  an  extraordinary  spec- 
tacle is  presented  for  the  world  to  look  upon  and  marvel 
at!  Two  of  the  most  powerful  antl  most  enlightened 
nations  in  the  world,  old  friends  and  allies,  about  to  spill 
each  other's  blood  in  torrents,  when  this  day  there  is 
nothing  left  to  dispute  about— nothing  between  them  but 
ministerial  etiquette,  diplomatic  jugglery,  and  special 
pleading! 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  requires  no  small  portion  of  moral 
courage  for  a  man  on  this  floor  to  speak  his  sentiments 
freely  and  independently  on  the  great  question  now  be- 
fore us.    We  are  in  the  minority  in  this  House,  which 


to  some  men  is  dishearteninr.  Our  opponents  are  flush- 
ed with  the  victories  gained  at  the  Ute  electiona  over 
the  Union.  The  majority,  with  which  we  are  surround- 
ed and  overwhelmed,  cries  aloud  for  war.  We  beard 
it  last  session  repeatedly;  and  have  heard  the  same  toc- 
sin of  alarm  and  intimidation  sounded  this  year.  It  has 
been  proclaimed  that  there  were  two  £^eat  parties  in  the 
House,  an  American  and  a  French  party;  the  patriot  and 
the  traitor;  one  ready  to  defend  and  the  other  to  betray 
and  destroy  his  country.  When  we  are  virtually  char- 
ged with  treason,  the  charge  is  received  with  shouts  of 
applause  by  a  part  of  the  members  of  this  House;  and, 
instead  of  being  the  hall  in  which  assemble  the  congre- 
gated wisdom  of  the  United  States,  it  wears  every  ap- 
pearance of  a  place  for  a  mob  to  meet.  I  will  not  be 
dispirited;  I  will  not  be  brow-beaten;  my  constituents 
shall  be  heard;  they  have  faced  the  enemy  in  the  field, 
and  I  will  face  them  here.  I  will  speak  nothing  but 
what,  if  here,  I  believe  they  would  approve.  It  be- 
comes every  man,  on  this  8n*^at  and  momentous  question 
of  peace  or  war,  to  come  out  full  and  fair;  if  for  war,  say 
so;  if  for  peace,  let  it  also  be  known.  Those  of  us  who 
are  against  war  ought  not  to  stand  back  and  be  silent, 
but  do  all  we  can  to  stop  it.  But  if  the  tilne  shall  come 
when  a  msjority  shall  declare  war,  then  opposition  ceas- 
es to  be  a  virtue,  and  all  sides  and  parties  ought  to  unite 
and  fight  it  out  like  men.  Should  any  one  then  give 
back,  denounce  him  as  a  traitor.  If  that  awful  day  of 
trial  shall  come,  and  our  foes  are  to  be  met  on  the  bat- 
tle field,  my  constituents  will  be  able  proudly  to  compare 
with  those  of  the  gentlemen  from  Massachusetts  and 
North  Carolina;  and  in  the  comparison  they  will  not 
suffer. 

My  opinion  and  advice  is,  that  we  ought  not  to  be 
hasty  and  rash  in  this  matter.  Let  us  wait,  at  least,  un- 
til towards  the  end  of  the  session,  when  we  can  hear 
from  France.  There  is  every  hope,  every  probability, 
that  the  dispute  will  be  amicably  adjusted,  and  the  money 
paid.  Dehy  laat  aesnon  effected  the  passage  of  the  bill 
to  pay  the  money  by  the  French  Chambers.  There  is 
nothing  of  real  difficulty  between  the  two  nations.  All 
the  supposed  grounds  of  quarrel  are  the  veriest  diplo- 
matic cobwebs.  The  opinion  of  the  civilized  world  is 
against  going  to  war  for  auch  a  trifle;  and  public  senti- 
ment in  a  few  months,  here  and  in  France,  and  among 
the  other  nations  of  the  earth,  may  do  a  great  deal 
towards  the  restoration  of  peace  and  harmony. 

Gentlemen  say  we  must  fight ,  or  the  national  honor  will 
be  tarnished,  and  we  shall  be  disgraced  in  the  eyes  of 
mankind.  If  I  believed  the  honor,  fame,  and  character 
of  the  republic  required  the  sacriflce  of  war  on  our  part, 
I  should  not  hesitate  a  moment.  No  honorable  man,  no 
proud,  high-minded  nation,  can  pause  one  second  be- 
tween dishonor  and  war.  But  I  do  not  believe  the 
character  of  the  American  people  will  suffer,  even  if 
we  should  not  plunge  headlong  into  this  war. 

Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  again  call  to  mind  what  this  dis- 
pute is  about,  and  not  in  high-sounding  phrases  and 
pompous  heroics,  played  off  in  thia  House,  lose  sight 
of  it.  ^     ^ 

The  insult  which  was  offered  to  our  flag,  was  ottered 
by  Bonaparte  near  thirty  years  ago.  The  American 
property  which  was  captured  on  the  high  seas  was  his 
act;  it  was  done  by  his  orders,  under  nis  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees;  and  by  his  courU  of  admiralty  were  the 
vessels  and  cargoes  condemned  and  ordered  to  be  sold. 
If  the  honor  of  the  nation  suffered,  it  suffered  then.  He 
would  make  no  atonement  for  the  insults  offered  to  us 
and  injurlea  done  to  our  property.  We  did  not  then 
think  of  war;  we  pocketed  the  insult,  and  turned  it  into 
a  money  business,  by  demanding  a  pecuniary  indemnity. 
Even  that  was  refused  by  that  protid  and  haughty  Em- 
peror.    The  like  satisfaction  was  demanded  of  his  sue* 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2407 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


2408 


II.  or  R.] 


Fortification  Sill  of  Last  Sestion. 


[Jak.  28,  1836. 


Louis  XVIII  and  Charlei  Xt  which  tbey  re- 
fiited.  Louis  Philippe,  sAer  a  lapse  of  near  thirty  years, 
has  agread  to  pay  for  the  injuries  done;  and,  because 
some  delays  have  taken  place  in  the  French  Chambers 
In  relation  to  the  appropriation  of  the  money,  we  now 
declaim  about  the  insults  originally  offered,  and  describe 
j^athetically  the  sufferings  of  our  merchants  one  or  two 
generations  ago. 

A  man  is  injured  and  outraged  in  his  person  and  prop- 
erty; he  has  two  remedies  before  him:  either  to  fight 
for  the  insult,  or  to  go  to  law,  and  demand  an  indemnity 
in  money,  commensurate  to  the  extent  of  the  injury  sus« 
tained.  '  If  he  demands  satisfaction  in  money,  he  waives 
the  other  remedy.  It  is  in  rain  to  talk  about  honor  aAer- 
wards,  in  thst  affair.  '  But  suppose  we  carry  the  com- 
parison and  parellel  still  further.  Suppose  the  original 
offender  should  die;  an  executor  is  appointed,  and  he 
dies;  and  then  an  administrator  de  bonis  nan  is  appointed, 
who  gives  his  bond  for  the  money,  but  does  not  imme- 
diately pay  at  the  day  appointed:  is  it  an  insult  if  any 
delay  takes  placed  Certainly  not.  If  my  debtor  owes 
me,  and  is  able  to  pay,  and  still  delays  payment,  whose 
character  suffers  in  the  transaction,  his  or  mine?  Most 
assuredly,  his. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  endeavored  to  show  that,  in  the 
purauit  of  the  demand  against  France,  it  has  become  a 
moneyed  affair  altogether.  If  I  have  been  to  any  extent 
successful  in  establishing  the  position  assumed,  the  next 
point  of  inquiry  will  be,  is  it  worth  while  to  resort  to  the 
desperate  remedy  of  a  wager  of  battle  to  recover  the 
amount  admitted  to  be  due?  I  pause,  and  ask  the  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  aide,  if  they  have  any  expectation 
«f  getting  the  money  if  they  go  to  war?  Candor  will 
compel  them  to  acknowledge  that  they  have  none.  It 
18  an  admitted  principle,  that  a  war  for  the  money  annuls 
the  treaty;  and  some  even  contend  that  it  imposes  on 
the  United  States  an  obligation  to  pay  the  amount  to  the 
respective  claimants.  Should  the  claim  thus  be  de- 
stroyed by  war,  then  what  are  we  to  fight  for?  Some 
will  say,  honor.  I  say,  revenge,  and  nothing  else,  unless 
ihere  be  in  this  war  crusade  a  desire  to  gratify  the  feel- 
ings and  appease  the  rage  of  one  man. 

But,  suppose  the  war  we  sre  about  to  engage  in  will 
not  abrogate  the  treaty,  and  release  France  from  her 
obligation  to  pay  the  money:  can  we  enforce  payment 
by  arms?  Of  that  there  is  not  the  remotest  probability. 
Prance  has  no  territory  for  us  to  invade  and  conquer. 
It  would  be  worse  than  folly— nay,  Quixotic  madness — 
to  believe  we  could  invade  the  dominions  of  France. 
On  our  part,  it  must  be  a  war  on  the  ocean  altogether. 
Who  will  win  most  Isurels  there  none  can  tell.  When 
men  equally  brave,  and  equally  matched,  meet  in  battle, 
victory  is  in  the  haitds  of  the  Almighty  alone. 

Our  navy,  including  vessels  of  all  descriptions,  amounts 
only  to  fifty-two  ships  of  war;  the  French  have  about 
.two  hundred  and  eighty-four.  Our  navy,  notwithstand- 
ing the  heavy  annual  appropriations  for  that  Department, 
is  wretchedly  out  of  repair.  What  is  the  condition  of 
that  of  France?  I  know  not,  except  report  snys  it  is  in 
line  order.  Of  success  on  the  sea  we  ought  not  to  be 
sanguine.  Count  the  item  of  expense  in  blood  and 
treasure,  and  it  will  be  enormous — not  less,  in  three 
years,  (if  the  war  should  last  so  long,  and  none  can  tell 
when  it  v,i\\  terminate,)  than  one  hundred  millions  of 
dollars  and  tlie  lives  of  fifty  thousand  men.  The  revenue, 
from  all  sources,  will  be  measurably  dried  up;  and  taxes, 
direct  and  indirect,  excises,  and  loans,  will  follow,  with 
all  their  trsin  of  evils,  vexations,  and  oppressions.  None 
can  recount  the  calamities  of  wsr,  nor  can  I  describe 
.them.  Our  exports  and  imports  will  sverage,  annually, 
two  hundred  and  dfiy  mil 'ions  of  dollars.  Not  less  than 
one  thousand  veasels  besides  sre  engaged  in  the  fisheries, 
the  sealing  business,  and  other  adventures.     The  injury 


this  ^eat  commerce  will  austian  will  be  enormous;  ia 
fsct.  It  will  be  literally  swept  from  the  seas.  France  has 
the  largest  nav^,  and  can  do  our  commerce  most  in- 
jury; and  especially  as  her  commerce  is  comparatively 
nothing.  All  the  daring  spirits  of  the  world,  who  wish 
to  privateer,  will  hoist  French  colors;  because  we  have 
most  commerce,  and  it  will  be  more  exposed  on  account 
of  its  extension  and  want  of  protection.  What  will  be 
the  deplorable  situation  of  the  South?  Her  whole  crop 
is  eotton;  the  exports  of  thst  staple  form  more  than  one 
half  of  our  whole  export  trade.  Scarcely  a  bale  will  be 
able  to  ciroas  the  ocean  for  market;  and  even  the  cotton 
which  will  finally  get  there  will  have  ao  heavy  an  insu- 
rance to  pay,  as  ultimately  to  yield  little  or  nothing  to  the 
grower  of  the  article.  The  cotton  lands  of  Mississippi, 
Alabama,^  and  Louisiana,  have  just  been  brought  into 
market;  the  owners  are  now  opening  and  preparing 
them  for  cultivation;  men  have  gone  largely  in  debt  for 
lands,  negroes,  and  stock;  heavy  anticipations  hsve  been 
made  on  the  growing  crop  and  the  crop  to  t>e  planted 
the  ensuing  season.  Should  this  nation  unfortunately  be 
hurried  into  a  war,  all  these  men  are  ruined;  they  are 
generally  voung,  enterprising  men,  who  need,  at  this 
moment,  tne  fostering  care  and  protection  of  Govern- 
ment. Kentucky  is  a  grain-growing  and  stock-raising 
State;  ahe  depends  on  the  cotton  planters  in  the  South 
to  buy  her  grain,  produce,  and  stock;  she  has  scarcely 
any  other  market.  At  this  time  her  agriculture  is  pros- 
perous, her  prices  are  good  and  fair,  the  hum  of  busi- 
ness is  every  where  heard,  and  the  bustle  of  industry  is 
to  be  seen  all  over  the  land.  A  war  prostratea  every 
thing.  Place  the  nation  in  a  aituation  that  cotton  can- 
not oe  transported  across  the  ocean,  the  cotton  planter 
cannot  buy;  the  stock  and  products  of  Kentucky  fiill,  in 
price,  to  little  or  nothing.  The  expense  of  Govern- 
ment, and  individual  sscrifices  of  life  snd  property,  will 
be  enormous,  and  almost  incslculable. 

This  is  not  the  only  point  of  view  in  which  I  look  at 
thia  question:  there  are  yet  other  considerationa  of  high 
and  deep  import.  France  is  our  oldest  ally,  firmest  and 
best  friend,  among  the  nationa  of  the  earth.  When  we 
were  in  the  midst  of  our  revolutionary  struggle,  and 
our  fate  seemed  to  hang  on  a  thread;  when  the  fleets  of 
Great  Britain  covered  the  ocean  and  her  armies  our  land, 
aided  by  the  Powers  of  Germany;  we  were  then  in  our 
infancy,  few  in  number,  and  destitute  of  every  thing 
but  real  patriotism;  our  armies  had  been  defeated,  and 
we  were  retreating  before  the  victorious  enemy;  sU 
foreign  Powers  refused  to  assist  us,  save  one.  None 
here  will  inquire  what  foreign  Power  was  that.  The 
world  knows  that  was  France;  her  young  men,  with 
Lafayette  at  their  head,  poured  into  America,  and  help- 
ed to  fight  our  battles;  the  colors  of  the  two  nation^ 
ranged  on  the  ssme  side,  floated  in  the  air  tog<;ther;  and 
many  a  noble  Frenchman  died  in  our  cause,  fighting  for 
us,  and  winning  the  liberty  we  now  enjoy,  nominally, 
at  least. 

In  the  assistsnce  which  Frsnce  rendered  to  the  United 
States  during  the  revolutionary  war,  and  until  peace 
was  made  by  her  with  Great  Britain,  her  losses  and  sac- 
rifices, in  men,  ahips,  and  money,  were  imm^ense. 
Thousands  of  lives  were  lost,  and  hundreds  of  millions 
were  expended;  and,  for  all  these  losses,  sacrifices,  and 
disbursements,  she  never  charged  one  cent.  And  now, 
after  all  that,  shall  we  go  to  war  with  that  nation  for 
four  millions  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars?  Gentle- 
men may  say,  what  will  you,  then,  do?  I  say,  repeal 
the  laws  we  passed  in  compliance  with  the  treaty  oo 
our  part;  and,  if  that  will  not  do,  I  would  go  further-*I 
would  impose  additional  duties  upon  her  wines,  silks, 
and  brandies;  we  can  obtain  the  same  articles  elsewhere. 
1  have  no  doubt  these  commercial  regulations  would 
effect  the  desired  object.    There  is  yet  another  con- 
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tideration  why  a  wtr  with  France  is  to  be  deprecated. 
One  of  the  Statei  in  thU  T7n1on  once  belonged  to  France; 
tti  population  is  principally  French.  Suppose  a  French 
army  were  to  invade  that  State  and  occupy  it?  the  whole 
valley  of  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  is  shut  -out  from  all 
direct  communication  with  the  residue  of  the  world: 
situated  as  that  country  is,  it  would  take  a  creat  deal  of 
hard  fighting  to  dislodge  them.  1  beg  gentlemen  not  to 
be  precipitated  either  into  war  or  war  measures;  for 
there  is  no  real  difference  between  them,  as  war  meas- 
ares  will  lead  to  war  itself.  The  most  disastrous  battle 
that  was  ever  fought  in  Kentucky  was  that  of  the  Blue 
Licks,  August  19,  1781;  that  was  brought  on  prema- 
turely by  the  bravadoes  of  one  man.  The  Indians  were 
on  the  north  side  of  Licking  river;  one  detachment  of 
the  Kentuckians  was  on  the  south,  waiting  for  the  main 
hody  to  come  up,  which  was  under  General  Logan. 
The  Indians  showed  a  few  warriors  on  the  north.  This 
man  insisted  upon  crossing  the  river  and  pursuing  them; 
he  was  admonished  that  there  whole  force  was  im- 
mediately on  the  other  side,  in  ambush,  ready  for  the 
combat,  and  that  it  was  ad?isabie  to  wait  until  the  main 
army  came  up.  The  roan,  who  was  a  Major  McGary, 
spurred  his  horse,  dashed  into  the  river,  called  on  all 
brave  men  to  follow  him,  and  declared  that  none  would 
stay  behind  but  cowards.  This  conduct  induced  all  to 
follow  him.  The  ambuscade  was  sprung,  the  detach- 
ment was  defeated,  and  nearly  all  cut  off  save  McOary 
himself.  The  men  who  followed  had  the  physical 
courage  to  die,  but  not  the  moral  courage  to  bear  the 
imputation  of  cowardice,  and  that  from  a  man  who,  at 
the  sequel  proved,  was  peculiarly  careful  of  bis  own  life. 

It  is  not  the  man  of  words  and  boasting  that  is  the 
brave  man,  that  fights  hardest,  and  is  soon^t  to  sacrl. 
flee  his  life  in  his  country's  cause;  to  that  roan  "  it  is  not 
sweet  to  die  for  his  country."  We  are  informed  that 
France  has  assembled  a  large  navy  in  the  West  Indies, 
and  will  shortly  either  insult  our  flag  or  make  a  descent 
on  our  coast.  I  do  not  believe  that  either  event  will 
take  place;  however,  the  moment  France  shall  add 
insult  to  the  injustice  of  the  delay  of  payment,  then  it 
becomes  an  affair  of  honor,  and  our  reputation  will  be 
Injured  by  submitting  to  it.  When  that  event  shall 
arrive,  I  will  then  agree  with  gentlemen  to  go  to  war. 

I  recollect  to  have  once  read,  when,  upon  a  wager  of 
battle,  one  of  the  combatants,  after  he  got  into  the  ring, 
declined  the  combat;  the  other  vauntingly  called  him  a 
coward— ^he  resented  it — and  swore  he  lied — ^and  said,  I 
did  not  fight  you  at  first  because  I  had  no  cause  of  quar- 
rel, but  now  I.will  fight  you,  for  the  present  insult,  to  the 
death.   He  made  good  his  words,  and  slew  his  adversary. 

We  are  told  that  France  requires  us  to  make  an 
apology  before  she  will  pay  the  money.  I  am  against 
any  apology.  I  would  not  degrade  the  nation  so  low 
for  one  hundred  millions;  nay,  no  sum  could  buy  me  to 
consent  to  an  apology.  To  apologize  for  the  insult  of 
demanding  what  France  agreed  to  pay,  is  absurd  and 
preposterous;  and  to  apologize  for  the  message  of  the 
President  to  Congress,  is  equally  inadmissible.  It  was 
not  spoken  in  our  national  character,  in  our  exterior  and 
foreign  relations.     France  had  no  right  to  notice  it. 

It  is  worthy  of  a  passing  remark  to  inquire,  to  whom 
are  those  four  millions  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars 
Jo  be  paid?  To  our  own  citizens,  nominally,  I  know; 
but,  in  reality,  four  fifths  of  it  will  go  to  the  insurance 
offices  in  Great  Britain,  stockjobbers,  and  speculators. 
The  vessels  captured  by  the  French  were  principally 
engaged  in  the  carrying  Britiah  goods  into  the  ports  of 
F«urope,  in  contravention  to  the  Berlin  and  Milan  de- 
crees. The  presumption  isi  that  policies  of  insurance 
were  effected  on  the  vessels  and  cargoes  in  London. 

I  have  remarked,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  believed  that 
this  resolution  was  got  up  for  effect  in  the  canvass  now 


going  on  for  the  next  President;  and  that  I  believed  that 
this  war  and  war  panic  are  intended  for  the  same  unholy 
purpose. 

It  has  been  visible  to  the  whole  Aoierican  people  for 
some  years  past,  thAt  General  Jackson  has  been,  and  is 
now,  ambitious  of  designating  his  4)fficial  successor;  and 
that  all  his  power,  influence,  and  patronage,  have  been 
directed  to  the  elevation  of  his  liivorile,  whoie  only  rec- 
ommendation is  his  servility,  sycophancy,  and  abject 
flattery  of  the  President;  one  who  weeps  when  he 
frowns,  and  laughs  aloud  when  he  smiles;  and  who  has 
no  merit  but  what  is  reflected  on  him  from  General 
Jackson.  Like  the  moon,  he  shines  by  a  borrowed  light 
altogether. 

War,  or  even  the  preparation  for  war,  with  the  pat- 
ronage connected  with  it  and  growing  out  of  such  a 
state  of  things,  give  an  immense  additional  power  to  the 
Executive.  Suppose,  instead  of  disbursing  twenty 
millions  next  year,  which  will  be  about  a  fair  peace  ex- 
penditure, we  are  plunged  into  a  war;  or,  under  a  war 
panic,  we  disburse  forty  or  fifty  millions.  The  addition- 
al expenditure  of  twenty  or  thirty  millions  will  enable 
the  office-holders's  party  to  influence  and  control,  in  the 
approaching  elections,  three  hundred  thousand  votes; 
and  all  this  to  be  done  for  the  glorious  purpose  of  con- 
tinuing, for  eight  years  longer,  the  power  of  the  present 
party  which  is  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 

This  view  of  the  subject  is  further  verified  by  the 
fact  that  there  are  bills  on  the  table  to  expend  near  five 
millions  on  fortifications  for  the  ensuing  year,  not  one  of 
which  can  be  finished  time  enough  to  answer  the  pur- 
poses of  defence,  if  we  should  shortly  get  into  a  war. 
One  of  the  bills  contains  appropriations  of  about  two  and 
a  half  millions  for  forts  not  yet  begun^nay,  even  the 
sites  are  not  selected.  We  know  that  these  new  forts 
cannot  be  finished  in  time;  and  the  commencing  of 
them  will,  if  we  have  war,  only  invite  the  enemy  to  land 
and  destroy  the  materials  as  fast  as  they  are  collected  to 
erect  the  lorts.  This  last  new  fortification  bill  awakens 
in  me  a  kind  of  suspicion  that  the  administration  party 
does  not  expect  war;  but  wishes,  with  war  preparations, 
war  patronage,  and  war  appropriations,  to  carry  the 
election  in  favor  of  the  pet  of  General  Jackson:  which 
may  God,  in  his  mercies  manifested  towards  this  afliicted 
land,  prevent.  Who  are  the  candidates  before  the  peo- 
ple, and  who  are  intended  to  be  affected  by  this  resolu  | 
tion^  White,  Webster,  Van  Buren,  and  Harrison.  Har« 
rison,  Webster,  and  White,  are  men  whose  deeda  will 
live  after  them;  and  whose  meroory  will  be  handed  down 
to  after  generations  yet  unborn*  Their  actions  are  of  a 
kind  to  be  claimed  by  the  nation  as  public  property,  and 
as  identified  with  their  country's  honor  and  glory.  Lit- 
tle Van  has  nothing  to  boaat,  except  «the  honor  of  serj 
ving  under  such  a  chief  as  General  Jackson.'' 

Van  Buren  claims  the  presidency  as  a  paternal  eatata 
by  descent;  he  arrojcates  to  himself,  by  a  magical  kind  of 
inheritance,  the  glories  achieved  by  Jackson  in  the  late 
war.  The  party  cannot  meet  to  do  any  thing  for  him» 
unless  it  be  on  the  8th  of  January,  the  day  when  the 
western  hunters  won  the  victory  at  Orleans.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  most  calculated  to  excite  our  laughter, 
or  indignation  and  contenipt,  at  seeing  the  glory  obtained 
on  that  day  transferred  from  the  West  to  New  York— a 
State,  during  our  revolutionary  war,  only  famed  for  to* 
ries. 

Is  there  any  scene  in  this  world  so  ridiculous  at  to  see 
Van  Buren's  friends  place  him  before  the  people  as  the 
war-party  candidate,  and  denounce  Harrison  and  his 
friends  as  pusilhimroous,  cowardly,  and  ready  to  betray 
their  country — Harrison,  who  spent  his  youth,  hia  man- 
hood, and  the  prime  of  his  life,  in  camps  and  In  battles, 
m  fire  and  smoke,  combating  in  his  countrv's  cause?  As 
for  Van  Buren,  he  never  smelt  gunpowder  in  bis  life. 
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Many  a  bloody  field  can  attest  Harriion'g  achievementi , 
and  emblazon  hit  fame  and  fflory  abroad.    Kentucky  has , 
won  laurels  with  him  and  under  him;  he  always  did  her . 
brave  son^  livingr  or  dead,  justice  in  the  field  and  Justice 
in  his  reports  to  the  War  Department.    In  this  approach- . 
iDf  election  the  world  will  bear  witness  that  Kentucky, 
amongst  her  other  great  virtues,  boasts  the  proud  one  of 
gratitude.    I  know  that  one  of  her  sons,  in  whom  she  is 
well  pleased,  has  been  selected  to  run  on  the  Van  Bu- . 
ren  ticket  for  Vice  President.    This  is  a  New  York  ma- 
noeuvre*, it  is  sop  to  Jowler.    Kentucky  will  not  bite  at 
the  bait.     We  would  delight  to  do  honor  to  the  candi- 
date for  Vice  President;  he  has  also  won  his  fame  in 
deeds  of  noble  daring;  but  he  must  recollect  that  if  a 
man  marries  a  woman  below  him  in  the  grades  of  society, 
he  elevates  her  to  his  level:  if  ^boye  him,  he  brings  her 
down  to  his  own  caste.     So  is  the  fat<e  of  the  candidate 
for  Vice  President.    Tl)e  candidate  for  President  on  the 
same  ticket  regulates  the  votes  altogether. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  said  that  those 
who  voted  against  the  appropriation  of  the  three  millions 
last  session  had  but  one  step  more  to.tske,  and  that  was 
to  open  the  doors  of  the  Capitol  to  the  enemy,  and  then 
join  them;  that  he  was  prouder  of  his  vote  last  session  in 
favor  of  the  appropriation  than  any  ac.t  of  his  whole  life. 
How  flaminff  is  the  zeal  of  the  neyf  convert.  He  was 
Secretary  or  State  eight  years  during  the  administration 
of  Mr.  Monroe,  and  was  four  years  President  himself; 
during  all  which  time  the  French  refused  to  indemnify 
us  for  our  losses,  and  yet  then  he  was  not  so  full  of  fight. 
I  recollect  in  the  play  of  Cato,  when  he  called  his  little 
Senate  together  at  Utica,  just  as  Cxsar  was  marching  on 
the  city,  the  fury  and  impetuous  zeal  of  Sempronius; 
how  he  exclaimed — 

"  My  Toice  is  stiU  for  war. 
Godsl  can  a  Roman  Senate  long  debate 
Which  of  the  two  to  choose,  slarery  or  death! 
No,  let  us  rise  at  once,  gird  on  oar  swords, 
And,  at  the  head  of  our  remaining  troops, 
Attack  the  foe,  break  through  the  tfaica  array 
Of  his  throng'd  legions,  and  charge  home  upon  him. 
Perhaps  some  arm,  more  lucky  tun  the  rest, 
May  reach  his  heart,  and  fiee  the  world  from  bondage." 
And  how  Lucius  modestly  replied— 

,  "  My  thooghts,  I  must  confess,  are  tamed  on  peace." 
I  also  well  recollect  the  sequel,  and  I  beg  the  House 
to  mark  it,  and  I  hope  it  will  somewhat  attract  the  atten- 
tion of  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts: 
Sempronius  deserted  to  Cssar  the  next  night,  and  Lu- 
cius remained  with  Cato,  and  fought  it  out  like  a  man. 
This  same  Sempronius  whispered  to  Cato  to  beware  of 
Lucius— that  he  was  a  traitor. 

Who  are  the  men  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
has  attacked  in  his  resolution'  Whom  has  he  abused  in 
his  speech,  and  whom  has  he  denounced  as  traitors?  for 
I  disdain  to  notice  his  pitiful  subterfuge,  by  saving  he 
meant  no  one-*it  was  only  a  personification— a  figure  of 
apeech.  They  were  his  old  friends  and  political  sup- 
porters, who  stood  by  him  in  former  times,  and  faced  the 
battle  and  the  breeze;  who,  on  account  of  their  sup- 
porting him,  have  been  proscribed  by  the  Government 
and  party  in  power,  and  are  now  in  a  state  of  exile  as  it 
respects  their  own  Government  and  the  administration 
thereof;  they  are  an  abused  and  vilified  set  of  men;  their 
only  fault,  endeavoring  to  sustain  him.  In  this  situation, 
what  a  deplorable  spectacle  does  the  gentleman  exhibit: 
the  very  man  for  whom  they  are  now  suffering  has  turned 
against  them,  and  joined  the  ranks  of  their  enemies;  has 
become  their  fiercest  assailant,  most  inexorable  foe;  dr^ 
ving  them  to  the  wall,  and  then  attempting  to  pin  tbem 
up  against  it.  How  base  the  treachery,  how  black  the 
ingratitude,  and,  at  the  same  time,  how  merancholy  the 
sight,  to  see  an  old  man,  wi\b  the  frost  of  seventy  winters 


on  his  head,  pushed  on  by  a  blind  ambition  and  love  of 
oflSce,.  or  rather  the  emoluments  of  office,  thus  to  proa* 
trate  and  degrade  himself,  and  forever  blast  the  reputa- 
tion acquired  by  fifty  years  of  honorable  public  service! 

When  I  recollect  how,  in  1838,  in  the  contest  for 
President  between  the  honorable  srentleman  and  General 
Jackson,  I  labored  ip  his  cause,  rode  over  Kentucky,  and 
addressed  the  people  for  hours  together,  with  what  in- 
dignation am  I  fired  at  his  conduct  now!  In  a  spirit  of 
true  repentance  do  1  declare,  that  if  God  will  forgive  me 
for  what  I  then  did,  I  promise  never  to  do  the  fike  again. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  savs  we  (meaning 
himself  and  others)  have  been  accused  of  man-worship — 
alluding  to  his  worshipping  General  Jackson.  1  do  not 
believe  that  any  gentleman  ever  accused  him  of  such  de- 
votion to  any  man  or  friend  in  the  world  as  to  amount  to 
man-worship.  Czsar,  .Bonaparte,  and  Washington, 
were  said  never  to  forget  a  favor  or  desert  a  friend:  if 
any  person  has  ever  cl)arged  the  gentleman  with  that 
quality  of  the  heart,  I  never  heard  it.  I  expect  it  is  not 
roan  the  gentleman  worships:  it  is  office  and  its  emol- 
uments. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  said  there  were 
two  parties— the  democracy  and  the  aristocracy  of  the 
country;  and  that  the  battle  had  to  be  fought  between 
tbem  one  day  or  another,  and  he  was  willing  to  engage 
in  the  rotundo  of  the  Capitol.  These  remarks  seemed 
to  me  to  have  a  direct  allusion  to  the  Senate.  It  is  cer- 
tainly unparliamentary  to  use  such  language.  Would 
the  gentleman  wtah  to  engage  in  a  conflict  with  two 
hundred  and  forty  young  men  against  forty-eight  old 
ones?    I  hope  not. 

The  Senate  has  been  alluded  to  in  very  abusive  terms 
by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts.  What  has 
wrought  this  wonderful  change  in  his  opinion  of  that 
body,  here  of  late,  I  cannot  imagine.  Last  summer  was 
a  year,  when  he  was  invited  to  participate  in  a  public 
dinner  given  to  the  Senators  of  Massachusetts;  the  an- 
swer of  that  gentleman,  and  his  toast,  read  in  these 
words: 

•*  QuiircT,  July  29,  1834. 

"Sir:  I  have  received  your  obliging  invitation,  in  be- 
half of  the  whigs  of  Salem,  of  my  attendance  at  a  dinner 
to  be  given  to  the  Senators  of  the  Commonwealth  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  Cordially  approving 
the  conduct  of  those  eminent  citizens,  io  the  station  as- 
signed to  them  by  the  confidence  of  their  constituents, 
I  regret  that  my  engsgements  will  deprive  roe  of  the 
pleasure  of  joining  with  you  in  the  festivity  by  which 
you  propose  to  signalize  your  approbation  of  the  firm- 
ness and  ability  with  which  they  have  diacharged  the 
trust  committed  to  them.  Of  the  importance  of  the 
services  rendered  by  them  to  our  common  country.  In 
the  trying  emergencies  which  mark  the  present  era  of 
our  history,  I  entertain  the  liveliest  sense.  It  is  in  the 
Senate  of  the  confederated  nation,  (and  I  regret  to  t>e 
obliged,  from  the  deepest  conviction,  to  add,  in  the 
Senate  alone,)  that  the  friends  of  our  Union,  and  of  its 
free,  republican  institutions,  can  find  a  solid  foundation 
for  the  clieering  hope  that  they  will  be  preserved  and 
redeemed  from  the  imposture  of  pretended  reform, 
from  the  frenzy*of  senseless  experiments,  and  from  the 
rspacitjr  of  executive  usurpations. 

"With  this  impression,  1  tender  to  the  whigs  of  Sa- 
lem, with  my  thanks  for  their  friendly  invitation,  the 
following  sentiment: 

"  •  The  constitutional  ekeek  of  the  Senate,  fearlessly 
and  faithfully  applied  to  the  executive  aimpU  maekme.' 
"And  remain,  very  respectfully, 

"  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

"JOHN  QUINCY  ADAMS. 

"LivsuTT  Saltoztstail,  Esq.,  Salem,** 
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The  Senate,  late  on  the  ntght  of  the  last  lession  of 
Confess,  sent  a  polite  note  or  reeolution  id  this  House, 
apprizing  it  of  the  result  of  the  agreement  of  the  con- 
feree!, and  inviting  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject.  This,  the  g^entleman  says,  was  a  'gross  insult 
to  this  House;  and,  if  thtfre  had  been  time,  he  would 
'  have  lufked  of  the  House  to  have  sent  him  with  the  res- 
olutiom  hack  to  the  Senate,  and,  if  he  had  taken  it 
there,  he  would  hare  thrown  it  on  the  floor  with  inef- 
fable tdntempti  (accompanying  that  expression  with  a 
remarkable  contortion  of  his  body,  by  squatting,  and 
then  JunAping  up  with  a  jerk,  and  a  violent  mclination  of 
the  bb<)y  to  the  left)  How  ridiculous  would  such  be- 
haviour have  have  been  in  a  gentleman  of  his  age  and 
standing!  and  with  what  pity  would  that  dignified  body 
have  witnessed  the  impotient  rage  of  an  old  man  display- 
ing such  fantastic  antics! 

Mr:  Speaker,  when  we  take  a  view  of  the  present 
condition  of  the  United  States,  there  is  ^very  tiling  to 
deplore^  find  nothing  to  console  us.  We  appropriate 
every  year  millions  upon  millions  for  dif'  -navy,  'and  it 
has  ffone  to  decay;  scarcely  a  vessel  fit  for 'service. 
We  have  appropriated  since  the  last'war  about  fourteen 
millions  for  fortifications;  thev  are  now  in  a  state  of 
wretched  dilapidation,  but  raw  guns  mounted,  and 
generally  unmanned.  No  entm  in  our  army,  as  our 
Ute  disasters  in  Florida  bear  mmncholy  testimony:  no 
spirit  and  love  of  enterpHs^  in  the  officers.  While  the 
war  is  raging  in  Florida  trith  aH  its  horrors,  and  in  its 
most  frightful  forms,  knd  we  are  in  the  dailv  expecta- 
tion of  a  war  with  Frande,  what  do  we  behold  here,  in 
thia  city,  and  in  thia  hall>  Day  after  day  are  we  impor- 
tuned to  surrender  this  chamber  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department' of  War,  to  deliver  a  lecture  on.  history;  I 
suppose  (he  ancient  history  of  the  Assyrians,  Babylo- 
niansy  Egyptians,  Persians,  Carthaginians,  and  Gre- 
cians. Instead  of  studying  the  plans  of  campaigns, 
marches,  and  battles,  he  is  poring  over  the  history  of 
nations  Iv^enty-five  hundred  years  gone  by.  The  gen- 
eral-in-chief  of  our  army  is  president  of  the  assembly 
halM,  as  our  daily  papers  tell  us,  and,  report  says,  night 
after  night  waltzing  with  little  misses  in  their  t6ens$ 
and,  when  not  at  that,  writing  miserable  plays  fui'  the 
stage.  There  is  no  laudable  spirit  of  enterprise  and 
emulation  in  the  army,  navy,  or  any  part  of  the  public 
service.  Why  this  state  of  things?  Because*  promotion 
to  office  does  not  now  depend  on  merit,  but  by  bowing, 
fawning,  and  cringing,  in  the  palace;  for  all  power  is 
there.  When  the  chief  there  frowns,  and  stamps  hia 
foot,  the  whole  menial  pack  fear  and  tremble.  We  are 
thrown  upon  evil  and  degenerate  tiihes:  our  Govern- 
ment has  every  symptom  of  a  speedy  dissolution. 

When  the  gentleman  frohi  Massachusetts  charged' 
treason  upon  a  part  of  this  House,  the  majority  huzzaed, 
clapped  their  hands,  and  shouted,  enacting  just  such 
scenes  as  took  place  in^  th^  convention  during  the  Jaco- 
binical times  of  the  reign  or  terror,  in  the  days  of  Marat 
and  Robespierre.  When  a  man'  was  denounced  in  the 
House  by  either  of  those  blood-thirsty  tyraiitsi  the  mem- 
bers of  the  convention  applauded  in  a  tumultuous  man- 
ner, and  immediately  voted  'th6  arrest  of  the  iiiembet 
denounced,  however  ihnocent;  before  night  the  guillo- 
tine received  its  victim,  and  he  was  numbered  with  the 
dead. 

The  storms  of  misfortune  and  adversity  have  beeti 
threatening  us  frbm  every  quarter — east,  west,  north, 
and  south.  They  have  gathered  over  our  heads,  and 
threaten  every  moment  tt>  burst  upon  us,  and  destroy 
our  liberties  forever^  I  put  my  hope  and  trust  in  God, 
who  has  saved  us  In  all  our  trials  and  difficulties  hereto- 
fore, that  he  will  vet  preserve  us  free  and  independent, 
and  dispel  the  clouds  now  lowering  over  us;  and  that 
he  will  give  us  once  more  a  clear,  serene,  political  sky. 


When  Mr.  Habsjv  had  taken  hia  seat- 
Mr.  EVANS  rose  and  addressed  the  House.  He  was 
very  glad,  he  said,  after  several  unsuccessful  efforts,  at 
length  to  have  been  recognised  hy  the  Speaker.  It 
woiild'haire  beeii  much  mpre  agreeable  to  him  to  have 
said  several  days  ago'  what  he  how  proposed  to  say 
upon  the  subject  under  discussion;  but  all  hii  attempts 
to  obtain  the  fioor  had  been  fruitless.  Indeed,  he  had 
begun  to  feaf*  tliat  he  should' fail  altogether,  for  he  had 
perceived  evident  indtcatidna  that  this  debate  was  not 
much  longer  to  be  permitted.  He  warned  his  fVi^nds, 
who  had  a  wish  to  be  $eard^  that  the  time  allotted  to 
them  was  short!  and  he  apprized  the  majority  6f  the 
House,  such  at  least  as  did  not  ahready  know  it,  that 
they  would  soon  be  called  upon  to  Wield  that  conveni- 
ent instrument  for  suppressing  freedom  of  debate,  now 
so  frequently  resorted  to— the  previous  cjuestton — ^to  ar- 
rest the  further  discussion  of  the  topics  involved  in  the 
resolution.  He  availed  himself,  therefore,  while  he 
could,  of  the  opportunity  to  submit  a  few  remarks  up6n 


days,  (said  U        -,       . 

ever  range  it  may  take,  or  whatiever  space  fill,  had  an 
exceedingly  humble  origin.    It  sprung,  ostensibly  at 
least,  from  an  inconsiderable  paraf^ph  in  prte  of  the 
newspapers  6t  the  city,  which  an  honorable  member 
from  New  tork  [Mr.  CAXBBBLBirel  deemed  of  suffi- 
cient consequence,  as  it  related  to  himself  personally, 
to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  House.    The  charge, 
which  he  conceived  to  be  made  against  himself,  was  by  na 
meAhs  a  new  one;  and  the  repetition  of  it,  at  this  time, 
would  scarcely  have  attracted  any  additional  notice,  if 
the  honorable  member  had  not  deemed  if  suitlible  to  in- 
vest it  with  some  ilBpoftance.  an4  to  found  lipin  it  the 
novel  m'ejuure  proposed  by  the  honorable'  mover  of  this 
resolution.    The  important  measures  for  the  interest 
and  welfare  of  the  whole  country,  which  are  required 
at  our  hands,  must  stand  still;  the  embargo,  which  we 
have  been  so  fre<|uently  told  hangs  over  the  great  com- 
mercial city  which  he  represents,  must  continue  yet 
longer;   public  and   private  business  both  must  give 
place,  in  order  that  the  honorable  member,  upon  whose 
Atlantean   shoulders  the  'Government ' see^ins  to  rest, 
might  have  the  ppportunity  of  attempting  to  free  him- 
self from  charges  neither  new  in  themselves  nor  sup- 
ported by  new  evidence,  and  now  put  forth  in  a  paper 
.  which  he  affects  to  hold  in  great  contempt.    The  gen- 
tleman has  been  indulged  with  the  opportunity  which 
be 'sought;  and  with  what  success  he  has  met  it  the 
House  have  witnessed.     Such,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  appa- 
rently the  origin  of  the  weighty  matters  we  are  consid- 
ering.    I  was  one  oT  those  who  voted  with  the  majority, 
thereby  separating  from  most  of  those  with  whom  I  usually 
act)  in  giving  permission  to  the  honorable  member  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adaxs]  to  introduce  this  resolution. 
I  did  so  with  the  distinct  perception  that  the  resolution 
had  been  previously  prepared,  and' was  offered  in  close 
connexion  with,  and  founded  upon,  the  remarks  of  the 
member  from  New  York;  and  1  thought  I  could  not  be 
mistaken  in  the  belief  that  it  was  a  matter  arranged  and 
concerted  between  the  honorable  gentlemen.     I  could 
not,  therefbre,  be  in  doubt  as  to  the  object  of  the  gen- 
tleman, nor  as  to  the  character  of  the  report  which 
might  eman&te  fr66i' the  .select  committee  contempla- 
ted in  the  resolution,  should  one  be  appointed.     I  knew 
it  was  an  object  I  could  not  approve,  and*  that  it  would 
be'  a  report  which  would  not  have  my  concurrence. 
Nevertheless,  I  voted  to  admit  the  gentleman's  proposi- 
tion; useless  though  it  was— extraordinary  though  it 
was.     Idid  so,  simply  because  1  would  notf  be  seen 
shrinking,  or  in  a  position  which  might  be  represented 


Digitized  by 


Google 


.2416 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


2416 


H.  or  R.] 


Ibriifieaiion  BiUofLaat  Seuion. 


[Jav.  28,  l8o6. 


M  shrinkingi  from  such  a  discussion  or  investigation  at  I 
perceived  to  be  challenged.  Gentleopen  may  have  it, 
so  far  as  my  consent  goes,  just  so  long  as  they  desire  it. 
I^et  me  not  be  understood,  however,  for  a  moment,  as 
intimating  that  the  minority  on  that  occasion,  who  voted 
against  the  introduction  of  this  resolution,  are  to  be  sup- 
posed, in  the  smallest  degree,  or  under  any  circumstan- 
ces,  capable  of  shinking  from  any  discussion  or  inquiry 
suitable  to  be  entertained.  T  doubt  not,  sir,  their  mo- 
tives were  far  higher,  and  will  commend  themselves 
much  more  to  the  approbation  of  the  country  than  will 
the  purposes  had  in  view  by  those  who  have  sought  this 
discussion.  Sincerely  desirous  of  promoting  the  public 
business,  and  seeing  the  utter  uselessness,  and  worse 
than  uselessness,  of  such  a  proceeding,  they  were  ready 
to  do  their  duty  to  the  country,  regardless  of  all  impu- 
tations which  might  be  cast  upon  them,  and  every  mis- 
representation of  their  motives.  Such  sentiments  were 
highly  honorable  to  my  friends,  and  I  feel  the  force  of 
them  fully.  But  at  the  same  time,  sir,  I  could  not  but 
perceive  the  position  in  which  we  were  placed;  and,  at 
a  time  when  upright  motives  are  little  appreciated,  I 
knew  how  easily  we  might  be  made  to  bear  the  respon- 
sibility or  the  odium  of  thwarting  and  suppressing  in- 
vestigation for  political  and  psrty  purposes.  For  one,  I 
was,  though  not  desirous,  yet  willing  to  meet  this  mat- 
ter, here  or  elsewhere.  The  fortification  bill  of  the  last 
session  failed;  every  body  knows  it.  How  It  failed  is  of 
exceedingly  little  consequence;  but,  as  every  body  does 
not  know  it,  1  have  no  desire  to  keep  back  that  informa- 
tion, let  the  effect  of  it  be  what  it  may.  The  gentle- 
man from  New  York  [Mr.  Cambbilkhg]  endeavors  to 
^  avoid  the  question  presented  upon  this  resolution,  and 
to  turn  the  debate  m  a  new  direction.  He  says,  *'  the 
true  issue  is,  not  who  defeated  the  ordinary  fortification 
bill  last  session,  but  who  defeated  the  appropriation  of 
three  millions,"  which  was  inserted  in  it  by  a  vote  of  the 
House.  This  is  the  question  which  be  has  chiefly  spo- 
ken to;  and  all  the  precedents  which  he  cites  are  only 
fur  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  form  in  which  the 
three  millions  were  appropriated  was  not  justly  liable  to 
the  objections  made  to  it.  Is  the  gentleman  conscious 
that  the  charge  against  the  Senate  of  having  defeated 
the  bill  cannot  be  maintained?  And  is  he,  therefore, 
solicitous  of  raising  a  new  question— of  presenting  a 
new  issue?  Is  it  a  question  any  where  mooted,  who  de- 
feated the  grant  of  three  millions?  Certainly  not. 
Do  not  the  Senate  now  claim  it  as  a  merit?  Does 
any  body  deny  it?  Does  not  every  body  know  that 
the  House  was  ready,  far  too  ready,  to  vote  the 
money?  Sir,  it  is  no  question  who  defeated  the 
three  millions,  and  the  gentleman  has  labored  to  little 
purpose  in  proving  what  is  nowhere  denied.  As 
to  whether  the  Senate  ought  or  ought  not  to  have 
voted  the  money,  in  concurrence  with  the  House,  I  shall 
have  very  little,  if  any  thing,  to  say  in  the  course  of  my 
remarks;  nor  shall  I  enter  at  all  into  a  discussion  of  our 
relations  with  France.  When  the  proper  period  arrives 
to  speak  our  sentiments  on  that  interesting  topic,  I  may 
be  mclined  to  do  so;  but,  at  present,  my  business  lies 
with  the  honorable  member  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr. 
AoAMs,]  with  the  resolution  he  has  offered,  and  with  the 
speech  he  has  made;  and  I  propose  "to  join  conclu- 
sions" with  him  upon  several  of  the  matters  he  has 
brought  into  the  discussion.  Sir,  almost  every  thing  con- 
nected with  this  subject  is  novel  and  extraordinary.  It 
is  true,  a  bill  of  great  importance  failed  to  become  a  law 
at  the  last  session  of  Congress;  that  is  not  an  unusual  oc- 
currence. It  happens  at  the  close  of  every  Congress 
thaJt  bills  fail  of  being  finally  passed.  It  happened  at  the 
last  Congress,  in  relation  to  several,  which,  if  not  of 
equal  importance  with  the  fortification  bill,  were  yet  of 
\try  great  consequence  to  the  country.     It  wouKl  have 


happened  to  others  also,  if  that  making  appropriations 
for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  service  had  not  been  convert- 
ed into  an  omnibus,  to  take  up  all  the  wayfaring  and  the 
tardy.  And  yet,  often  as  this  has  occurred,  it  has  never 
before  been  thought  a  fit  occasion  for  executive  inter- 
ference, nor  for  investigation  by  a  subsequent  Congress. 
The  movement  in  relation  to  it  is  altogether  unprece- 
dented, and  the  purposes  to  be  gained  do  not  lie  very 
deeply  concealed.  Where  it  originated  I  know  not,  but 
the  occasion  seems  to  be  seiaed  upon  as  a  very  fitting 
one  to  throw  an  additional  responsibility  upon  one  branch 
of  the  Government,  in  relation  to  which  the  feeling  of 
the  President  have  not,  I  believe,  been  much  disguised. 
It  is,  in  my  judgment,  very  extraordinary  that  the  Presi- 
dent should  have  regarded  it  his  duty  to  introduce  this 
subject  into  his  message  in  the  terms  he  has  used.  His 
duty  lies  with  such  bills  as  Congress  send  to  him  for  ap- 
proval, and  with  those  only.  He  can  have  no  just  inter- 
ference  with  the  legislation  of  Congress;  and  upon  what 
ground  does  it  stand  that  he  can  inspect  the  journals  of 
the  Houses,  examine  the  unfinished  business,  and  under- 
take to  arraign  before  the  country,  or  before  their  suc- 
cessors, either  or  both  Houses  for  neglect  of  duty? 
What  proper  object,  connected  with  the  administration 
of  the  Government,  is  to  be  promoted  by  it?  What  pur- 
pose is  to  be  gained?  Was  it  to  bring  the  weight  of  the 
executive  arm  to  bear  upon  the  independence  of  that 
branch  of  the  Legislature  which  it  js  known  he  does  not 
regard  with  very  especial  favor?  Whetlier  such  an  ob- 
ject  be  a  fit  one  for  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  nation  to 
pursue,  I  leave  for  others'  consideration.  And,  sir,  if 
the  reference  to  this  subject  in  the  message  was  strange 
and  extraordinary,  the  introduction  of  it  to  the  House  is 
no  less  so.  An  inquiry  into  the  doings  or  the  omissions 
of  a  preteding  LegtsUture!  For  what  purpose?  To 
what  end?  If  we  may  do  so  in  regard  to  one  Congress, 
why  may  we  not  as  to  all  which  have  preceded  us?  If 
we  may  vindicate  the  reputation  on  the  one  hand,  or  im- 
pugn the  motives  on  the  other,  of  the  last  legislative 
body  which  assembled  here,  and  it  be  an  object  worthy 
to  engage  our  attention,  where  will  our  labors  of  that 
description  probably  terminate?  Far  better  for  the  coun- 
try will  it  be  that  we  now  perform  our  own  duties,  than 
to  employ  ourselves  in  the  vain  inquiry  why  our  prede- 
cessors did  not  perform  theirs.  The  member  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Adaxs]  manifested  unusual  indignation 
in  reference  to  the  message  sent  by  the  Senate,  on  the 
last  night  of  the  session,  reminding  the  House  of  the  re- 
port of  conferees  upon  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  respecting  the  fortification  bill:  he  found  no  pre- 
cedent for  such  a  proceeding.  He  had  examined  the 
journals  of  Congress  from  the  organization  of  the  Fede- 
ral Government,  and  of  the  British  Parliament  for  I 
know  not  how  many  centuries,  and  he  called  upon  the 
Speaker  and  all  the  members  of  the  House,  old  and 
^oung,  to  sa^  whether  they  had  ever  heard  of  such  an 
mdignity  offered  by  one  branch  of  a  legislative  body  to 
the  other.  Allow  me,  sir,  to  inquire  of  the  honorable 
member,  if,  in  the  course  of  his  very  profitable  and  in- 
teresting researches,  he  discovered  a  precedent  for  such 
a  resolution  as  he  has  now  offered?  If  not«  1  presume, 
upon  reflection,  he  will  not  consider  the  want  of  a  pre- 
cedent merely,  so  entirel^r  objectionable  as  he  seemed  to 
regard  it:  his  resolution,  like  the  message  he  reprobates, 
will  stand  alone— unprecedented  in  the  past,  and,  I  trust, 
unsupported  by  any  thing  in  the  future.  But,  sir,  mo^ 
extraordinary  of  all,  most  unexpected,  were  the  speech 
of  the  honorable  member,  and  the  objects  avowed  to  be 
sought  by  the  proposed  inquiry.  •*  To  restore  harmony 
between  the  Houses!"  Such  was  the  declared  purpose. 
What  an  adsptation  of  means  to  ends!  To  restore  har- 
mony, to  promote  a  good  understanding,  by  charging, 
in  the  bitterest  terms,  gross  dereliction  of  duty  upon  the 
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Setigte,  and  individual  members  of  it  with  little  abort  of 
treason!  Such  were  the  paci6c  means  which  the  hon- 
orable member  deemed  suitable  to  employ  «to  restore 
harmony.*'  Early  in  his  remarks,  the  gentleman  found 
himself  transgressing  a  rule  well  understood,  and,  hither- 
to, generally  observed— a  rule  whose  purpose  is  to  pre- 
serve harmony — which  interdicts  any  allusion,  in  one 
branch,  to  what  has  been  said  or  done  in  the  other.  He 
decUred,  upon  his  resp|onsibility,  before  the  House,  and 
upon  higher  responsibility  than  any  he  can  owe  to  this 
House,  that  he  would  observe,  not  merely  the  letter  but 
(he  spirit  of  the  rule.  In  what  manner  this  promise  was 
redeemed  we  have  witnessed.  He  **  would  transfer  the 
location  of  the  place  where  these  things  had  happened 
from  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  the  office  of  the 
Nationarintelli^ncer,"and  then  quoting,  with  literal 
fidelity,  expressions  used  in  a  debate  of  the  Senate,  he 
proceeded  to  comment  upon  them  in  a  tone  which  I  for- 
bear to  cliaracterize.  On  the  following  day,  the  gentle- 
man interrupted  the  remarks,  pungent  and  conclusive  as 
they  were,  of  the  honorable  member  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Wist]  « to  expUin.'*  In  what  he  had  said  the  day  be- 
fore, he  alluded  to  no  individual  whatever!  he  had  no 
person  in  his  mind;  he  only  **  personified  a  sentiment;'* 
and  to  that  personification  he  addressed  himself.  Such 
was  the  exphination.  Now,  sir,  it  is  not  for  me  to  ques- 
tion the  sincerity  of  the  gentleman,  however  difficult  I 
may  find  it  to  comprehend  the  distinction  which  he  at- 
tempts. But  I  must  be  permitted  to  say,  if  he  was  not 
replying  to  what  had  been  said  in  the  Senate— if  he  had 
nd  reference  to  particular  members  of  it— in  his  own  lan- 
guage, «  all  that  eloquence  was  gratuitous,  and  all  that 
indignation  wastefiilly  squandered  away;"  and  I  may  add, 
too,  the  time  of  this  House  was  also  wastefully  squandered 
away.  He  either  had  reference,  and  pointed  reference, 
too,  to  a  distinguished  member  of  that  body,  or  he  bad 
not.  If  he  had,  then  he  violated  as  well  the  rules  of  the 
House  as  his  promise  to  observe  them  in  letter  and  in 
spirit.  If  he  had  not,  tlien  was  his  speech  an  effusion  of 
unmeaning  bombast,  aimed  at  nothing,  accomplishing 
nothing,  proving  nothing  but  the  ill-suppressed  feelings 
which  prompted  it.  The  great  business  of  the  nation 
must  stop,  to  allow  the  gentleman  to  run  a  tilt  against 
*'the  personification  of  a  sentiment;"  and-the  House  ex- 
hibits the  disgraceful  spectacle  of  boisterous  applause  at 
his  fancied  success  in  overthrowing  **  a  personified  sen- 
timent!" 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  honorable  member,  if  I  do  not  wholly 
m'isunderstand  him»  char^  the  Senate  with  the  failure 
of  the  bill  at  the  last  session  containing  the  ordinary  ap- 
propriations for  fortifications;  and,  under  this  general 
head,  he  enters  into  several  specifications.  He  com- 
plains of  the  temper  of  the  Senate;  of  its  indecorum  and 
disrespect  to  the  House,  manifested  by  its  prompt  re- 
jection of  the  three  million  appropriation  <*with  but  little 
debate;"  of  its  adherence  to  that  rejection,  and  of  its 
message  to  the  House  in  the  last  moments  of  its  existence, 
reminding  it  of  the  report  of  conferees,  by  which  the 
bill  could  even  then  have  been  saved.  He  goes  farther: 
he  assigns  motives,  and  degrading  motives,  too,  for  the 
action  of  the  Senate,  or  raUier  of  ••those  who  lead  it;" 
and  he  finds  matter  for  grave  complaint  and  accusation, 
and  for  holding  that  body  responsible  to  the  country  for 
the  failure  of  the  bill  in  question.  How  widely  different 
the  same  objects  appear  to  different  minds!  We  are  all 
liable  to  be  swayed  by  passion  and  prejudice;  and  no 
truth  is  more  generally  acknowledged  than  that  the  pow- 
ers of  the  intellect — the  reason — the  understanding—are 
susceptible  of  the  greatest  infiuenceand  the  grossest  per- 
version from  the  qualities  of  the  heart.  Now,  sir,  to  my 
mind,  the  particulars  which  the  honorable  gentlemsn 
has  singled  out  as  proof  thst  the  Senate  are  responsible 
for  tbe  loss  of  the  bill,  are  precisely  those  which  demon- 
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strate  incontrovertibly  their  extreme  solicitude  and  de- 
sire to  pats  it.  What,  in  few  words,  is  the  history  of 
that  bill?  It  passed  the  House  some  weeks  before  the 
close  of  the  session,  in  the  usual  form,  making  the  ordi- 
nary ap|>ropriations.  Every  attempt  to  increase  the  sums 
appropriated  by  it  was  voted  down  by  tbe  majority  of 
the  House,  under  the  lead  of  the  friends  of  the  admmis- 
trstion.  We  of  the  minority  struggled  for  larger  means 
of  defence,  but  in  vain.  The  bill  went  to  the  Senate. 
Large  and  important  additions  were  made  to  it  there, 
under  the  recommendation  and  estimates,  as  is  under- 
stood, of  the  executive  Departments^  and  the  bill  passed 
and  waa  returned  to  the  House.  So  far,  surely,  the  Sen- 
ate are  not  responsible  for  defeating  the  ordinary  appro- 
priation for  fortifications  and  means  of  defence.  Their 
control  over  the  bill  had  ceased.  It  rested  with  the 
House,  and  the  House  alone,  so  far  as  Congress  was  con- 
cerned, whether  it  should  become  a  law.  It  reposed 
more  than  a  week  quietly  upon  the  Speaker's  table,  and 
until  the  last  day,  and  very  near  the  last  hour  of  the  ex- 
istence of  that  Congress,  before  its  slumbers  were  bro- 
ken. At  about  eight  o'clock  in  the  evening  of  the  3d 
day  of  March,  it  was  called  up  for  consideration.  No  ob- 
jection was  raised  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate, 
which  went  to  enlarge  the  aums  to  be  expended  in  forti- 
fying exposed  points  of  the  country.  But  the  extraor- 
dinary and  unlooked-for  proposition  was  msde  of  appro- 
priatmg  three  millions  of  dollars,  in  addition  to  all  which 
had  already  been  appropriated  for  specific  objects,  to  be 
expended  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  and  at 
his  discretion,  in  the  military  and  naval  service.  The 
minority  of  the  House,  opposed  though  they  were  to 
arming  the  President  with  the  enormous  and  dangerous 
power— <langerous  to  the  peace  of  the  country — which 
this  grant  of  money  would  have  conferred,  yet  contented 
themselves  with  a  silent  vote.  The  time  was  short. 
They  were  anxious  that  the  bill  should  pass,  and  that 
other  bills  then  pending  should  pass  also.  A  single 
speech  would  have  defeated  the  proposed  amendment, 
but  it  would  bftre  defeated  the  bill  also;  hence  no  msn 
raised  his  voice  against  it.  '  We  permitted  it  to  go  through 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  to  pass  the  House,  but  we 
never  spproved  it.  We  gave  proof  of  the  sincerity  of 
our  desire  to  provide  the  ordinary  means  for  defence,  in 
silently  submitting  to  that  extraordinary,  and,  as  we 
viefwed  it,  alarming  proposition.  The  bill  went  to  the 
Senate.  Objections  were  made  to  this  appropriation,  in 
the  particular  form  it  stood,  resting  chieny,  if  not  entire- 
ly, upon  a  question  of  constitutional  power,  as  to  appro- 
priations so  indefinite  and  unlimited,  and  applicable  to 
no  specific  objects.  These  objections,  and  the  grounds 
upon  which  they  stood,  were  well  known  to  the  House; 
and  the  House  might  have  obviated  them  if  it  had  been 
disposed.  I  do  not  say  that  they  were  or  were  not  well 
founded.  I  do  not  touch  that  point.  It  is  enough  for 
me,  that  Senators,  competent  to  judge,  bound  by  their 
oath  to  support  the  constitution,  regarded  them  as  fatal 
obstacles.  It  was  their  province  to  determine  for  them- 
selves. They  had  the  same  right,  and  lay  under  tbe 
same  high  obligations  to  exercise  their  judgments  fairly 
and  dispassionately,  as  pertained  to  the  House;  and  there 
is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  they  acted  in  obedience  to 
their  solemn  convictions  of  duty.  Thst  duty  compelled 
them  to  disagree  to  the  amendment  of  the  House,  and 
they  fulfilled  it  promptly,  and  perhaps,  as  the  gentleman 
says,  «  with  but  little  debate."  The  House  then  insisted 
upon  its  amendment.  The  next  step  of  the  Senate  was 
to  adhere  to  its  dissgreement,  passing  over  the  interme- 
diate stage  of  insisting  also.  Why  was  this^  What  is 
the  true  reason  for  these  prompt  proceedings  on  the  part  * 
of  the  Senate?  The  gentleman  sees  in  them  nothing  but 
disrespect,  and  indeconim,  and  insolence,  and  a  deter- 
mination to  defeat  the  bill.    More  time  should  have  beeo 
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token— debate  8houl4  have  been  had— all  the  forms  of 
parliamentary   etiquette  should   have  been  observed! 
"Whyt  8iri  does  not  the  honorable  gentleman  recollect 
that  the  hours,  nay,  that  the  vCry  minutes,  of  that  Con- 
jpress  were  numbered,  and  were  ftat  wasting  away?    In 
addition  to  its  business  of  legislation,.'  the  Senate  was 
pressed  with  business  of  an  executive   character,  and 
every  moment  of  its  time  was  actively  employed.    Wa# 
that  an  occasion  to  stand  upon  questions  of  mere  punc- 
tilio and  matters  of  idle  ceremony?'  No^  sir;  the  Senate^ 
entertaining  objections  of  a  character  which  can  never 
be  abandoned  by  men  who  respect  themselves  or  deserve 
the  respect  of  others,  but  which  might  have  been  obvj;^ 
ated  on  the  part  of  the  House,  lost  none  cJf  th6  time, 
mpre  valuable  then  than  all  the  precedents  of  ceremony 
which  the  gentleman  can  find  in  his  labored  researches, 
in  bringing  the  subject  of  disagreement  to  direct  issue; 
and  with  all  the  '*  mdecent  haste"  they  are  accused  of, 
a  conference,  the  usual  parliamentary  mode  of  recon- 
ciling disagreeing  votes,  was  not  obtained  seasonably  to 
have  reported,  as  is  now  contended,  during  the  life  of 
that  Congress.     To  my  mind,  these  proceedings  manifest 
an  earnest  solicitude  to  save  the  bill,  rather  than  a  wil- 
lingness to  defeat  it.     The  Senate  overlooked  all  minor 
considerations — disregarded  all  inferior  and  subordinate 
matters,  in  the  great  object  of  appropriating  largely  for 
works  of  defence  and  security.    They  exposed  them- 
.    selves  to  this  very  charge  of  precipitation  and  indecorum, 
or  what  under  other  circumstances  might  be  so  consid- 
ered, in  their  zeal  to  get  the  bill  so  framed  as  to  be  ac- 
ceptable to  both  Houses.     What  could  they  do?    Com- 
pelled  to  vote  for  an  amendment  which  they  regarded  as 
unconstitutional,  and  which  they  could  not,  therefore, 
under  any  circumstances  agree  to;  or  to  see  a  measure 
they  were  anxious  to  adopt  perish  before  their  eyes, 
with  no  power  to  save  it — how  were  they  to  act?    The 
steps  taken  by  them,  standing  in  the  emergency  they 
did,  were  the  only  ones  possible  by  which  the  bill  could 
have  been  rescued  from  the  destruction  that  awaited  It; 
and  if  they  had  been  met  by  the  House  in  a  correspond- 
ing temper,  it  would  have  become  a  law.    How  it  failed, 
I  sball  consider  presently.     But,  sir,  **  the  message*'  to 
which  the  gentleman  refers,  and  upon  which  he  has  ex- 
pended his  warmest  indignation — what  was  it?    A  roes- 
sage  fiom  the  Senate  *'  respectfully  to  remind  the  House 
of  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  appointed 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses"  in  respect 
to  the  fortincation  bill.     It  may  have  been  unusual  and 
without  precedent— I  do  not  dispute  it.     But  that  it  was 
insolent  and  contemptuous  towards  the  House,  or  was  so 
designed,  or  so  regarded,  I  utterly  deny.     If  it  was  un- 
usual and  without  precedent,  it  was  because  the  condi- 
tion in  which  the  business  between  the  Houses  stood  was 
new  and  without  precedent.      Emergencies — extreme 
cases — make  their  own  precedents,  and  furnish  their  own 
justification .    What  was  the  condition  of  the  bill  to  which 
the  message  referred? 

The  two  Houses  had  disagreed  in  relation  to  the  three 
millions.  -  A  committee  of  conference  had  been  ap- 
pointed. A  report  had  been  agreed  upon  unanimously, 
as  was  then  supposed,  and  which  it  was  not  doubted 
would  be  satisfactory  to  each  House.  The  chairman  of 
the  committeejof  conference  [Mr.  Cambasuho]  retained 
the  papers,  with  a  view  of  making  the  report  to  the 
House  first;  af^er  which  it  was  to  be  sent  to  the  Senate, 
and,  until  thus  sent,  the  Senate  had  no  power  over  it. 
A  considerable  time  elapsed,  and  no  intelligence  was 
received  by  the  Senate  from  this  branch.  Few  mo- 
inents  only  remained.  I'he  bill  was  every  where  deem- 
«cd  of  great  importance.  The  report  of  the  conferees, 
If  adopted  by  the  Houpes,  would  save  it.  Nothing  had 
been  done  in  this  body,  nor,  as  they  feared,  would  be 
done,  upon  the  report  of  the  conference.     To  meet  a 


state  of  things  so.  new,  sq  uqusi^I*  so  extraordinary,  de« 
roahded  new  and  unprecedented  proceedinf^Sf  Deeply 
soficitous  fpr  the  pa^sajpe  of  the  bill,  the  Senate^  regard- 
less of  forms,  not  studious  of  precise  rules  of  ceremony, 
made  a  last  effprt  for  its  safety.  Surprised  they  doubt- 
less were,  that  the  conferee^  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
who  haj^  so  lately  agreed  in  a  report,  should  faU  to  pre- 
sent it,  and  that  no  information  shoiild  be  afforded  them 
of  its  final  disposition.  In  this  view  of  the  matter,  air,  I 
can  perceive  nothing  in  that  message,  against  which  the 
gentlemap  has  directed  his  sharpest  indignation,  but  a 
respectful  though  earnest  intimation  that  the  Senate  was 
r««dy  to  pass' the  bill  in  the  shape  which  the  confereea 
appointed  by  the  House  bad  agreed  to  recommend. 
They  could  not  do  it  until  the  papers  should  be  sent  to 
them.  Where  was  the  disrespect  and  the  insolence  of 
such  an  intimation?  I  confess,  sir,  I  have  not  a  percep- 
tion keen  enough  to  discern  it.  One  sincerely  search- 
ing for  the  truth,  unheated  by  other  considerations, 
would  not  be  very  apt,  I  think,  to  discover  it. 

The  honorable  member,  sir,  has  furnished  ua  with  a 
history  of  the  introduction  of  the  three  million  appropri- 
ation into  the  fortification  bill.  He  says  it  waa  founded 
upon  a  resolution  of  the  House,  unanimously  adopted  on 
the  precedingday,  in  these  words:  % 

^^miolvtdt  Tliat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  treaty 
with  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831,  should  be  maintain- 
ed, and  its  execution  insisted  on." 

1  perceive  nothing, in  this  leading  to  hostilities^  and  re- 

Suirmg  measures,  and  extraordinary  measures,  too,  of 
efence.  Tet  it  is  said  the  appropriation  waa  conse- 
quent upon  this  resolution — growing  out  of  it— -part 
and  parcel  of  it,  and  absolutely  necessary  to  give  it  ef- 
ficiency. 

[Mr.  Adams  interrupted.  He  hoped  he  should  not  be 
misrepresented.  He  had  not  said  so.  He  said  the  ap- 
propriation was  proposed  in  consequence  of  the  resolu- 
tion unanimously  adopted  the  preceding  day.] 

I  shall  not,  sir,  designedly,  misrepresent  the  gentle- 
man. There  is  quite  as  much  in  the  speech  which  I 
have  before  me,  without  misrepresentation,  as  can  be 
maintained.  The  gentleman  has  said:  "It  was  well 
known  to  every  member  of  the  House,  and  he  believed 
to  every  person  out  of  the  House,  that  the  appropria- 
tion of  three  millions  waa  introduced  in  consequence  of 
the  vote  on  that  resolution  the  night  before.  It  waa  well 
known  that  the  resolution,  which  finally  passed  by  that 
vote,  had  been  cimtested  by  a  debate  of  several  days 
immediately  before  its  passage,  upon  grounds  that  auch 
a  resolution  would  occasion  war.  If  you  look,  aaid  he, 
to  the  journals  of  the  House  for  the  resolution  which 
passed,  and  to  the  several  resolutions  proposed  as  sub- 
stitutes for  it,  you  will  see  that  it  was  admitted  with  ex- 
treme reluctance  by  many  members  of  the  House,  that  it 
was  ardently  and  perseveringly  contested,  and  upon  the 
grounds  that  it  would  occasion  a  war.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, although  the  House  were  not  of  opinion 
that  it  would  give  just  cause  for  war,  still,  how  was  it 
possible  for  a  statesman,  looking  to  the  interests  of  our 
common  country,  not  to  see  that  these  reasons  so  press- 
ed upon  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and  looking  to 
the  action  of  another  Government,  might  have  that  ten- 
dency? The  conduct  of  a  foreign  Government,  to  be 
predicated  upon  this  act  of  our  own,  was  matter  of  fore- 
sight and  conjecture.  There  was  misunderstanding  and 
irritation  between  our  Government  and  that  of  France. 
The  members  of  the  House  who  had  resisted  the  pas- 
sage of  the  resolution,  intelligent  and  patriotic  men,  bad 
urged  the  House  against  it;  and  all  the  tender  sympa- 
thies of  our  nature,  and  all  the  sentiments  of  humanity 
in  our  bosoms,  had  been  appealed  to  as  warnings  agminat 
that  resolution.  The  image  of  war,  in  all  its  terrors 
and  with  all  its  calamities,  nad  been  held  up  before  as 
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to  deter  the  House  from  the  amertion  of  the  mtion'fl 
righti  and  of  the  nation's  honor  contained  in  that 
retolottott.  Conscious  that  the  resolution  cooM  not 
give  any  just  cause  of  offence,  the  Houiie  did  not 
belieye  that  it  would  offend  or  endanger  the  peace 
of  the  country;  yet  in  deference  to  the  fears  of  the 
minority,  and  as  an  earnest  of  their  sincerity  in  the  deter- 
mination to  insist  ut>on  the  execution  oTthe  treaty,  it  uras 
deemed  fittinr  that  the  country  should  put  itself  in  an 
attitude  of  defence,  to  nieet  the  worst  possible  contin- 
gency, and  to  susUin  that  resolution  which  they  unani- 
mously passed.  These  were  the  grounds  upon  which 
that  item  was  introduced  on  the  hist  day  of  the 
aesnon.  And  why  on  the  last  day?  Because  it  Was 
only  the  night  befbre  thkt  the  unanimous  vote  had 
passed. 

7  In  all  the  debate  in  tile  Natiohkl  Intelligencer  to 
which  he  had  referred,  there  was  no  more  trace  of  such 
a  resolution  as  having  passed  the  House,  than  if  it  had 
never  existed." 

Now,  sir,  I  am  not  sensible  that  I  misunderstand  or 
misrepresent  the  gentleman.  He  certainly  attributes 
the  appropriation  of  three  millions  to  an  apprehension 
somewhere  existing  that  the  adoption  of  the  resolution 
might  lead  to  measures  requiring  defence  on  our  part-.- 
to  a  determhiation  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  sustain 
that  resolution.  The  resolution  was  the  ground-wort — 
the  basis  of  the  appropriation.  Sir,  I  take  issue  upon 
these  assertions.  The  appropriation  ^ould  have  been 
moved,  I  doubt  not,  and  a|pHsed  to,  whatever  resolution 
had  been  passed.  The  particular  resolution  was  passed 
unanimously,  not  because  it  looked  to  war,  and  involved 
contingent  appropriation,  but  because  it  looked  to  peace, 
and  was  a  rebuke  upon  hostile  designs.  If  it  was  not  So  de- 
signed, and  so  to  be  regarded,  ifit  enfolded  within  itself  any 
thing  which  might  by  possibility  lead  to  war,  and  whieh 
demanded  corresponding  preparations,  then  I  will  say, 
with  my  honorable  friend  fh>m  Massachusetts,  [llr.  Rxib,] 
that  we  were  deceived  and  betrayed  into  its  support. 
We  agreed  to  it  as  a  measure  of  peace. .  The  abandon- 
ment of  the  treaty  nobody  dreamed  of.  Even  France 
had  not  intimated  it.  Hostile  movements,  or  movements 
tending  in  any  degree  to  hostilities,  were  never  intended 
by  us.  We  would  not  have  moved  an  inch  in  that  di- 
rection! least  of  all  would  we  have  done  any  things  to 
place  the  question  of  peace  or  war  in  the  sole  hand  of 
the  President.  The  resolution,  therefore,  was  not  the 
foundation,  I  repeat,  of  the  appropria^on  of  three  mil- 
lions. It  was  not  so  understood,  as  the  gentleman  says 
it  was,  on  all  sides  of  the  House.  On  the  other  hand, 
BO  far  from  being  regarded  ss  a  ''consequence" — a 
"consummation  of  the  resolution,"  it  was  looked 
upon  as  directly  repugnant  to  it.  A  distinguished 
member  from  Viiginia,  [Mr.  Ooanoir,]  who  I  regret 
is  not  new  here,  and  who  represented  the  principles  of 
the  ancient  Commonwealth  with  great  [ability,  then 
said:  ''Yesterday,  the  House  had  voted  unanimously 
that  there  wks  no  occasion  to  make  war;  and  now,  just 
before  the  moment  of  adjournment,  the  extraordinary 
proposition  is  made,  to  remove  all  the  guatds  from  the 
Treasury,  and  to  give  up  that  and  all  the  legislative 
power  to  the  President,  in  Order  to  carry  on  a  war." 
The  same  sentiment  prevailed  among  many  members  of 
that  House.  The  appropriation  was  considered  utterly 
inconsistent  with  the  object  and  the  spirit  of  that  resolu- 
tion, which  is  now  represehted  as  having  been  the  buis 
of  it.  Nor,  sir,  is  the  gentlemen  any  more  correct  in 
the  remark  that  "  the  resolution  which  finally  passed  by 
that  vote  had  been  contested  by  a  debate  of  several  days 
immediately  before  its  passage,  upon  grounds  that  such 
a  resohition  would  occasion  war."  The  truth  is,  the 
resolution  whieh  passed  was  hardly  debated  at  all.  It 
was  scarcely  resisted.    The  reference  to  the  journals^ 


which  the  gentleman  diallenges,  does  not  bear  him  out. 
But  this  is  a  matter,  sir,  about  which  there  need  be  no 
controversy.  The  journals  diow  the  facts.  On  the  37tii 
day  of  February,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  made 
a  report,  accompanied  by  these  resolutions: 

'.'  1.  Beaohed,  That^it  would  be  incompatible  with  the 
rights  and  honor  of  the  United  States  further  to  nego- 
tiate in  relation  to  the  treaty  entered  into  by  France  on 
the  4th  of  July,  1831 «  and  that  this  House  will  insbt 
on  its  execution  as  ratified  by  both  Governments. 

"  3.  JReaoked,  That  contingent  preparation  ought  to 
be  made  to  meet  any  emergency  growing  out  of  our  re- 
lations with  France." 

A  minority  of  that  coi^mittee  made  a  separate  report, 
offering  no  specific  resolutions,  but  expressing  the  senti- 
ment that  the  ekecution  of  the  treaty  should  be  insBsted 
on  "at  all  hazards;" 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Adaxs]  then  offered  his  resolutions,  as  substitutes  for 
those  proposed  by  the  committee,  in  these  words: 

"1.  Resohed,  That  the  righU  of  the  citisens  of  the 
United  States  to  indemnity  from  the  Government  of 
France,  stipulated  by  the  treaty  concluded  at  Paris  on 
the  4th  of  July,  1831,  ought,  in  no  event,  to  be  sacri- 
ficed, abandoned,  or  impaired,  by  any  consent  or  ae- 
iquiescence  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States.- 

"  2.  Be9oived,  That  if  it  be,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States^  compatible  with  tbe 
honor  and  interest  of  the  United  States,  during  the  in- 
terval until  the  next  session  of  Congress,  to  resume  the 
negotiations  between  the  United  States  and  France,  be 
be  requested  to  do  so. 

"3.  Reaohidf  That  no  legislative  measure  of  a  hos- 
tile character  or  tendency  towards  the  French  nation  is 
necessary  or  expedient  at  this  time." 

These  various  resolutions  and  the  reports  from  the 
committee  were  debated  on  Saturday,  28th  February,  aod 
also  on  Monday,  the  3d  day  of  March  i  and  these  were 
the  resolutions  whieh,  upon  the  One  side  or  the  other^ 
were  "  contested"  and  "  resisted."  The  animated  de- 
bate to  which  the  gentleman  refers,  and  the  spirited 
resistance,  were  not  upon  his  resolution  which  finally 
passed— for  it  had  not  then  been  proposedi  but  it  was 
to  some  of  these,  and  chiefiy  to  that  which  looked  to 
contingent  preparations.  Objections  were  made  to  the 
phraseology  employed  in  the  report  and  resolutions. 
The  expression  "  at  all  hazards"  was  regarded  as  mina- 
tory, and  so  alio  the  words  "  in  no  event,"  which  occur 
in  the  first  of  the  gentleman's  proposed  substitutes. 
Milder  language  was  sought*  Various  unsatisfaotory 
amendihents  and  suggestions  were  offered,  all  going  to 
soften  down  the  ssperities  which  were  thought  to  exist  in 
the  language  and  spirit  of  the  reporta  and  resolutions. 
Finally,  at  a  Ute  hour  Jn  the  evening,  the  House  having 
been  in  continued  session  fourteen  hours, «  new  resolu- 
tion, or  perhaps  a  modification  of  one  which  had  been 
already  offer^  was  proposed.  Yery  little,  if  any, 
debate  occurred  upon  it.  None  is  reported.  It  was 
unanimously  adopted,  with  but  two  slight  efforts  to  sub- 
stitute others  in  its  stead.  These  are  the  facts.  They 
cannot  be  controverted.  The  House  will  now  judge 
whether  that  resolution,  which  is  asserted  to  have  been 
the  foundation  of  tlie  appropriation  of  three  millions, 
was  debated  and  resisted  several  days,  upon  the  ground 
that  it  would  or  might  involve  the  nation  in  war— whe- 
ther it  was  agreed  to  under  any  expectation  that  it  was 
to  be  followed  up  by  measures  for  defence.  As  to  the 
notice  said  to  have  been  jRiven  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Conrnuttee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  [Mr.  CAJfansKXHe,]  that 
he  should  submit  a  motion  for  laige  contingent  appro- 
priations, I  lay  it  out  of  the  case.  Few  heard  it.  But 
what  of  it  ?  Was  the  House  thereby  pledged  to  vote  any 
appropriation  he  might  cliooae  to  propose?    Above  sll. 
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was  the  Senate  bound  aho  to  take  notice,  to  know  that 
it  was  the  consequence,  the  consummation  of  our  resolu- 
tion, and,  despite  their  constitutional  objections,  to  grant 
the  money  accordingly?  Did  the  resolution  which  had 
been  already  adopted  thereby  change  its  character,  and, 
from  being  pacific,  become  all  at  once  belligeraht,  be- 
cause the  member  from  New  York  took  upon  him  to 
give  notice  to  the  House  of  what  he  should  propose?  I 
repudiate  all  such  conclusions,  utterly,  entirely. 

The  honorable  member,  sir,  [Mr.  Adaxs,]  has  pro- 
ceeded a  step  farther.  He  impugns  the  motive  of  the 
Senate  in  withholding  the  three  millions.  Their  pro- 
ceedings upon  the  subject  of  our  difficulties  with  France 
at  the  last  session  were,  he  says,  a  "  do-nothing  policy"—, 
a  "  paralytic  policy."  The  unanimous  resolution  of  the 
House  was  considered  "  a  pungent,  though  lacit,  rebuke 
of  that  policy;"  and  if  the  appropriation  had  been 
ag^reed  to,  it  <<  would  have  made  the  Senate  the  un- 
wiUing  accessary  to  implied  censure  upon  its  own  quietiim 
under  foreign  wrong,"  "The  system  of  the  Senate"  was, 
"  to  do  nothing."  A  resolution  had  pMMd  that  body, 
unanimously,  in  these  words: 

*^St9ohtii  That  it  is  inexpedient,  at  present,  to  adopt 
any  legislative  measure  in  regard  to  the  state  of  affairs 
between  the  United  States  and  France." 

'*This  was,"  says  the  gentleman  *'a  resolution  not 
only  declining  to  do  that  which  the  President  bad  rec- 
ommended to  vindicate  the  rights  and  the  honor  of  the 
nation,  but  positively  determining  to  do  nothing,  not 
even  to  express  a  sense  of  the  wrongs  which  the  coun- 
try was  enduring  from  France.  Such  was  the  system  of 
the  Senate." 

Does  the  honorable  member  perceive,  sir,  upon  whom 
b:s  censures  fall?  Does  he  recollect  his  new-found 
friends  and  allies,  the  leaders  and  supporters  of  the  ad- 
ministration in  that  body,  must  come  in  for  their  share 
of  responsibility,  if  any  justly  attaches  to  the  proceed- 
ings or  the  Senate?  Does  he  not  remember  that  *<  the 
system  of  the  Senate"  was  unanimously  adopted^  that  it 
was  understood  to  have  the  concurrence  and  approba- 
tion of  the  Executive  himselfi  that  it  was  approved  by 
the  official  organ  of  the  administration,  which  has  now 
become  the  chosen  channel  of  communication  of  the  gen- 
tleman's own  opinions?  Does  he  forget  that  the  presses 
throughout  the  country — the  party  presses  and  others- 
held  the  language  of  approbation  upon  that  proceeding 
of  the  Senate?  What  responsibility,  then,  I  pray  to 
know— whose  indignation  had  they  any  apprehension  of 
incurring?  A  unanimous  vote,  for  which  each  member 
was  eaually  responsible;  approved  by  all  parties,  com- 
plained of  by  none;  what  had  they  to  fear?  The  load 
of  reproach  attempted  to  be  thrown  upon  them  falls 
upon  broad  shoulders. 

At  what  period  of  time,  sir,  may  I  ask  the  honorable 
member,  did  be  make  the  discovery  that  so  weighty  a 
load  of  responAbility  lay  upon  the  Senate?  When  did 
he  find  out  **  where  the  real  sting  of  the  three  million 
appropriation  lay?"  Something  was  said  about  argu- 
ments which  had  been  used  elsewhere  being  the  fruit 
of  «  nine  or  ten  months'  meditation."  What  has  «nine  or 
ten  months'  meditation"  done  for  him,  in  the  way  of 
memory  or  argument?  Does  be  forget  what  his  own 
sentiments  were  at  the  last  session,  as  to  « the  do-not hihg 
policy"  of  the  Senate?  Allow  me,  sir,  to  refresh  his 
memory  a  little.  On  the  7th  of  February,  certain  papers 
touching  our  relations  with  France  were  transmitted  to 
Congress  by  the- President.  A  discussion  of  considera- 
ble interest  ensued.  The  gentleman  gave  his  opinions 
at  some  length.  I.  was  so  unfortunate  as  to  differ  from 
him,  and  some  words  passed  between  us  on  that  occa- 
aion.  Among  other  things,  the  gentleman  charged  the 
Senate  with  «  dodging  the  question"— doing  nothing;  at 
least  he  was  so  understood  and  so  reported.    The  tenor 


of  his  remarks  impressed  every  one  with  the  belief  that 
he  was  prepared  to  go  far,  very  far,  in  the  support  of 
executive  measures  tending  to  hostilities.  So  it  stood 
until  the  14th  of  the  same  month,  when  the  gentleman 
again  favored  the  House  with  his  views.  I  will  not  say 
he  retracted  or  denied  what  he  had  said  before  {  but  at 
least  he  explained  and  modified.  As  to  the  policy  of  the 
Senate,  «Mhe  do-nothing  policy,"  what  did  he  say? 
Having  requested  permission  to  explain,  and  having 
stated  the  circumstances  under  which  he  had  charged 
the  Senate  with  dodging  the  question,  he  proceeded — 

'<  That  explanation  he  now  wished  to  make,  publicly 
discUiming  all  intention  of  any  thing  disrespectful  to  the 
Senate.  He  disclaimed  it  in  the  most  explicit  manner; 
and,  had  the  debate  proceeded,  it  bad  been  his  intention 
ultimately  to  recommend  that  the  same  course  should 
be  taken  by  the  House.  He  should  have  recommended 
to  the  House  to  *  dodge  the  question'  for  the  present,  in 
the  existing  state  of  our  information. 

**  He  thought  the  Senate  had  acted  as  was  their  duty 
to  do;  and  the  conclusion  to  which  they  had  unanimous- 
ly arrived  was  the  conclusion  which  he  should  have  been 
desirous  that  the  House  should  adopt.  But  the  Senate 
had  acted;  they  bad  not  gone  to  sleep  on  the  state  of 
our  relations  with  France." 

So  much,  sir,  for  that  patt  of  the  gentleman's  remarks 
which  goes  to  assign  motives  for  the  proceedings  of  the 
Senate,  founded  upon  their  reprehensible  policy;  and 
further  I  deem  it  unnecessary  to  reply.  ^ 

The  gentleman  has  spoken  of  *<  the  imminent  danger 
of  war"  which  impended  over  the  country  at  the  close 
of  the  laftt  session,  and  which  he  thinks  justified  and  re- 
quired contingent  preparations  for  defence.  "Inuni- 
nent  danger  of  war!"  Was  that,  indeed,  the  condition 
of  our  afuirs?  Was  it  so  understood?  Did  the  gentle- 
man himself  consider  it  in  that  light?  The  only  real 
danger  of  war  which  1  perceived  grew  out  of  this  very 
appropriation  of  thre^  millions.  If  the  power  which 
this  grant  of  money  would  have  vested  in  the  President 
had  been  conferred,  I  am  by  no  means  sure  that  we 
should  not,  at  this  verv  moment,  have  been  in  the  midst 
of  a  war.  But,  sir,  what  did  we  think  at  that  tiiae  upon 
this  subject?  Let  me  refer  again  to  the  remarks  of  the 
honorable  gentleman,  on  the  14th  of  February: 

« But,  in  conclusion,  Mr.  Adaxs  wished  to  give  no- 
tice (if  such  a  notice  could  be  necessary)  to  all  mer- 
chants of  the  United  States,  that  there  was  not  the  slight- 
est danger;  tliat  any  thing  which  might  by  possibility 
lead  to  war  should  proceed  from  that  House,  or  from 
the  other  brsnch  of  the  Legislature.  He  now  said, 
upon  his  responsibility  to  the  nation,  tint  there  was  no 
danger  of  any  thing  being  done  by  either  House*  which 
might  by  possibility  lead  to  war  with  France." 

Now,  sir,  in  such  a  state  of  things,  one  would  hardly 
suppose  that  the  danger  of  war  was  very  imminent. 
How  was  it  at  a  still  later  period?  The  third  resolution 
moved  by  the  gentleman,  on  the  37th  of  February, 
doubtless  exprened  his  own  opinion  at  that  time»  which 
was,  *<  that  no  legislative  metsure  of  a  hostile  character 
or  tendency  towards  the  French  nation  is  neceasary  or 
expedient  at  this  time." 

I  have  already  said  that  the  report  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  was  made  the  same  day.  It  became 
immediately  a  question  what  disposition  should  be  made 
of  the  third  resolution,  which  had  in  view  <*  contingent 
preparations  for  defence?"  The  particular  means  of 
providing  *' contingent  preparations"  which  the  com- 
mittee had  in  contemplation,  we  shall  discover  by  refer- 
ring to  their  report.     It  is  in  these  words: 

«*  The  bill  now  before  the  House  authorixing  the  sale 
of  our  stock  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States^  would, 
if  adopted,  afford  all  the  revenue  necessary.  The  com- 
mittee is  of  opinion  that  the  whole  or  a  part  of  the  fund 
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to  be  derired  from  this  source  should  be  appropriated 
for  the  purpose  of  arming  our  fortifications,  and  for  ma- 
lung  otiier  military  and  naval  preparations  for  the  de* 
fence  of  the  countnr,  incase  such  expenditures  should 
become  necessary  before  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
gress,** 

A  strong  solicitude  was  manifested,  and  an  effort 
made,  on  the  part  of  certain  gentlemen,  to  adopt  that 
third  resolution  forthwith!  so  that  the  bill  for  the  sale  of 
the  bank  stock  might  immediately  be  passed,  it  being 
the  last  day  on  which  biUs  could  be  sent  from  one  House 
to  the  other.  The  friends  of  *«  contingent  prepara- 
tions" and  warlike  measures  urged  speedy  action.  The 
effort  on  the  other  hand  was,  to  discuss  that  resolution 
in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  where  we  knew 
latitude  of  debate  could  be  secured,  and  where  the  pre- 
vious question  could  not  be  applied.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  was  with  us  on  that  occasion.  He 
advocated  the  motion  made  by  a  highly  distinguished 
member  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Abchxe]  to  commit  the 
resolution  to  the  Committee  ef  the  Whole.  He  said  *<  it 
was  the  only  constitutional  course."  **The  resolution 
proposed  to  spend  the  money  of  the  nation (  but  its  ref- 
erence to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union  was  objected  to,  because,  if  it  went  there, 
the  House  could  not  be  bound  to  pass  it  by  the  previous 
question.  It  was,  in  effect,  a  proposition  to  tax  the 
people;  to  take  seven  millions  of  their  money,  and 
appropriate  it  to  certain  purposes."  "He  now  dis- 
covered that  war  with  France  was  to  be  connected  with 
the  war  upon  the  bank.  The  two  wars  were  to  be  uni- 
ted, each  supporting  the  other."  "Is  this  a  proceed- 
ing touching  an  appropriation  of  money,  or  not?  It  was 
certainly  a  proceeding  by  which  seven  millions  of  the 
public  mone^  was  to  be  taken  and  expended  in  a  wind- 
mill war  agamst  France,  in  favor  of  which,  he  thanked 
God,  there  had  yet  been  no  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  this  Houses"  « It  was  now  for  the  first  time 
disclosed  that  these  two  wars  were  to  be  blended  togeth- 
er—the  war  with  France,  and  the  war  with  the  bank; 
one  was  to  carry  the  other,  if  either  was  too  heavy  to 
sustain  itself,"  Yes,  sir,  the  war  with  the  bank  found  iavor 
in  the  House;  it  was  popular.  It  was  to  carry  the  heavy 
load  of  the  war  with  France.  So  thought  the  mem- 
ber at  that  time.  Other  gentlemen  spoke  also.  The 
then  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  snd  Means 
[Mr.  Polk]  said:  '*  The  third  resolution  of  the  Commit- 
tee should  be  acted  on  forthwith,  to  the  end  that  the 
bill  to  sell  the  stock  should  be  acted  on  to-day.  He 
suggested  Che  propriety  of  acting  on  the  resolution  forth- 
with. To  commit  this  subject  was  to  bury  it."  Cer- 
Uinly  it  was.  That  was  precisely  what  we  desired  to 
do.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  was  with  us. 
He  desired  no  preparations  for  <•  a  windmill  war;"  a 
Quixotic  expedition  to  be  sure  it  was,  in  which  at  one  time 
we  had  strong  fears  that  the  member  from  Msssachusetta 
was  to  act  the  subordinate  part.  Well,  sir,  we  suc- 
ceeded. The  resolution  was  buried.  The  war  was  de- 
feated, as  well  that  against  the  bank'  aa  that  against 
France.  In  all  the  debate,  the  honorable  gentleman 
made  no  allusion  to  any  other  means  of  defence  or  prep- 
aration. His  objection  was  directed  not  to  the  par- 
ticular mode  of  supplying  the  means  then  recommend- 
ed, but  it  went  to  the  whole  matter  of  hostile  measures. 
The  war  itself  was  held  up  to  ridicule,  and  justly  held 
up.  And  yet,  sir,  it  is  now  said -we  were  then  in  *'  immi- 
nent danger."  On  the  following  day  (98th  of  Februa- 
ry) the  gentleman  again  spoke  to  the  questions  growing 
out  of  our  French  relations.  He  expressed  his  regret 
that  orders  had  been  given  Mr.  Livingston  to  leave 
Paris,  in  the  event  of  the  rejection  of  the  bill  of  indem- 
nity by  the  French  Chambers.  Such  a  course,  "  ac- 
cording to  the  usage  of  nations,  might  be  construed  into 
an  act  of  hostility." 


[Mr.  Abaxs.  That  was  a  sufficient  reason,  then,  for 
the  appropriation  of  three  milliona.] 

Unfortunately,  sir,  no  such  reason  was  then  assigned 
or  thought  of.  But  that  is  not  what  I  am  now  consider- 
ing. I  am  showing,  sir,  that  the  honorable  member  did 
not,  from  any  cause,  at  the  close  of  the  last  session,  con- 
sider the  danger  so  imminent  as  to  recjuire  preparations 
for  defence;  for,  immediately  following  the  expression 
of  his  disapprobation  of  the  recall  of  Mr.  Livingston,  he 
proceeds:  •<  We  should  therefore  be  left  defenceless  all 
over  the  ocean  for  many  months— at  least  until  Con- 
gress could  be  convened,  and  take  measures  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  country."  Now,  sir,  although  the  gentle- 
man spoke  with  much  earnestness,  and  at  some  length, 
disspproving  this  step  of  the  President,  and  expressing 
his  opinion  that,  by  possibility,  it  might  lead  to  hostilities, 
he  nowhere  gave  the  slightest  indication  of  a  wish  that 
Congress  should  provide  for  such  an  emergency;  on  the 
contrary,  he  distinctly  avowed  the  opinion  that  nothing 
would  be  done  **  until  Congress  could  be  convened;" 
Three  days  only  before  the  termination  of  that  session, 
when  the  whole  subject  of  our  French  affairs  was  before 
us,  was  discussed,  and  was  understood  in  all  its  aspects, 
did  the  honorable  member  anticipate  any  necessity  for 
such  an  appropriation  as  was  subsequently  made^  Did 
he  recommend  it,  or  advise  it'  No,  sir.  I  submit,  then, 
whether  the  danger  was  so  imminent,  the  emergency  so 
pressing,  the  necessity  so  overshadowing  and  irresistible, 
as  to  have  required  that  appropriation  in  the  objection- 
able form  it  was  proposed r  But,  sir,  it  has  been  said 
that  the  constitutional  objections  of  the  Senate  finaUy 
"  melted  down  to  a  mere  question  of  dollars  and  cents," 
whether  the  appropriation  should  be  three  millions  or 
eight  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Is  it  possible  that  the 
honorable  member  does  not  perceive  the  true  ground 
upon  which  these  objections  stood  >  Has  the  intellectual 
acumen  for  which  he  has  been  distinguished  become  so 
utterly  blunted  under  the  influence  of  feelings  and  pas- 
sions which  he  seems  to  cherish^  Nothing  is  plainer  to 
the  most  obtuse  understanding  than  the  difference  be- 
tween the  appropriation  of  three  millions  as  it  passed  the 
House,  and  the  proposition  agreed  upon  by  the  confer- 
ees to  reduce  it  to  eight  hundred  thousand  dollar^  which, 
doubtless,  would  have  received  the  sanction  of  the  Sen- 
ate. It  is  not  in  the  amount,  but  in  the  form  of  the  ap- 
propriation. In  the  one  case,  it  was  indefinite,  loose, 
limited  to  no  specific  objects,  undefined  as  to  purpose. 
This  was  the  objection.  In  the  other  case,  it  was  a  prop- 
osition for  a  precise,  defined,  limited  appropriation,  m 
the  usual  form,  and  for  ordinary  purposes — *'  three  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  for  arming  the  fortifications  of  the 
country;  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  the  repair  and 
equipment  of  ships  of  war."  The  purpose  is  clearly  ex- 
pressed, the  object  declared.  Now,  sir,  does  not  the 
gentleman  perceive  the  wide  difference  between  these 
forms  of  appropriation^  Is  he  so  blind  as  not  to  see  that 
the  constitutional  objections  which  Isy  in  the  one  case 
did  not  apply  to  the  other/  And  will  he  then  say  that 
it  all  **  melted  down  to  a  queajtion  of  dolhreand  cents?" 
Sir,  I  put  it  to  his  candor,  1  put  it  to  his  sense  of  justice, 
to  answer. 

Much  indignation  has  been  expressed  by  the  honora- 
ble member  [Mr.  Adaks]  at  the  charge  he  suppomi  to 
have  been  made  by  the  "personified  sentiment,"  Id  the 
columns  of  the  National  Intelligencer,  against  the  last 
House  of  Representatives,  of  "  man-worehip"  and  sub- 
serviency to  executive  dictation.  Whether  such  a  charre 
be  well  or  ill-founded,  I  shall  not  discuss. .  I  wish  oqly 
to  produce  some  authority  upon  which  it  may  be  nnain- 
tained:  an  authority  having  weight  in  certain'  quartern, 
and  possibly  which  may  be  of  some  consideration  with  the 
gentleman  himself<^it  is  the  authority  of  his  own  assertions 
and  opinions.    In  the  debate  1  hare  already  referred  to. 
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(of  the  27th  ofFebruAiy,)  the  gentleman  exprMted  him- 
self in  these  terms:  <<  In  the  first  place,  it  was  evident 
the  qaestioto  was  to  be  managed  on  party  gpHMinds.  The 
supporters  of  the  administration  were  alone  to  be  heard 
on  the  subject;  and  what  they  proposed  was  to  be  car- 
ried. The  minority  was  to  have  no  right  to  say  mny  thing 
biit  <yea'  or  *  nay'  to  the  propositions  of  the  leadefs  of 
the  majority.  The  bag1e*horn  of  the  pftrty  will  be  sound- 
«di  «nd  its  friends  will  be  told  that  they  must  pass  the 
bill,  in  order  to  support  the  administration.  When  all 
^he  liege  men  of  the  administration  hare  answered  to 
ffaeir  names,  as  they  ought,  according  to  the  politics  and 
morals  of  the  party,  the  question  will  be  put  and  the  bill 
passed."  Now,  sir,  these  are  not  charges,  in  so  many 
words,  of  <*  man-worship;''  but  they  are  so  in  substance 
•nd  spirit.  Tbey  are  precisely  that  same  subserviency 
which  has  been  elsewhere  denominated  "man-worship;" 
and,  for  any  thing  I  know,  that  same  charge  which  he 
reprobates  so  severely  was  founded  upon  his  own  de- 
scription of  a  portion  of  the  last  House.  It  may  suit  the 
purposes  of  the  gentleman  now  to  profess  a  high  respect, 
M  he  has  done,  for  those  he  then  denominated  **  liege 
men"— rallying  at  the  blast  of  the  bugle-^following  sub- 
missively the  dictation  of  party  leaders,  and  doing  as  they 
were  bid,  "  in  order  to  support  the  administration."  If 
«<  man-worship"  can  go  farther  than  this  description,  I 
am  at  a  loss  to  know  how  to  define  it. 

If  r.  Speaker,  I  have  said  I  would  not  discuss  thet^ues. 
tion  whether  the  Senate  ought  or  ought  not  to  have  con- 
curred in  the  appropriation  of  three  millions.  A  word 
or  two  only  is  all  I  design  to  say.  I  voted  against  it  in 
the  House,  and  I  have  no  wisli  to  retract  the  vote:  not 
because  I  a»as  unwilling  then,  or  am  unwilling  now,  to 
appropriate  money  largely,  amply,  to  put  the  country  in 
a  state  of  entire  defence;' I  desire  it  of  all  things;  but  be- 
cause I  perceived,  as  I  thought,  sotriething  beside  the 
defence  of  the  country  lurking  under  Hiat  plausible  pre- 
text: means  of  aggression,  opportunities  of  exciting  col- 
lision, and  of  kindling  up  in  the  public  mind  warlike  dis- 
positions, were  feared  to  be  enveloped  within  it.  Sir,  I 
desire  as  much  as  any  man  to  defend  the  country.  Since 
I  have  filled  a  seat  here,  I  have  voted,  I  hazard  little  in 
spying,  uniformly  voted  for  the  largest  sums  which  have 
been  proposed  for  the  military  and  naval  service.  I  well 
recollect  the  efforts  of  a  distinguished  member  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Drayton,]  formerly  at  the  head  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  to  increase  the  annual 
expenditures  for  fortifications;  I  voted  with  him  ft'oro 
year  to  year,  in  common  with  my  friends  who  are  now 
charged  with  having  left  the  country  defenceless.  We 
thought  it  sound  policy,  in  a  time  of  peace,  to  prepare 
for  those  emergencies  which  every  nation  may  at  some 
day  or  other  reasonably  anticipate.  Peace  is  a  blessing 
which  no  country  can  assure  to  itself  for  a  long  period 
of  years  to  come.  By  whom,  sir,  was  that  prudent  fore- 
cast thvrarted  and  defeated?  By  the  party  which  now 
claims  the  exclusive  merit  of  putting  the  country  in  a 
posture  of  defence,  bv  a  midnight  vote  of  three  millions, 
on  the  eve  of  hostilities!  Sir,  we  did  not  believe  in  the 
potency  of  midnight  appropriations  for  next  day's  secu- 
rity. The  watchwords  of  the  party  were  "economy," 
••retrenchment,"  ''saving  of  the  public  money;"  and  we 
saw  the  extraordinary  spectacle  of  a  Government  boast- 
ing, not  how  much  it  had  done,  but  how  little,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  country;  not  how  much  it  had  expended 
Ibr  the  public  good,  but  how  much  it  had  hoarded  up  in 
the  coffers  of  the  Treasury.  It  pointed  to  no  impregna- 
ble muniments  of  defence;  to  no  works  of  wide-spread 
and  lasting  improvement,  as  testimony  of  its  watchful- 
ness and  protection  of  national  interests  and  welfare, 
but  to  a  miserable  array  of  figures  annually  displayed  for 
the  gratification  and  laudation  of  all  the  faithful,  showing 
Only  with  what  a  miserly  grasp  it  could  hold  on  to  the 


public- treasure;  and  all  ^be  white,  amid  die  loudest 'boast 
of  retrenchment,  the  annual  expenditures  were  largely 
increasing,  ^r,  I  am  glad  to  see*  at  last,  something  pro- 
poeed  in  the  way  of  defence— glad  -to  see  sooietUiig 
doing,  among  others,  for  the  State  to  wbtcb  I  befaaig. 
Some  two  or  three  years  ago  I  moved  in  this  matter, 
and  endeavored  to  eall  the  attention  of  the  War  D^art- 
-ment  to  its  exposed  and  dcilenceleSs  condition.  I  re- 
ceived no  encouragement  or  countenaneie,  and  I  have 
never  seen  the  time  when  I  could  have  proposed,  under 
fitivorable  auspices,  any  nieaiores  of  defence  for  that  ex- 
posed frontrer.  Now,' sir,  as  to  the  propriety  pf  large 
and  unusasl  appropriations  at  this  tttoe  for  nairal  and 
military'  service— appropriations  whicb  would  not  foe 
thought  espedient  but  for  the  aspect  of  oi|r  foreign  rela- 
tions—we are  placed  in  an  attitude  by  ho  means  firtee 
from  embarrdssnoent.  If  there  be  really  a  danger  of  war, 
if  hostilities  are  in  any  degree  probable,  and  likely  to 
ensue,  I  will  go  as  far  as  the  foremost  in  providing  the 
means  of  defence  and  security.  But  if,  aa  we  are  re- 
peatedly assured,  the  prospect  of  a  speedy  and  pacific 
adjustment  of  our  difficulties  gromrs  brighter  daily— ^or 
one,  I  am  not  disposed  to  nurse  and  feed  a  Warlike  pas- 
sion; to  encourage,  what  I  greatly  fear  needs  to  be  re- 
strained, a  desire  elsewhere  to  terminate  by  an  appeal  to 
arms  these  needless  differences.'  Sufficient,  however,  i 
to  meet  these  questions  when  the  period  for  their  con- 
sideration arrives. 

I  come  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  question  presented 
in  the  resolution — « the  cause  and  circumstances"  of 
the  fiiilure,:at  the  last  session,  of  the  biU  making  the  ordi- 
nary appropriation^  for  fortifications.  How  did  it  1ia|i- 
pen?  By  whose  means >  In  what  way?  Theae  are 
questions  gravely  put,  and  must  be  as  gravely  answer- 
ed. The  bill,  we  all  know,  pained  the  House,  contahi- 
ing  only  the  "ordinary  appropriations,"  and,  in  the 
usual  course  of  business,  was  sent  to  the  Senate.  It 
passed  that  body  also,  in  due  season,  with  a  consider- 
able  increase  of  ordinary  appropriations,  made,  it  is  mk- 
derstood,  upon  estimates  furnished  by  the  proper  exec- 
utive Departments,  and  was  returned  to  the  House'  a 
week  before  the  close  of  the  ^ssion.  So  fiir,  surely, 
the  Senate  cannot  be  justly  charged  with  a  disposition 
to  defeat  the  bill.  All  its  control  over  it  had  ceased,  as 
I  have  already  said,  in  another  connexion.  Its  fate  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  House.  Did  it  pass  this  branch  of 
the  Congress?  How  did  it  pass?  With  the  three  nul- 
lion  appropriation,  already  so  oflen  adverted  to,  sud- 
denly, not  to  say  rashly  inserted— objectionable  in  point 
of  form— uncalled  for  and  unwanted,  so  far  as  we  had 
any  information,  by  the  Executive.  Does  any  body 
doubt  that,  but  for  this  amendment,  the  bill  would  bate 
passed,  and  become  a  law?  This  was  the  fatal  blow,  of 
which  it  lingered,  and  at  last  died.  The  bill  was  re-  •**• 
turned  to  the  Senate,  embracing  this  new  and,  till  then, 
unheard-of  provision.  The  Senate,  under  the  views 
which  it  took  of  its  constitutional  power,  could  not 
agree  to  it,  and  the  bill  came  back  to  th^  House  with- 
out a  concurrence  in  the  amendment.  It  was  in  the 
power  of  the  House  to  hav«  waived  its  amendment,  and 
to  have  passed  the  bill.  It  chose  not  to  do  so.  The 
gentleman  himself  has  given  the  true  cause  of  its  fail- 
ure. He  voted  to  recede,  he  says,  because  he  Was 
aware,  if  the  House  pertinaciously  adhered,  the  bill 
would  be  lost.  It  did  adhere,  and  the  bill  was  lost.  It 
is  unquestionably  true,  if  the  Senate  had  voted  the 
three  millions,  the  bill  would  have  passed;  and  it  is  no 
less  true,  if  the  House  had  waived  it,  it  Would  have 
passed  also.  It  failed,  therefore,  from  a  disagreement. 
Pausing  at  this  stage  of  the  history,  I  cannot  but  in* 
quire,  looking  at  the  safety  of  the  bill  merely,  what  was 
th6  most  reasonable  course  to  be  pursued?  Which 
branch  could  most  rationally  be  expected,  for  the  suc- 
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cesB  of  the  bill,  to  recede  from  id  position?    It  will  be 
reeoUecied  tbis  was  a  bill  making  ordinary  appropf  ia<- 
tionsf  tbe  House,  encumbered  it  with  an  extraordinary 
one.    It  ran  against  constitutional  objeotioai— the  very 
last  to  be  surrendered.     Could  it  reasonably  be  expects 
ed  or  required  of  the  Senate,  in  violation,  as  they  be- 
lieved, of  their  duty  and  the  plain  injunctions  of  the 
constitution,  to  adopt  that  provision?    Was  it  unreason^ 
able  to  expect  and  to  require  of  the  House  that  the  bill, 
in  its  ordinary  form,  should'  be  permitted  to  go  along 
unobstructed?    In  some  considerable  portions  of  the 
bill,  both  branches  concurred.    Why  not  agree,  then, 
and,  so  fiur  as  they  did  agree,  pass  the  bill?  The  House, 
and  the  House  alone,  refused  to  do  it.     It  said  to  the 
Senate,  We  agree  with  you  that  the  ordinary  fortifica^ 
tion  bill  ought  to  pass— the  country  requires  it{  but  we 
will  not  pass  it,  unless  you  will  agree  to  an  extraordi- 
nary appropriation,  which  you  hold  to  be  unconstitu- 
tional and  inexpedient)  and,  if  you  refuse  it,  you  will 
be  responsible  for  our  failure  to  pass  the  ordinary  bill. 
It  seems  to  me,  sir,  there  can  hardly  be  two  opinions 
upon  such  a  proposition.     The  Senate  would  not  agree 
to  so  unreasonable  a  demand.    But  what  did  it  do? 
It  agreed,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  passage  of 
tbe  bill,  to  meet  the  House  upon  some  middle  ground. 
A  compromise  waa  eifected  by  conferees,  appointed 
by  each  body.    The   Senate   waited   and  waited,  as 
we  have  seen,   to  adopt  and  carry  this  compromise 
into  effect.    The  House  neglected  or  refused  to  do  so^ 
and  thereby  the  bill  was  lost.    Can  there  be  a  doubt  in 
which  branch  it  failed,  and  by  whose  means  it  was  lost? 
But  it  is  contended  that,  before  this  arrangement  was 
effected,  the  House  was  dissolved^its  constitutional 
functions  ceasedi  and,  for  that  reason,  it  could  not  adopt 
the  compromise  recommended  by  the  conferees.    Sup- 
pose it  Ihd  been  80$  are  the  Senate  therefore  responsi- 
ble for  tbe  failure  of  the  bill?    But  it  was  not  so.     I 
agree  entirely  in  my  recollections  with  the  honorable 
member  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Haadiv,]  who  has  just 
spoken,  and  with  my  friend  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr. 
RaxD.]    There  was  time,  after  the  report  had  been 
agreed  upon,  and  before  13  o'clock,  to  have  made  it  to 
the  House,  and  procured  its  adoption.    The  conferees 
did  return,  as  the  gentleman  says,  before  the  Cumber- 
land  road  bill  was  put  upon  its  passage  $  and  it  is  sgreed, 
on  all  hands,  that  the  midnight  hour  arrived  while  the 
ayes  and  noes  were  be'mg  called  on  that  bill.     In  this,  1 
am  confident  I  cannot  be  mistaken.    Why,  then,  it  may 
be  inquired,  was  not  the  report  made?    Why  did  not 
the  bill  pass?    I  cannot  pretend  to  answer.    But  this  I 
will  say:  that  I  discovered,  early  in  the  stages  of  disa- 
greeroent,  as  I  thought,  a  willingness  to  permit  the  bill 
to  be  lost.     I  do  not  say  with  a  view  to  throw  the  re- 
sponsibility of  it  upon  the  Senate;  but  with  a  distinct 
avowal  that  its  loss  would  be  justly  chargeable  to  that 
quarter.   As  early  as  nine  or  ten  o'clock  in  the  evening, 
when  the  first  notice  was  received  from  the  Senate  of 
its  disagreement  to  the  appropriation,  on  a  motion  to 
recede,  the  member  from  New  York  [Mr.  Caxbasl- 
XKo]  said,  «he  hoped  the  House  would  not  recede. 
If  the  Senate  had    taken    the   responsibility   of  de- 
feating the  appropriation,  it  mieht  remain  with  them. 
He   would  take  no  part  of  it.^'     This  was  the   first 
intimation  that  tbe  responsibility  must  be  cast  upon 
the  Senate.     Others  took  the  same  view,  and  spoke 
with  warmth,  to  say  the  least  of  it.     The  House  did 
did  not  recede  I  and  the  bill  again  went,  its  oft-travelled 
path,  to  the  Senate.     In  a  short  period,  between  10  and 
II  o'clock,  according  to  my  recollection,  it  came  back, 
with  a  message  that  the  Senate  adhered  to  its  disagree- 
ment to  our  appropriation.     What  occurred  then,  sir? 
A  very  strone  and  decided  disposition  was  expressed  by 
leading  gentlemen  that  the  House  should  adhere  also, 


and  thereby  cut  off  all  opportunity  of  passing  the  bill, 
and  every  means  of  compromise.    The  only  other  al- 
tematirve  was,  by  asking  a  confereneei  and  by  thai  mode 
the  bHl  might  even  then  be  saved.    The  member  from 
New  York;  [Mr.  CAxaBiLSxo]  moved  <*to  adhere)''  in 
other  words,  to  destrov  the  bill  beyond  the  power  of 
revival.     An  honoimble  member  from  Virginia  [^ir. 
MaxoxB]  moved  "torecede^^'  thereby  preserving  tbe 
power  to  pass  the  bill.    An  honorable  member  from 
Tennessee,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
and  Meanh  [Mr.  Polk,]  said,  "the  motion  to  adhere 
had    priority  to  the    other;"   undoubtedly  si^ifying 
thereby  hia  desire  that  the  motion  should  prevail — that 
the  bill  should  be  lost    An  honorable  member  from 
Ohio,  [Mr.  Lttle,}  who  bad  no  hesitation  to  speak 
freely  and  fearlessly  on  all   occasions,  as  he  did  elo- 
quently, his  opinions,  addressed  the  House  in  these 
words:  **  He  objected  entirely,"  he  said,  "  to  any  con« 
ciliatory  proposition.     The  House  had  gone  as  far  aa 
prudence  and  patriotism  would  justify  them  in  going  to 
conciliate  the  Senate.    The  only  question  was,  where 
the  responsibility  ef  the  loss  of  the  bill  should  lodged 
Let  the  other  body  take  the  responsibHity  of  defeatine 
it"^he  appropriation  of  three  millions.    He  cpnjured 
the  House  not  to  depart  from  the  stand  it  had  assomedi 
declared  it  would  be  pusillanimous  to  do  soi  and  uigent- 
ly  and  elo€|ueotly  rallied  his  friends  to  stand  firm  upon 
that  question*    Now,  sir,  I  can  readily  perceive  in  theee> 
proceedings  a  strong  solicitude,  and  determination,  too, 
to  hold  the  Senate  responsible  fo^  the  loss  of  the  billi 
I  look  in  vain  for  evidence  of  an  anxiety  to  save  the 
ordinary  appropriations  for  fortificationa.     They  were, 
apparently,  very  readily  given  up,  for  the  other  object, 
which  was  possibly  regarded  a  much  greater  on»— of 
prostrating  the  Senate.    The  fhajority  of  the  House, 
however,  did  not  sustain  the  motion  to  adhere,  but 
adopted  the  wiser  course  of  requesting  a  conference. 
It  was  seen  that  the  majority  which  passed  The  appro- 
priation was  giving  way.    It  passed,  at  first,  by  a  ma- 
jority of  33.     It  waa  insisted  on,  in  the  next  vote,  by  a 
majority  reduced  to  33 1  a  third  vote  reduced  it  to  19; 
and  if  another  vote  had  been  allowed  to  be  taken,  I 
doubt  not  the  whole  amendment  would  have  been  aban- 
doned rather  than  the  bill  should  fail.    Another  vote 
upon  it  was  not  permitted  from  that  hour  to  the  present. 
The  conferees  were  appointed,  and,  I  have  already  said, 
returned  to  this  hall  in  season  to  have  reported  before 
13  o'clock.    The  compromise  which  they  had  agreed  to 
recommend  was  immediately  known  to  the  members,  and 
privately  discussed.     There  was  but  one  voice,  so  far 
as  I  heard,  in  the  House,  and  that  was  in  favor  of  its 
adoption.    We  were  anxiously  waiting,  from  moment 
to  moment,  for  the  report  to  be  made;  when,  suddenly, 
as  by  an  electric  shock,  a  thrill  was  sent  through  this 
House,  agitating  and  moving    the  countenances  and 
Toices  of  members;  little  squads  were  collected  here 
and  there,  and  all  at  once  we  heard  it  echoed  and  re- 
echoed on  all  aides  that  the  report  could  not  be  made; 
the  bill  must  fail,  and  the  responsibility  would  rest  upon 
the  Senate.    From  what  quarter  this  came,  by  whose 
agency  brought  about,  I  do  not  pretend  to  say— I  do 
not  know.     But  it  was  familiarly  spoken  of  at  the  time, 
that  a  certain  high  personage,  in  accordance  with  whose 
views,  it  now  appears,  the  three  millions  were  voted, 
upon  being  apprized  of  the  result  of  the  conference, 
manifested  exceeding  indignation  that  his  faithful  Com- 
mons should  succumb  in  any  degrre  to  "  the  fkctious 
Senate."    Rather  would  he  lose  the  bill  altogether,  and 
they  would  be  held  responsible  for  it.    This,  or  some- 
thing very  like  it,  was  soon  known  in  this  hall;  and  it  was 
also  known  that  the  President  had  closed,  or  was  about 
to  close,  his  official  relations  with  Congress;  its  constitu- 
tional functions,  in  his  judgment,  having  ceased.    Cer- 
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tain  it  is>  that  the  report  of  the  conferees  wm  not  offer- 
ed by  the  chatriminy  [Mr.  Caxbbxlbvo,]  and,  when 
called  upon  for  it,  he  declined  to  produce  it,  upon  the 
ground  that  the  existence  of  the  House  had  ceased,  and, 
also,  that  a  quorum  was  not  present.    The  report  was 
then  offered  by  another  member  of  the  committee,  [Mr. 
Lawis,]  the  third  [Mr.  Hubbaad]  havinr  very  sudden- 
\jr  disappeared  from  the  House,  although  he  had  pre- 
viously expressed  considerable  anxiety  for  the  passage 
of  the  bill.    I  shall  not  discuss  the  question  whether  the 
powers  of  Congress  terminate  or  not  at  12  o'clock  at 
night  on  the  3d  day  of  March,  in  every  alternate  year. 
I  thought  otherwise,  and  remained,  and  was  willing  to 
remain  after  that  hour,  to  transact  the  business  of  the 
nation.     It  is  true,  we  found  it  difficult,  very  difiicuU, 
to  obtain  a  quorum  within  the  bar  of  the  House.     Still 
we  did  so,  whenever  one  was  wanted  by  certain  leading 
gentlemen.     Just  before  the  adjournment,  and  long 
afWr  the  «  conscientious  scruples"  of  gentlemen  began 
to  operate,  a  motion  was  made  by  a  member  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Maboh]  to  take  up  the  resolution  making 
compensation  to  Mr.  Letcher,  a  member  of  the  House. 
A  quorum  was  present,  and  the  motion  prevailed.    A 
motion  wi^  made  to  strike,  out  the  preamble;  a  quo- 
rum was  present,  and  that  also  prevailed.    The  pre- 
cise auestion  then  pending  was  upon  an  amendment 
providing  compensation  also  to  Thomas  P.  Moore,  who 
bad  contested,  unsuccessfully,  Mr.  Letcher's  seat.    The 
previous  question  was  moved  and  carried — a   quorum 
present  and  voting— 134  in  all.    The  amendment  was 
thus  cut  off*,  and  the  resolution  was  likely  to  pass,  with- 
out providing  compensation  to  Mr.  Moore.     Instantly 
the  quorum  waa  broken  op;  21  vanished,  as  in  the 
twinkling  of  an  eye,  and  but  113  were  found  voting.    A 
much  larger  number  were  about  these  walls,  and  lob- 
bies, and  avenues{  but  they  could  not  be  had  when  a 
vote  was  to  be  taken.     Who  the  individuals  were,  thus 
appearing  and  disappearing,  as  occasion  might  require, 
I  have  made  no  examination  of  the  journal  to  discover. 
I  seek  not  to  know.     This,  however,  I  will  say,  they 
were  not  of  that  minority  which  resisted  the  appropria- 
tion of  three  millions;  who  were  anxious  to  pass  the 
ordinary  fortification  bill;  wlio  desired  rather  to  defend 
the  country  than  to  heap  responsibiKty  upon  the  Senate. 
Undoubtedly  there  were  some  who  entertained  sincere 
an4  deep-founded  convictions  that    the  constitutional 
powers-  of  Congress  terminated  at  midnight.    Not  more, 
I  think,  however,  than  four  or  five  assigned  that  reason 
for  not  voting.    It  was  a  perfectly  satisfactory,  and  an 
honorable  reason,  for  those  who  sincerely  held  that 
opinion.      An  honorable  and  valuable   member  from 
Georgia,  [Mr.  Gilmer,]  of  as  upright  intentions,  as  pure 
a  heart,  and  as  brilliant  an  intellect  as  any  man  who  sits 
within  these  walls,  entertained  that  conviction.      And 
what  did  he  do?    Departed,  says  the  gentleman  from 
MassachusetU,  at  that  door,  through,  which  he  never 
alined  returned.     He  did  so;  and  honorable  was  it  to 
bim  that  he  did  so.     Enjoying  and  acting  upon  his  own 
constitutional   opinions,  in  which  no  man  was   more 
sincere,  though  I  often  differed  with  him,  he  left  others 
to  enjoy  and  act  upon  theirs,  and  to  perform  their  con- 
stitutional duties  according  to  tlieir  own  judgments. 
Did  he  remain  within  these  walls  to  oflTer  vexatious  mo- 
tions; to  defeat  business;  to  create  confusion;  to  make 
and  unmake  a  quorum,  as  occasion  and  for  purposes  I 
will  not  name  snould  require?    By  no  means.     And  if 
all  who  declined  to  vote  upon  the  ground  of  constitu- 
tional scruples  had  followed  his  example,  there  would 
have  been  higher  reasons  for  holding  their  opinions  in 
respect.    Sir,  if  a  quorum  of  that  House  could  have 
been  formed  for  five  minutes  only,  after  the  report  of 
conferees  was  made,  it  would  instantly  have  been  adopt- 
ed.   Th«  bill  would  have  passed  the  House,  and  the 


Senate  also;  and  if  it  then  failed  to  become  a  law,  the 
responsibility  would  have  rested  elsewhere — upon  one 
who  professes  never  to  shun  responsibility.    It  was  well 
understood  that  the  President  had  left  the  Capitol,  de- 
claring (I  will  not  sa^  with  an  oath)  that  he  would  bold 
no  further  communication  with  that  Conj^ess.     The 
disorder  and  confusion  which  I  have  descnbed  prevail- 
ed; ahd,  whether  designed  for  that  end  or  not,  did 
defeat  the  bill.    The  honorable  Speaker,  [Mr.  Btex,] 
who  presided  with  so  much  dignity,  firmness,  and  im- 
partiality, during  the  period  he  filled  the  chair,  did  what 
human  jneans  could  do,  in  preserving  order  and  promo- 
ting the  despatch  of  business  on  that  trying  night.     He 
deserves  high  credit  for  the  ability  he  displayed  in  that 
station.    Various  motions  to  adjourn  were  made  by  those 
who  seemed' willing  to  defeat  the  bill,  and  who  possibly 
fe.ired  that  it  would  pass  if  the  House  continued  longer 
in  session.    That  the  bill  was  defeated  here,  and  by 
these  means,  was  openly  charged  upon  this  floor  at  the 
time  by  many  members.    A  motion  having  been  made 
« that  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Senate,  to  notify  that 
body  that  this  House,  having  completed  the  business 
before  it,  is  now  ready  to  close  the  present  session  by 
adjournment,'*  the  honorable  member  from  New  Jersey 
near  me,  [Mr.  Pabkxb,]  who  is  a  friend  to  the  adminis- 
tration, but  who  was  not,  therefore,  quite  ready  to 
abandon  the  bill,  Inquired,   **  did  the  gentlemen  who 
formed  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  part  of  the 
House  mean  to  report  or  not?"    Again:  •<  How  can  we 
pretend  to  say  that  we  have  completed  the  business  be- 
fore us?    And  how  can  we  adjourn  without  passing  the 
fortification  bill?    This  House  had  passed  the  bill.     The 
Senate  made  a  large  addition.     The  House  had  added 
another  appropriation.      The  Senate  disagreed  to  it. 
A  'committee  of  conference  had  been  appointed,  and 
that  committee  had  refused  to  report  to  this  House. 
Shall  we  go  away,"  said  he,  "  and  leave  this  bill,  at  a 
time  when  there  is  an  apprehension  of  war?"    This  is  a 
summary,  and  a  true  one,  of  the  whole  matter.    The 
gentleman  was  entirely  right.     Have  we  completed  the 
business?  can  we  adjourn  without  passing  the  bill?  can 
we  go  away  and  leave  the  bill?  were  all  pertinent  ques- 
tions, and  pregnant  questions,  founded  in  facts  before 
us,  and  to  which  we  could  not  close  our  senses.    The 
honorable  member,  however,  was  mistaken  in  one  re- 
spect—that the  committee  had  refused  to  report.     The 
chairman,  it  is  true,  had  refused;  another -member  was 
among  the  missing;  and  the  report  was  made  by  the  third 
member,  [Mr.  Lbwts,]  and  was  so  stated  by  the  Chair 
immediately  after  the  gentleman  had  closed  his  remarks. 
My  honorable  friend  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Rbxd,] 
anxious  for  the  passage  of  that  bill,  also  addresaed  the 
House  in  these  words: 

"  The  committee  of  conference  had  agreed  upon  a 
report,  and,  as  a  quorum  was  undoubtedly  present,  it 
ought  to  be  acted  upon.  He  was  opposed  to  the 
adjournment,  because  the  House  had  not  yet  done 
its  duty.  The  pii^;posed  amendment  declared  what  is 
not  fact.  There  is  a  quorum  present."  And  how  was 
he  answered,  sir?  By  loud  calls  of  "order!  order!  or- 
der!" vociferated  from  all  quarters  of  tlie  room,  and  by 
those  who  had  been  foremost  in  the  scenes  of  disorder 
and  uproar  which  defeated,  if  they  were  not  designed 
to  defeat,  the  fortification  bill.  The  fact  that  a  quorum 
was  present  was  no  otherwise  controverted  than  by 
clamorous  demands  for  **  order!"  We  then  designed  to 
put  that  question  to  a  test,  and  to  ascertain  whether  or 
not  a  quorum  was  present,  and,  if  not,  to  compel  the 
attendance  of  members.  Accordingly,  a  motion  was 
made  for  a  call  of  the  House.  Who  resisted  it?  I^ho 
gave  the  signal  and  the  watchword  to  the  party,  which 
was  determined  to  destroy  the  bill?  I  read  from  the  re- 
ported proceedings: 
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**  Mr.  Cambreleni^.  I  protctt  a|f«lnst  the  right  to  call 
the  Houte.  What  member  will  arnwer  to  his  name  f  [I 
will,  I  willy  exclahned  many  members.  ]  I  am  as  moob 
in  fas  or  of  the  forti6cation  bill  as  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey;  but  1  say  tlie  responsibility  of  its  &ilure 
rests  upon  the  Senate,  and  not  upon  us.  The  bill  was 
defeated  by  the  Senate.''  [No^  no,  not  so,  was  exclaim- 
ed by  mai^  voices.]  After  such  a  direct  warning  from 
such  a  quarter,  is  it  to  be  wondered  at  that  a  quorum 
could  not  be  found?  An  honorable  member  from  North 
Carolina,  [Mr.  Barring^r,]  faithful  to  his  duty,  and  ob- 
servant of  all  that  occurred  here^  had  no  hesitation  in 
expressly  charging  the  loss  of  the  bill  to  an  intrigue  car- 
ried on  in  the  House,  and  he  offered  the  names  of  the 
Mdividuals  concerned  in  it.  If  we  may  have  any  access 
to  the  ear  of  the  select  committee  who  may  be  appointed 
to  investigate  this  g^ve  affair,  I  pray  the  honorable 
member  from  Massachusetts  to  call  upon  this  gentleman 
to  testify.  Mr.  Barringer  said,  **  the  bill  was  defeated 
by  an  intrigue  here^in  this  House.  If  gentlemen  de- 
sired names,  he  would  give  them.  But  if  this  was  de- 
clined, he  would  ssy  that  there  were  members  who  now 
sat  in  their  seati^  and  would  not  answer  to  their  names, 
who  did  so  in  consummation  of  the  intrigue."  Names 
were  not  demanded.  They  might  have  been  had.  Amid 
these  scenes  of  disorder  and  confusion,  which  we  of  the 
minority  vainly  strove  to  repress,  passed  the  last  night 
of  the  last  session  of  the  last  CongKssf  and,  for  the  hon- 
or of  the  country  and  its  institutions^  I  hope  such  anoth- 
er may  never  be  witnessed.  And,  in  the  midst  of  these 
sceoei^  the  fortification  bill  drew  its  last  breath,  and 
heaved  its  expiring  throes.  That  it  was  destroyed  in 
the  House,  and  for  purposes  known  to  those  who  had 
an  agency  in  the  proceedings  of  that  night,  it  seems  to 
roe  no  rational  mind  can  doubt.  Kxamine  as  we  will, 
investigate  as  we  will,  vituperate  as  we  will,  these  plain 
facts  stand  out;  and  no  sophistry  can  elude,  no  ingenu- 
ity pervert  them.  Sir,  I  have  done  upon  this  matter.  I 
have  but  another  topic  to  touch. 

The  honorable  member,  with  a  precision  of  aim  which 
leaves  nothing  of  doubt  as  to  whom  his  shafts  were  sped, 
and  whom  he  describes  as  *'the  Achilles"  of  the  Senate, 
essays  to  bring  down  from  his  higli  standing  one  repre- 
senting his  own  Commonwealth,  with  unsurpassed  ability, 
in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature.  The  attack  was 
little  to  have  been  expected  from  that  quarter.  A  scene 
of  disgraceful  disorder,  such  as  the  Speaker  says  he  had 
never  witnessed  in  ten  years'  experience  here,  doubt- 
less gratified  the  cherished  feelings  of  the  member  into 
the  delusive  fancy  of  a  triumph  worthy  his  achievement. 
Sir,  I  shall  not  attempt  encomiums  upon  that  distinguish- 
ed statesman.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me — it  cannot  be 
required  of  any  man— to  come  forward  in  his  defence. 
His  character,  his  services,  his  actions,  his  opinions,  the 
efforts  of  his  transcendent  powers,  are  before  the  world. 
They  speak  out  for  him  in  a  voice  that  cannot  be  silenced. 
They  stand  forth  in  full  view,  and  no  roan  can  obscure 
or  blot  them  from  the  hiatory  of  this  country.  It  has 
been  exceedingly  painful  to  me  to  take  a  part,  and  es- 
pecially the-iiart  I  have  taken,  in  this  debate.  Recol- 
leciions  of  the  past  are  thronging  in  my  mind,  and 
weigh  me  down  in  sadness  almost  in  silence.  Gladly 
would  I  have  been  spared  this  day.  But,  sir,  when 
those  whom  1  hold  in  honor  and  respect — whom  the 
country  holds  high— high  in  its  estimation,  are  made  the 
object  of  attack  such  as  we  have  witnessed,  I  should 
miserably  foil  in  my  own  sense  of  duty  were  I  to  sit  in 
silence.  The  day  has  not  long  gone  by  since  I  saw  those 
who  now  give  sanction  to  this  attack,  and  the  party  to 
which  they  belong,  gladl]f,  ay,  anxiously,  seeking  the  aid 
of  the  powerful  arm  of  that  great  champion  and  defend- 
er of  the  constitution;  since  I  saw  this  administration, 
reeling  and  tottering  as  it  did  under  the  tremendous 
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blows  of  men  of  giant  strength  from  the  chivalric  region 
of  the  South,  beseeching  the  unfaifrng  support  of  That 
same  undaunted  hand.  I  refer  to  no  preceding  admin- 
istrations, which  leaned,  and  leaned  with  confidence, 
upon  him,  as  upon  a  pillar  of  immoveable  strength;  but 
I  wish  to  tell  the  honorable  member  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Adaxs]  that  not  one  of  the  friends  who  now  rally 
round  the  object  of  bis  attack  will  falter  in  his  course. 
Not  one  will  be  shaken  in  his  confidence  and  attachment. 
We  shall  sUnd  by  him,  let  who  will  desert,  let  who 
will  vituperate.  But  after  all,  sir,  how  little  is  there, 
upon  merely  personal  considerations  and  preferences, 
to  Justify  the  feelings  of  anxiety  which  we  cannot  re- 
press, for  the  advancement  of  any  man,  however  able, 
however  estimable.  We  are  admonished  of  the  frailty 
of  human  attachments  and  human  hopes.  How  wise  is 
it  thst  the  future  is  hid  from  our  view;  that  we  cannot 
lift  the  veil  which  shuts  out  from  our  observation  the  end 
of  our  own  best  and  wisest  exertions!  Much,  how 
much,  of  our  ardor  might  be  abated;  how  might  our 
arms  be  paralysed,  if  we  could  look  beyond  the  present 
hour,  and  behold  the  fulfilment  which  the  future  holds 
in  store!  If,  sir,  I  could  raise  this  impenetrable  curUin, 
and  look  forward  to  the  future  as  I  can  look  back  upon 
the  past,  ardently  as  I  desire,  for  tlie  good  of  our  com- 
mon  country  and  his  own  fame,  and  much  as  I  would 
now  do  to  promote  the  elevation  of  that  distinguished 
statesman  to  the  highest  places  of  power— every  desire 
might  fail— every  effort  cease.  Yes,  sir,  if  I  should  see 
him  descending  from  that  lofty  eminence,  soured,  dissp- 
pointed,  vindictive— forgetful  of  his  own  character,  and 
of  the  friends  who  had  stood  by  him  in  the  hour  of  need; 
if  I  should  see  the  infirmities  of  our  nature— the  lower 
and  baser  passions — ntastering  and  expelling  all  the  no- 
ble  and  generous  properties  which  I  know  belong  to  his 
heart;  if  I  should  see  him  betraying  and  abandonmg  the 
cause  which  he  now  upholds,  making  his  friends  to  hang 
their  heads  in  very  shame  and  confusion— I  do  not  say, 
sir,  that  I  would  pray  Heaven  to  bUst  all  our  efforU  in 
the  cause  of  our  country— but  rather  would  I  see  his 
sun  go  down  now,  even  from  its  high  noon,  so  that  it 
leave  us  a  glorious  light  to  cheer,  and  animate,  and 
guide,  and  to  which  we  could  turn  our  eyes  with  high 
and  heart-stirring  pride;  rather  would  I  see  this,  than  to 
behold  him  putting  off  the  mighty  armor  of  Achilles, 
which  no  man  can  wear,  to  act  his  perjured  part  who 
by  fraud  levelled  the  proud  walls  of  Troy  to  the  dust; 
rather  this,  far  rather,  than  to  see  him  Imgering  on 
the  stage  of  political  action,  behind  his  time,  "  the 
derision  of  his  enemies— the  melancholy  pity  of  his 
friends." 

Note  by  Mr.  Evan$. 

Some  expressions  are  quoted  in  the  preceding  re- 
marks as  having  been  used  by  Mr.  Adaxs,  which  are 
not  contained  in  the  report  of  his  speech  which  was  pub- 
lished in  the  National  Intelligencer.  To  enable  those 
who  have  had  access  to  that  report  onl^  to  understand 
the  propriety  of  the  quotations,  the  subjoined  extract  is 
given  from  the  speech  published  in  the  Globe,  where  it 
first  appeared,  under  his  revision,  as  it  is  understood. 
Some  other  differences  also  exist  between  the  two  re- 
ports, but  they  are  not  material  to  be  noticed,  to  the 
understanding  of  these  remarks. 

Exfraei.^"  It  was  said,  sir,  that  there  had  been  thril- 
ling and  unexampled  eloquence  of  indignation  at  this 
conspirscy  of  man- worship,  servility,  and  corruption, 
displayed  by  the  House  of  RepresenUtives  in  that  ap- 
propriation of  three  millions  for  the  contingent  necessa- 
ry defence  of  the  country  from  foreign  aggression;  but 
I  trust  that  I  have  already  shown,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
this  House,  that  all  that  eloquence  was  gratuitous,  and 
I  all  that  indignation  wastefuliy  squandered  away;  some 
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amall  portion  of  which  might  have  been  profitably  ex- 
pended upon  the  foreign  treaty-bretkers,  under  whose 
injustice  our  own  country  was  smarting.  This  indigna- 
tion, and  the  temper  with  which  it  was  manifested  by 
these  repeated  insults  to  the  Hoqse,  did  strike  me  as  so 
extraordinary,  and,  I  must  add,  so  unreasonable,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  avoid  the  inquiry,  where  the  real 
Rting  of  that  three  million  appropriation  did  lay,  and 
what  it  was  that  had  excited  this  tempest  of  passion 
against  it^  And  I  thought  the  true  motive  was  discern- 
ible in  that  unanimous  vote  of  two  hundred  and  seven- 
teen ayes,  in  the  House,  demanding  that  the  execution  of 
the  treaty  should  be  insisted  on.  That  vote,  however 
overlooked  then,  or  now,  had  been  neither  unseen  nor 
unfelt.  It  was  not  only  a  departure  from  the  do-nothing 
policy  of  the  Senate,  but  might  be  felt  to  contain  a  pun- 
gent, though  tacit,  rebuke  upon  that  paralytic  policy. 
The  three  million  'appropriation  was  the  complement 
and  efficient  energy  of  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  pre- 
ceding day.  That  vote  was  exclusively  the  act  of  the 
House.  The  appropriation  required  the  concurring 
vote  of  the  Senate  {  and  th&t  vote  would  have  made  the 
Senate  the  unwilling  accessary  to  implied  censure  upon 
its  own  quietism  under  foreign  wrong.  The  vote  of  the 
House  could  not  be  nullified,  but  its  efficient  operations 
might  be  unnerved,  by  the  refusal  of  the  appropria- 
tion; and  so  the  bloodless  ghost  of  executive  dictation, 
and  man-worship,  and  servility,  were  conjured  up;  and 
the  overbearing  arrogance  of  votes  to  adhere,  and  mes- 
sages to  remind,  was  substituted,  for  the  deficiency  of 
belter  reasons,  for  refusing  the  appropriation." 

When  Mr.  Evahs  concluded  his  remarks,  several 
members  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  BYNUM  obtained  the  floor,  but,  the  hour  being 
late,  he  moved  an  adjournment!  which  was  carried. 

Fjudat,  jAimmT  29. 
LAST  TEAR'S  FORTIFICATION  BILL. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  following 
roBolution,  heretofore  offered  by  Mr.  J.  Q.  Adams: 

Iteaohfed,  That  so  much  of  the  message  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  Congress  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  session  as  relates  to  the  failure,  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  of  the  bill  containing  the 
ordinary  appropriations  for  fortifications,  be  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into, 
and  report  to  the  House,  the  causes  and  circumstances 
of  the  failure  of  that  bill. 

The  question  pending  being  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  WiLLiAvs,  of  North  Carolina,  to  amend  the  reso- 
lution by  adding  thereto  the  words  **  with  power  to  send 
for  persons  and  papers*' — 

Mr.  BYNUM  said  it  was  with  sincere  regret  that  be 
found  himself  compelled  to  address  the  House  on  the 
present  occasion;  but  he  had  rights  which  he  was  bound 
to  sustain,  whenever  they  were  invaded  by  friend  or  ene- 
my. He  bad  not  risen  for  the  purpose  of  making  any 
thing  like  an  electioneering  speech.  He  protested 
against  electioneering  for  Presidents  in  the  House,  and 
in  every  other  legislative  body.  The  people  of  the 
United  States,  in  their  sovereign  capacity,  had  the  ex- 
clusive right  to  do  that;  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives never  should  make  ft  President.  He  knew  that 
there  was  an  opinion  abroad,  that  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  was  combined  the  greater  part  of  the  in- 
telligence, and  some  had  thought  that  it  contained  the 
greater  part  of  the  virtue,  of  the  country;  but  he  was 
lYot  one  of  those  who  subscribed  to  that  doctrine.  He 
believed  there  was  to  be  found  more  virtue  and  intelti- 
l^enceout  of  Congress  than  in  it;  and  be  felt  proud  that 
It  was  so. 

So  long  as  the  people  were  intelligent  and  virtuous,. 


he  feared  no  usurper  in  th^  White  House,  nor- league  of 
demagogties  in  any  other  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
He  would  not  be  the  Cato  on  that  floor  to  electioneer 
for  any  man  for  President,  nor  did  he  believe  that  any 
effort  made  there  would  make  one.  The  presentCMi- 
gress  stood  redeemed  on  that  subject.  Not  many  years 
since  a  President  was  attempted  to  be  made  in  another 
quarter.  Denunciations  of  a  serious  nature  were  made 
against  him,  and  the  people  were  called  upon  to  stislain 
them.  What  did  the  people  say  ?  They  said,  away  with 
your  denunciations;  we  call  for  facts,  and  will  be  gov- 
erned by  facts;  and  the  people  did  decide.  But,  nothing 
daunted  with  that,  Hhey  were  trying  to  play  the  same 
game  over  again.  The  batteries  had  been  opened  on 
that  floor,  for  the  purpose  of  firing  away  on  public  op'inr 
ion.  He  came  here  for  the  purpose  of  discharginfF  ^^ 
duty  as  a  representative  of  the  people,  and  woukl  do 
that  fearlessly;  but  be  did  nat  come  here  to  make  a 
President,  or  to  unmake  one.  The  gentleman  from 
Tirginia  had  told  us  that,  upon  the  issue  of  the  question 
under  consideration,  depended  the  presidential  election. 
He  admitted  the  superior  sagacity  of  that  gentleman; 
but  for  the  life  of  him  he  could  not  determine  how  its 
termination  would  either  make  Judge  White  or  Mr.  Tan 
Buren  President.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  had 
said  that  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  thrown  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  an  examination  to  prove  corruption  in  certain  gentle- 
men of  the  House.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  know  what  the 
gentleman  meant.  He  would  go  into  an  ^invcatigation 
as  far  as  that  gentleman  dare  go. 

Mr.  WISE  said  he  did  not  charge  the  gentleman  with 
throwing  obstacles  in  his  way.  The  gentleman  could 
throw  no  stumblingblock  in  his  wajr.  He  did  say  that 
the  gentleman  had  been  very  particular  to  say  that  it 
was  not  proved  that  the  House  was  responsible  for  the 
failure  of  the  appropriation  bill.  He  did  not  know 
whether  that  was  meant  or  not  meant;  and  he  was  not 
disposed  to  join  issue  with  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BYNUM  was  glad,  to  find  that  the  gentleman  did 
not  accuse  him  of  throwinjf  obstacles  in  his  way.  He 
was  oppMcd  to  no  investigation.  But  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  had  made  a  serious  charge  against  some 
of  the  most  prominent  members  of  the  House,  and 
against  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Heuoder- 
stood  the  gentleman  to  ssiy  that  the  three  million  appro- 
priation  was  procured,  or  attempted  to  be  procured,  by 
cerUin  individuals  in  the  House,  for  secret  service 
money.  ' 

Mr.  WISE  said  he  repeated  that  he  understood  that 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
knew  that  the  President  desired  it,  and  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  had  told  us  that  lie 
knew  of  it;  but,  instead  of  communicating  it  to  the 
House  officially,  they  only  informed  a  few  individuals 
of  it,  and  told  them  to  say  nothing  about  it. 

Mr.  BYNUM  said  the  gentleman  had  not  answered 
him  at  all.  He  would  go  with  the  gentleman,  if  be 
would  accept  of  his  feeble  company,  in  the  investigation. 
He  asked  him  again  if  he  understood  him  right  when  be 
said  the  appropriation  was  to  be  procured  for  secret 
service  money? 

Mr.  WISE  said  be  had  answered  the  question,  and  be 
thought  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  was  in  the 
secret;  but,  as  be  was  not,  he  would  ask  the  honorable 
Speaker  of  the  House,  who  ought  to  tell;  he  would  ask 
honorable  members  of  the  House  if  the  appropriation 
was  wanted  for  secret  service  money,  or  was  it  wanted 
for  the  defence  of  the  country } 

Mr.  BYNUM  said  he  asked  for  a  direct  answer.  He 
had  understood  the  gentleman  to  have  made  the  asser- 
tion directly.  If  the  President  had  attempted  to  impose 
on  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  extracting  three  milKons 
for  secret  service  money,  he  was  for  carrying  the  uives- 
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tig&tion  to  the  White  House.  He  wm  for  probing  it  to 
the  bottom.  If  he  understood  the  gentleman  right,  he 
WM  for  purging  the  House  of  corruption,  and  the  White 
House  of  despotism.  Mr.  B.  said  he  had  not  the  ability, 
he  had  not  the  intellectual  power,  to  do  thatf  and  if  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  had.  Judge  White  might  step 
Siside,  and  he  would  go  for  him  for  President,  oecause 
he  could  do  more  than  any  other  man  in  America.  But 
he  thought  he  understood  the  gentleman  to  oppose  the 
resolution  under  consideration.  He  thought  the  gentle- 
man ought  to  have  seen  the  necessity  of  adopting  the 
resolution,  or  something  like  it,  for  the  purpose  of  ena- 
bling him  to  carry  on  his  investigation.  The  gentleman 
from  Virginia  had  also  said  that  there  was  a  trained  band 
in  the  Houses  but  the  gentleman  did  not  tell  us  who  be- 
longed to  that  trained  band.  It  was  but  a  short  time 
since  the  gentleman  professed  to  belong  to  that  same 
band. 

Mr.  WISB  said,  let  me  plead  not  guilty  of  belonging 
to  that  band — never  in  my  life. 

^  Mr.  BYNUM  said  that  the  gentleman  had  been  elected 
by  professing  to  belong  to  that  party;  and,  if  Mr.  B.  un- 
derstood him  rightly,  hie  was  favorable  to  the  principles 
of  tlie  present  administration,  and  came  to  Congress  a 
supporter  of  the  President;  and  he  appealed  to  the 
members  who  were  in  Congress  at  that  time  to  sustain 
him  in  the  assertion. 

Mr^  WISE  said,  when  he  spoke  of  the  trained  band, 
he  meant  the  trained  band  of  the  party  on  the  night  of 
the  3d  March,  1835;  and  he  begged  leave  to  make  a 
distinction  between  the  friends  of  the  President  and  the 
friends  of  the  party. 

Mr.  BYNUM  said  be  confessed  that  the  gentleman 
had'p|t>t  into  an  inexplicable  difRculty.  He  had  divided 
the  friends  of  the  President  from  the  friends  of  the  party. 
He  saw  tliat  the  gentleman's  perspicacity  was  too  keen 
for  him  to  follow.  The  gentleman  had  stated,  in  the 
commencement  of  this  liarangue,  that  he  would  tell  the 
whole  truth.  But  be  had  not  told  us  that  there  were 
presidential  partisans  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
There  were  other  parties  besides  the  Van  Burcn  party. 
There  were  a  number  of  gentlemen  elected  under  the 
influence  of  the  President's  name,  but  when  they  came 
to  Congress  they  were  suddenly  changed  to  the  other 
side. 

Mr.  B.  was  proceeding  in  his  remarks,  when 

Mr.  ASHLEY  called  for  the  orders  of  the  day. 

Some  conversation  took  place  between  Messrs. 
WHITTLESEY,  BELL,  PATTON,  WISE,  PEYTON, 
ADAMS,  EVANS,  and  the  CHAIR,  as  to  the  right  of 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  to  submit  the  motion  for 
the  orders  of  the  day,  the  House  having  suspended  the 
rules,  in  order  to  enable  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts to  Introduce  the  resolution  under  discussion. 

The  SPEAKER  decided  that  the  ihiotion  was  in  order, 
and  that  the  pending  debate,  under  tlie  rules,  could  only 
be  continued,  at  that  time,  by  a  vote  of  two  thirds. 

Mr.  WISE  then  moved  to  suspend  the  rules  for  the 
purpose  of  permitting  the  ditcussion  on  the  resolution  to 
progress,  and  called  tor  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion; 
which  were  ordered,  and  were  as  follows: 

Yais — Messrs.  Chilton  Alkn,  Bell,  Bond,  Bunch, 
John  Calhoon,  Cambreleng,  Campbell,  Carter,  Childs, 
Nathaniel  H.  Chuborne,  Clark,  Cleveland,  Cusbing, 
Denny,  Rice  Garland,  Grange ^,  Grayson,  GriiBn,  Ham- 
mond, Hardin,  Harper,  Ingham,  Jarvis,  Lincoln,  Love, 
Samson  Mason,  Maurv,  McComas,  McKay,  McKennan, 
McKeoo,  Mercer,  Miller,  Millig^n,  Muhlenberg,  Frank- 
lin Pierce,  Pettigrew,  Peyton,  Bencher,  Robertson, 
Russell,  Shields,  Spangler,  Storer,  Waddy  Thompson, 
White,  Lewis  Williams,  Wise— 48. 

Nats — Messrs.  Adams,  Heman  Allen,  Anthony,  Ash, 
Ashley,  Banks,  Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Boon, 


Borden,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Briggs,  Brown,  Burns, 
Bynum,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Carr,  Casey,  Georp^e 
Chambers,  John  Chambers,  Ch&ney,  Chapman,  Chapin, 
John  F.  H.  Claiborne,  Coles,  Connor,  Corwin,  Craig, 
Cramer,  Crane,  Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dickerson, 
Dickson,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Efner,  Evans,  Everett, 
Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fowler,  French,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller, 
William  K.  Fuller,  James  Garland,  Gillet,  Glascock, 
Graham,  Graves,  Grennell,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hamer« 
Hannegan,  Hard,  Harlan,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Albert 
G.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Hawkins,  llaynes,  Hazeltine,  Hen- 
derson, Hiester,  Hoar,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howell,  Hub- 
ley,  Hunt,  Huntington,  Huntsman,  Inffersoll,  .fabez 
Jackson,  Janes,  Joseph  Johnson,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Benjamin 
Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Rlingen- 
smith.  Lane,  Lansing,  Lawler,  Lawrence,  Gideon  Lee, 
Joshua  Lee,  Luke  Lea,  Leonard,  Lopin,  f^^all,  Lucas, 
Lyon,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Martin,  William  Mason, 
Moses  Mason,  May,  McKim,  McLene,  Montgomery, 
Moore,  Morgan,  Morris,  Owens,  Page,  Parker,  Patter- 
son, Fatten,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  James  A.  Pearce,  Phelps, 
Phillips,  Pinckney,  Potts,  Reed,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph 
Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Rogers,  Schenck,  Seymour, 
Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shinn,  Sloane,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Standefer,  Steele,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Johii 
Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turner,  Turrill,  Underwood, 
Vanderpoel,  Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Washington, 
Weeks,  Whittlesey,  Sherrod  Willtams— 160. 

So  the- House  refused  to  suspend  the  rules. 

Several  engrossed  bills  were  then  read  a  third  time 
and  passed.    - 

Mr.  HAWES,  of  Kentucky,  moved  that  when  the 
House  adjourn,  it  should  adjourn  to  Monday. 
■■  The  motion  not  being  in  order,  he  moved  that  the  rules 
of  the  House  be  suspended  to  allow  of  the  resolution. 

The  vote  being  taken,  there  were,  ayes  84,  noes  61. 
^  So  the  Hou'ie  refused  to  suspend  the  rules. 

Mr.  ANTHONY  moved  that  the  House  do  now  ad- 
journ. 

The  vote  was  taken  by  tellers,  and  the  result  was, 
ayes  62,  noes  59. 

So  the  House  adjourned. 


SlTUBDAT,  JlHUAET  30. 

Tlie  question  of  order  arising  on  the  appeal  from  a 
decision  of  the  Chair,  taken  by  Mr.  Adams  on  the  prcr 
sentation  of  a  petition  praying  the  abolition  of  slavery 
and  the  slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  having 
been  postponed  to  this  day, 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  that  the  House  had  already  decided 
the  question  of  appeal  upon  another  petition.  He  should 
therefore  move  to  lay  the  motion  on  the  table. 

After  some  conversation  between  Messrs.  BRIGGS, 
ADAMS,  and  tbe  CHAIR,  Mr.  ADAMS  withdrew  his 
appeal,  and  the  question  on  the  reception  of  the  petition 
was  laid  over  to  Monday. 

SUFFERERS  IN  FLORIDA. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Florida,  asked  leave  to  introduce  a 
resolution  relating  to  the  unfortunate  situation  of  the 
Territory  of  Florida  at  this  time. 

Objection  being  made, 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  suspend  the  rules{  which  was 
agreed  to;  and  he  then  submitted  the  following  Joint  res- 
olution: 

**  Refolved  by  the  Senate  and  Bouee  of  Hepresentativea 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congrees  aseembledp 
That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  authorized 
to  cause  rations  to  be  delivered  from  the  public  stores 
to  the  unfortunate  sufferers  who  have  been  driven  from 
their  homes  by  Indian  depredations,  until  they  can  be 
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re-established  in  their  possessions,  and  enabled  to  pro- 
cure provisions  for  the-  sustenance  of  themselves  and 
families." 

Mr.  WHITE  hoped  the  House  would  direct  the  reso- 
lution to  be  engrossed  without  commitment.  Th^  docu- 
ments which  had  been  laid  on  our  tables  had  afforded 
all  the  requisite  information  on  the  subject.  He  would 
not  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  longer  than  to 
say  that  five  hundred  families  had  been  driven  from 
their  homes  in  consequence  of  the  war,  and  had  been 
reduced  from  a  state  of  comfort  and  affluence  to  the  ut* 
most  want.  They  were  now  hanging  on  the  remnant  of 
our  army  for  protection,  and  were  without  provisions, 
or  the  means  of  obtaining  them.  After  the  rote  of  the 
House  making  appropriations  to  repress  the  hostilities 
of  the  Indians,  for  which  he  was  very  grateful,  and 
aAer  the  repeated  appropriations  of  money  for  the  re- 
lief of  these  very  hostile  Indians,  when  they  were  starv- 
ing, one  appropriation  of  ^30,000  having  been  made  at 
his  instance,  he  trusted  that  the  House  would  not  ob- 
ject to  relieve  the  necessities  of  these  unfortunate  peo- 
ple, until  thev  could  find  means  of  providing  for  them- 
•elvest  He  had  called  upon  the  President,  and  asked 
him  if  he  would  not  give  an  order  to  furnish  them  with 
provisions  from  the  commissariat,  and  he  replied  that  he 
could  not,  but  that  it  would  afford  him  much  pleasure 
to  do  it  if  Congress  would  give  him  the  power. 

Mr.  WHITTLESEY  rose,  not,  he  said,  to  oppose  the 
resolution,  but  to  suggest  to  the  gentleman  the  propri- 
ety of  rendering  it  more  definite  in  its  terms.  It  was 
too  indefinite  as  to  the  amount  of  the  rations,  and  the 
time  for  which  they  were  to  be  furnished.  The  inhab- 
itants ought  not  to  be  subsisted-  by  the  Government 
longer  than  their  indigent  circumstances  rendered  it 
Decenary. 

Mr.  BOON  thought  the  latter  clause  of  the  resolution 
too  indefinite.  They  should  be  provided  for  until  they 
were  able  to  sustain  themselves  and  families. 

Mr.  BEALE  moved  to  amend  by  striking  out  all  after 
the  word  '*  possessions." 

Mr.  WHITE  accepted  the  amendment  as  a  modifica- 
tiop. 

Mr.  PARKER  said  the  resolution  ought  to  be  limited 
to  some  definite  term,  say  two  or  three  months.  He 
hoped  it  would  be  postponed  till  Monday,  in  order  that 
Cong^ss  might  act  more  advisedly  upon  the  matter. 

Mr.  WHITE  hoped,  he  said,  that  it  would  not  be 
postponed.  The  resolution  only  contemplated  relief 
until  the  inhabitfti^s  could  be  re-established  in  their 
homes,  or  fly  to  some  place  of  safety.  At  present  they 
were  pressed  on  all  sides  by  the  savages;  their  houses 
were  burned,  their  plantations  laid  waste,  their  negroes 
carried  off,  and,  in  fine,  they  were  starving  for  bread. 
If  any  relief  was  to  be  afforded  to  them,  it  must  be  done 
promptly. 

Mr.  PARKER  was  not,  he  said^  opposed  to  the  ob- 
ject of  the  resolution;  but,  while  we  provided  relief, 
we  should  take  care  that  the  public  service  was  not  pre- 
judiced by  it.  He  would  rather  vote  for  some  specific 
sum,  lay  $50,000. 

Mr.  EVERETT  said  be  would  submit  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Florida  the  propriety  of  extending  tlie  same 
relief  to  the  frieiidly  Indians  near  Fort  Brooke.  By  a 
letter  received  yesterday  from  that  quarter,  he  was  in- 
formed that  three  hundred  Indians  bad  been  in  that  vi- 
cinity for  six  or  eight  months,  prepared  to  emigrate; 
that  provision  had  not  been  made  for  their  removal,  nor 
for  their  subsistence  in  the  mean  time;  that,  in  view  of 
their  emigration,  they  had  been  ordered  not  to  plant  the 
last  season;  and,  from  their  destitute  condition,  fears 
were  entertained  of  their  going  over  to  the  enemy;  that 
even  surprise  was  expressed  that  they  yet  remained 
faithful. 


Mr.  WHITE  stated  that  they  had  now  joined  the 
army,  declared  war  against  the  Lostiles,  and  drawn  ra 
tions  as  attached  to  the  army. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  Kentucky,  moved  to  insert,  after 
the  word  **  sufferers,"  *<  who  are  unable  to  provide  for 
themselves;"  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PARKS  inquired  iftliere  was  any  precedent  for 
this  resolution.  It  struck  him  that  it  set  a  precedent  of 
no  trifling  importance — one  under  which  a  hundred  mil- 
lions might  be  taken  from  the  Treasury.  He  felt  ae 
much  for  tiie  distresses  of  these  people  as  any  one 
could;  but  he  thought  the  House  ought  to  reflect  a  little 
before  they  established  so  dangerous  a  precedent.  He 
hoped  the  resolution  would  lie  over  till  Monday,  to  af- 
ford time  for  consideration. 

Mr.  PATTON  was  very  glad,  he  said,  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Maine  had  made  the  inquiry  whether  there  was 
any  precedent  for  this  measure;  and  he  thought  it  proper 
also  to  make  the  further  inquiry,  whether  there  wi»  any 
principle  by  which  it  could  be  sustained.  He  had  very 
litUe  doubt  that  the  diflicuky  suggested  coukl  be  removed, 
for  he  did  not  believe  there  was  any  considerable  error 
or  abuse  in  legislation  that  could  not  be  sustained  by  some 
precedent,  real  or  supposed.  Precedents,  instead  of 
being  guides  to  direct,  ought  to  be  beacons  to  warn  os. 
He  adverted  to  the  act  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  on 
the  Niagara  frontier,  and  to  the  abuses  practised  under  it, 

Mr.  GRANGER,  of  New  York,  rose  and  said:  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  the  little  observation  I  baye  had  of  men  and 
things,  I  have  learned  that  precedent  is  often  used  to  re- 
strain our  generous  impulses,  but  seldom  to  in^iel  us  to 
generous  action.  In  the  little  time  I  have  been  here,  | 
have  not  been  so  much  gratified  with  any  thing  that  has 
occurred,  as  I  have  been  at  the  prompt  manner  in  which 
this  House  has  stepped  forward  to  provide  means  for  car- 
rying on  the  war  in  Florida.  Whilst  we  have  been  with- 
out any  official  information  from  the  executive  depart- 
ment of  the  Government,  whilst  the  newspapers^  and  the 
newspapers  alone,  have  been  discussing  the  question 
whether  censure  should  rest  upon  one  of  the  Depart- 
ments or  upon  the  commanding  officer  in  Florida,  this 
House  and  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature  have 
stepped  forward  to  sustain  this  war,  although  no  requi- 
sition has.  been  made  by  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  na- 
tion.    Sir,  I  rejoice  that  they  have  done  so. 

[Mr.  CAMBULxiie  rose  to  explain,  and  Mr.  G.  yield- 
ed the  floor. 

Mr.  C.  said  that  great  injustice  had  been  done  in  the 
newspapers  to  the  course  pursued  by  the  Departments. 
The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  had  been  furnished 
with  the  first  communication  on  which  the^r  acted,  by  the 
Secretary  of  War.  They  next  day  received  a  second 
communication,  with  all  the  documents  relating  to  the 
Indian  war,  and  which  contained  all  the  information  that 
was  requisite. '  The  documents  had  not  gone  forth  to 
the  public,  which  was  an  extraordinary  circumstance. 
They  certainly  were  sent  by  the  committee  to  the  House» 
and  ought  to  have  accompanied  the  bill,  and  been  printed 
and  sent  to  the  Senate.  If  they  had,  the  erroneous  im- 
pression as  to  the  remissness  of  the  Departments  or  the 
Executive  would  not  have  gone  into  the  newspapers- 
It  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Executive,  or  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means,  that  this  had  not  been  done.] 

Mr.  G.  resumed.  If  the  genUeman  had  listened  to 
me  a  little  longer,  he  would  have  discovered  tbi^t  I  in- 
tended no  censure  on  the  Executive;  but  as  he  has  cho- 
sen to  challenge  me  to  speak,  I  do  say  that  the  history 
of  this  nation  can  present  nothing  like  the  silence  which 
has  existed  upon  this  subiect.  I  do  say,  that  whilst  this 
hall  has  been  ringing  with  plaudits  upon  our  administra- 
tion, and  whilst  we  have  been  called  upon  day  after  day 
to  hunt  up  the  bones  of  dead  quarrels  here,  whilst  your 
I  setUements  have  been  laid  waste  and  desolate,  no  corn- 
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muDication  has  beert  made  to  ibis  House,  as  a  branch  of 
the  Government.  Whatever  information  you  havje,  even 
upon  the  gentleman's  own  showing,  is  a  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means. 

[Mr.  CucBRBLSHe.  That,  letter  contained  all  that  was 
necessary.] 

Mr.  Gr  continued.  Sir,  I  repeat  that,  with  a  war 
known  to  exist  in  this  country,  we  have  been  occupied 
in  hunting  up  the  possibility,  not  only  of  a  war  which 
on^j^ht  take  place  hereafter  with  a  foreign  nation,  but  also 
to  discover  whether  a  war  was  last  year  likely  to  have 
existed.  We  have  war  enough  upon  our  hands  to  take 
care  of.  ^  The  war-cry  is  up  in  the  woods,  the  tomahawk 
glitters  in  the  sunbeam,  the  scalping-knife  is  urged  to  its 
cruel  duty,  the  flower  of  jrpur  chivalry  is  strewed  along 
the  plain,  and  yet  every  department  of  this  administra- 
tion is  as  dumb  as  the  bleeding  victims  of  th}s  inglorious 
contest.  This  would  not  have  been  said,  nr,  if  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  had  not  cut  short  what  I  intended 
tossy.  I 

The  situation  of  Florida  is  unlike  that  of  the  country 
alluded  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Pattok.] 
If  I  undersUnd  the  character  of  that  Territory,  it  is  not 
susceptible  of  sustaining  a  deitse  population  within  its 
borders.  There  are  now  but  few  inhabitants,  and  those 
spread  over  a  large  expanse  of  country;  and  when  they 
are  driven  in  from  their  settlements,  unless  the  Govern- 
ment extends  its  aid,  they  must  inevitably  perish.  Th^y 
are  not  like  the  sufferers  on  the  Niagara  frontier,  who 
fell  back  upon  a  country  as  rich  in  agricultural  products 
as  any  other  section  of  the  Union. 

1  am  not  afraid  of  the  precedent  to  be  furnished  by 
this  resolution.  In  legislating  for  a  suffering  people,  I 
want  no  precedent  but  that  which  my  Creator  has  plant- 
ed in  my  bosom.  I  do  not  believe  that  we  sit  here  with 
the  sympathies  of  our  nsture  chilled  and  frozen  by  the 
mere  force  ol  the  oath  which  we  have  Uken.  I  do  not 
believe  that  our  duty  requires  that  they  should  be  thus 
chilled  and  frozen.  1  believe  that  the  existence  of  this 
Government  depends  upon  its  extending  its  fostering 
hand  to  the  unfortunate,  whenever  it  can  be  done  within 
the  limits  of  the  constitution.  Especially  should  this  be 
the  case,  where  the  sufferers  reside  within  a  Territory, 
and  have  no  SUte  Government  to  which  they  can  look 
for  succor.  Such  is  the  true  course  to  be  pursued  in 
this  nation;  and  then  our  people  will  feel  that  they  are 
indeed  members  of  one  common  family;  and  that,  whilst 
they  hear  equal  burdens,  they  are  the  equal  recipients 
of  the  bounty  and  protection  of  Government. 

Mr.  LANE  said  he  regretted  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  [Mr.  GBAHsxm,]for  whom  he  entertained  the  kind- 
est feelings  of  respect,  had  not  sought  a  more  fit  occa- 
sion to  indulge  in  bitter  remarks  against  the  Executive, 
and  those  who  sustain  him  in  this  House. 

The  resolution  has  for  lU  object  the  immediate  relief 
of  the  citizens  of  Florids,  whose  country  has  been  deso- 
lated, whose  houses  and  property  have  been  destroyed, 
by  an  unexpected  savage  war  upon  its  innocent  and  de- 
fenceless inhabitants — men,  women,  and  children,  in  a 
state  of  starvation— a  scene  that  can  but  call  for  the  com- 
miseration of  every  sympathetic  bosom. 

Yes,  sir,  upon  this  resolution,  calling  for  action  and 
unanimity,  the  honorable  gentleman  from  New  York 
has  deemed  it  his  duty  to  arraign  the  Executive  for  neg- 
lect of  duty,  for  being  deaf  to  the  cries  of  women  and 
children,  while  the  scalping-knife  is  urged  to  its  bloody 
office;  that  this  House,  instead  of  suppressing  this  war, 
and  defei/ding  the  country,  have  been  seeking  other 
cause  of  war,  and  hunting  for  the  buried  of  the  last 
session. 

Mr.  Speaker,  with  what  justice  are  those  charges 
ipadc?    The  honorable  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr. 


Whits]  has  informed  the  House  again  and  again  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  has  promptly  done 
all  in  his  power  to  suppress  the  savage  and  relieve  ttie 
country.  And  whenever  the  subject  has  been  present- 
ed to  this  House,  it  has  been  taken  up  and  acted  upon 
with  a  promptness  unknown  to  legishktion.  To  consider 
the  present  resolution,  the  rules  of  the  House  have  been 
suspended. 

No  matter,  however,  what  the  subject  ortheocca^ 
uon,  a  dash  at  the  Executive  or  his  friends  is  to  be  ex- 
pected from  some  one  of  the  opposition. 

Sir,  if  ever  there  was  a  time  or  an  occasion  in  legi*. 
lation  when  men  might  indulge  all  the  nobler  feelings 
of  the  soul — when,  to  pause  for  precedents  in  legisUi- 
tion,  or  to'consult  the  letter  of  the  constitution,  would 
be  cruel — this  is  that  time  and  tha*  occasion.  If  aught 
could  have  dried  up  the  sympathies  of  my  heart,  (alwayr, 
and  I  trust  ever  will  be,  open  to  the  cries  of  distran, )  the 
remarks  of  the  honorable  gentleman  from  New  York 
would  have  done  it.  Butj  he  trusted,  neither  the  injus^ 
tice  of  the  remarks,  nor  the  spirit  of  party  it  was  so  well 
calcukted  to  awaken,  will  influence  a  single  vote  on  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HOLSEY  said,  when  a  suffering  people  bad  been 
driven  from  their  homes,  and  left  without  the  means  of 
sustaining  themselves,  that  then  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  extend  to  them  relief.  In  the  present 
case,  the  inhabitants  of  a  portion  of  Florida  were  cut  off 
by  the  savages  from  any  settlement  where  they  cmUd 
have  an  opportunity  of  supporting  themselves  by  their 
own  exertions,  and  surrounded  on  all  parts  by  a  wilder- 
ness.  In  such  a  state  of  the  case,  he  considered  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  support  those  people 
until  they  could  be  restored  to  their  homes.  If  the  in- 
habitants of  Florida  had  been  thrown  back  on  a  frontier 
teeming  with  all  the  luxuries  of  the  earth,  then  the  ap^ 
plication  of  tlie  strength  given  them  by  their  Creator 
would  have  been  sufficient  for  their  sustenance^  without 
the  aid  of  Government.  If  the  inhabitants  had  been 
thrown  on  the  frontiers  of  Georgia  and  Alabama,  tliea 
we  might  apply  the  principle  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  [Mr.  Pattov.]  There  are  about  500  soldiers 
in  that  country,  and  they  cannot  procure  the  necessaries 
of  life;  and  when  men,  with  arms  in  their  hands,  cannot 
procure  subsistence,  how  was  it  to  be  supposed  that  the 
suffering  inhabitants  could  survive  without  the  aid  of 
the  Government?  A  Government  that  will  not  extend 
protection  and  relief  to  its  own  citizens  is  unworthy  the 
name  of  a  Government* 

Mr.  HA  WES  proposed  to  amend  the  resohition,  by 
striking  out  the  word  **  sufferers,"  and  inserting  in  lien 
thereof,  «  women,  children,  and  men  unable  to  bear 


Mr.  H.  said  it  would  be  apparent  that  his  object  was 
to  confine'  the  operation  of  the  resolution  to  those  who 
were  incapable  of  bearing  arms  in  defence  of  their  coun*> 
try.  If  individuals  capable  of  bearing  arms  were  in  the 
field,  rations  would  be  issued  to  them  as  a  nMtter  of 
course,  and  they  shoiLld  be  nowhere  but  in  the  field  of 
battle,  in  defence  of  their  firesides  and  their  hones. 
Feed  inen  up,  and  stuff  them  with  ration%  and,  my  word 
for  it,  (said  Mr.  H.,)  there  is  no  fighting.  But  let  them 
depend  upon  themselves,  let  them  have  the  soldier's  ra- 
tions as  the  soldier  gets  them,  in  the  field;  let  them  be 
hungry  at  times,  and  then  they  will  fight  fast  enough. 
Those  who  were  unable  to  arm  in  defence  of  their  coun- 
try he  would  relieve;  those  capable  of  bearing  arms 
should  earn  their  rations  by  being  found  on  the  field  of 
battle. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  said  he  wished  to  relieve  these  people 
from  their  deplorable  condition,  but  was  not  willing  to 
vioUte  the  constitution  or  transcend  the  powers  of  the 
Gov^nment  about  it.  He  should  never  give  %  vote  prtd« 
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Icated  on  the  idea  that  this  House  waa  a  charitable  insti- 
tution. He  had  oAen  felt  his  heart  warmed  with  the 
mere  imaf^ination  of  what  he  would  do  for  the  relief  of 
the  suffenng,  were  these  splendid  resources  his.  They 
not  being  his  to  dispose  ofi  he  could  give  nothing  from 
them  on  the  ground  of  sympathy  or  charity.  But  this 
Qovernment  is  bound  to  protect  its  citizens  against  inva- 
ding enemies — the  people  of  Florida  just  as  much  as  any 
others — no  more,  no  less.  If,  from  the  suddenness  of 
the  attacks,  or  want  of  men  or  arms,  we  are  not  able  to 
protect  them  in. their  houses  and  at  home,  where  we  are 
bound  to  do  it,  we  must  do  it  where  we  can:  take  them 
under  tiie  immediate  wing  of  the  army.  This  protection 
must  be  real— not  only  from  the  tomahawk  and  scalping- 
knife,  but  from  inevitabfe  starvation  caused  by  the  ene- 
my. The  richest  man  might  starve,  if  chased  into  the 
wilderness  by  the  scalping-knife.  Shall  we  be  bound  to 
save  him  from  the  scalping-knife  and  let  him  starve  in 
the  wilderness  before  he  can  return  to  his  means?  If 
these  people  are  driven  from  their  homes  by  an  invading 
foe,  and  unable  to  sustain  themselves  in  any  other  way, 
I  feel  coni^dent  it  is  our  literal  duty  to  defend  them  in 
that  way;  not  only  from  death  at  the  hand  of  the  savage, 
but  from  starvation,  the  immediate  consequence  of  the 
pursuit  of  the  savage i  and  if  the  resolution  be  now 
framed,  or  shall  be  altered,  so  as  that  none  will  be  provi- 
ded for  but  such  as  we  are  bound  to  defend,  and  cannot 
otherwise  defend,  and  who  cannot  protect  or  provide  for 
themselves,  I  will  vote  for  it. 

'  Mr.  GLASCOCK  had  hoped,  at  least,  that,  upon  a 
subject  like  this,  nothing  would  have  transpired  to  have 
disturbed  the  harmony  of  this  debate,  and  that  they 
should  have  had  immediate  action  upon  it.  He  regretted 
4hat  any  thing  should  have  been  thrown  out  in  the  way 
of  censure  upon  the  Government;  and  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  expressing  his  firm*  belief  that,  so  far  as  related 
to  the  depredations  in  Florida,  and  all  which  had  grown 
out  of  it,  no  department  of  the  Government  was  in  any 
way  to  blame.  He  believed  that,  throughout  the  whole 
transaction,  each  department  had  faithfully  performed  its 
duty.  Mr.  G.  felt  but  little  disposed  to  say  any  thing  on 
a  question  like  that,  nor  should  he  have  said  a  word  but 
for  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr. 
GBAveim.]  He  would,  however,  tell  that  gentleman 
that,  whatever  he  might  suppose  to  influence  the  mem- 
tiers  of  the  administration  on  questions  of  this  kind;  yet, 
if  a  War  came,  whether  foreign,  domestic,  or  otherwise, 
the  friends  of  the  administration  would  be  found  as 
ready  and  as  willing  to  protect  the  Government, and 
their  fellowocitizens  aa  any  of  the  gentlemen  of  the  op- 
posite side.  The  time  might  yet  come  when  the  coun- 
try would  see  which  would,  and  which  would  not,  be 
read]^  and  willing  to  step  forward  in  her  defence. 
.  With  regard  to  the  resolution,  he  hoped  it  would  be 
adopted  immediately.  He  did  not  know  that  it  was  actu- 
ally necessary;  for  if  the  commissary  general,  or  the  per- 
son authorized  to  issue  rations,  had  acted  as  Mr.  G. 
woukl  have  done  under  the  same  circumstances,  he  had 
not  waited  for  any  preliminary  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  If  the  necessities  of  the  inhabitants  de- 
manded it,  he  should,  without  consulting  any  department 
of  the  Governitlent,  promptly  have  dealt  out  to  them, 
trusting  to  the  magnanimity  and  liberality  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  his  vindication.  .The  case,  however,  would  be 
hopeless,  should  this  resolution  be  delaved  or  rejected. 
The  knowledge  of  such  a  disposition  of  it  would  reach 
that  section  of  the  country  in  a  short  time,'  and  the  con- 
sequence would  be,  that  those  who  had  charge  of  the 
public  supplies  there  would  refuse  all  aid;  lor  they 
would  say.  Congress  had  refused  them  the  power;  or, 
if  they  did,  they  must  do  it  at  their  own  expense. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  there  would  be  no  further 
delay.    There  could  be  no  necessity  for  postponing  it. 


it  was  a  plain  question,  which  needed  no  time  for  reflec- 
tion, and  he  felt  perfectly  satisfied,  in  his  own  mind,  con- 
flicted with  no  provision  of  the  constitution. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Florida,  said  he  rose  to  appeal  to 
those  who  intended  to  vote  forche  resolution  under  con- 
sideration, not  to  discuss  it  farther,  as  it  was  of  the  ut- 
most importance  that  whatever  was  done  should  be  done 
promptly.  He  could  not  repress  the  expression  of  his 
astonishment  that,  upon  such  a  question,  gentlemen  were 
disposed  to  use  such  measured  phraseology,  and  to  em- 
ploy such  refined  limitations,  to  prevent  oi^r  excessive 
humanity  from  too  great  enlargement  by  the  Executive. 
The  resolution  proposed  to  relieve  suflerers,  driven 
from  their  homes  by  a  desolating  war,  in  the  origin  of 
which  they  had  no  participation,  but  in  the  consequences 
of  which  their  lives  and  property  had  been  destroyed,  to 
an  extent  almost  unexampled  in  the  historv  of  savage 
warfare.  Upon  such  a  question,  he  wished  the  House 
to  proceed 'to  the  vote,  and  let  those  who  doubt  about 
precedents  look  for  them  in  the  uniform  practice  of 
every  year,  for  ten  years  past,  as  the  journals  bear  testi- 
mony. He  had  been  honored  with  a  seat  in  the  House 
for  ten  years,  and  he  could  say  with  confidence  that  a 
precedent  was  to  be  found  at  every  session. 

This   was  no  party  question,  and  he   trusted  that 
the  attention  of  the  House  would  not  be    diverted 
to  other  topics  connected  with  it,  which  might  be  made 
the  subject  of  future  investigation.    This  bloody  war, 
now  raging  on  our  frontier,  was    not    produced    by 
any  acts  of  the  people  who  were  plundered  and  murder- 
ed, nor  by  causes  which  they  could,  by  any  foresight  or 
courage,  control  or  prevent  It  grew  out  of  the  rebtiona 
between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  these 
Indians.    A  treaty  was  entered  into  for  their  removal  to 
the  west  of  the  Mississippi;  they  complained  of  this  trea- 
ty, and  were  indulged  for  another  year  by  the  Govern- 
ment, upon  a  solemn  pledge,  signed  by  all  the  chiefs,  to 
remove  this  winter.    The  time  arrived,  and  they  viola- 
ted this  convention,  and  commenced  this  scene  of  de- 
struction upon  the  peaceable,  unsuspecting,  and  unof- 
fending inhabitants  of  Florida.    Whether  the  Govern- 
ment took  these  precautionary  measures  in  advance  of 
such  a  crisis  is  a  matter  that  will  be  inquired  into,  and 
ought  to  be,  and  shall  be,  investigated.     Whatever  &ult 
may  have  been  committed,  (if  any,  which  be  did  not 
charge,)  that,*  however,  would  be  inquired  into,  and  it 
was  due  to  the  people  of  Florida,  and  to  the  Government, 
that  it  should  be  inquired  into.   He  took  pleasure  in  say- 
ing that,  from  the  moment  of  the  commencement  of  ac- 
tual hostilities,  no  Government  could  have  taken  more 
energetic  measures  for  the  speedy  termination  of  the 
war  than  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War  had  done. 
They  have  done  every  thing  he  had  asked  with  aUcrity 
and  proper  public  spirit.    It  is  (said  Mr.  W.)  the  mis- 
fortune of  our  .country  that  the  miserable  handful  of 
men,  called  the  army  of  tlie  United  States,  are  scatter- 
ed over  a  frontier  of  four  thousand  miles  in  extent,  and 
could  not  be  concentrated  at  any  one  point  until  a  great 
portion  of  your  territory  is  desolated.    The  command- 
ing general,  with  fourteen  companies  under  his  com- 
mand, was  enabled  only  to  bring  into  the  fight  250  reg- 
uUrs,  who  fought  with  a  spirit  and  gallantry  never  sur- 
passed in  a  conflict  with  the  Indians.     I  know  General 
Clinch  to  be  as  prudent  and  as  brave  a  man  as  the  army 
can  boast  of,  and  in  that  desperate  battle  of  WythhM^oo- 
chee  be  threw  himself  in  front  of  the  lines,  and  animated 
his  soldiers  by  his  example.    If  he  had  pursued  the  ene-^ 
my,  leaving  his  54  wounded  men,  he  would  have  most 
probably  shared  the  fate  of  the  galUnt  and  unfortunate 
Dade  and  his  brave  companions,  without  even  a  wound- 
ed man  to  tell  the   melancholy  story  of  the  bloody 
tragedy. 
We  are  not  now  to  coDsi4sr  the  conduct  of  the  admin 
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I  istration,  nor  the  acts  of  our  military  commftiiderf.  The 
l^od  or  bad  deeds  of  either  are  not  now  to  be  diBcussed 
or  passed  upon.  All  this  belongs  to  history^  and  may 
be  examined  when  I  make  an  appeal,  which  I  shall  do, 
for  an  indemnification  of  the  inhabitants  who  have  been 
ruined  for  the  want  of  an  adequate  protection  of  this 
(government.  The  question  now  is,  whether  the  women 
and  children  of  respectable  planters,  recently  in  the  en- 
jpyment  of  peace,  happiness,  and  contentment,  suddenly 
driven  from  their  homes  by  a  mercileu  and  savage  ene- 
my, and  forced  into  your  military  cantonments,  to  es- 
cape the  tomahawk  and  scalpinp-knife,  are  to  be  led  to 
starve  because  the  President  has  no  power  to  relieve 
them  without  a  vote  of  Congress.  Sir,  what  is  the  ob- 
ject of  Government,  if  we  are  coolly  and  calmly  to  sit 
here  talking  about  precedents f  It  is  a  case  for  a  pre- 
cedent, if  none  ezistedj  and  it  is  one  which  in  all 
time  would  stand  as  a  principle,  to  which  humanity  and 
justice  can  point  as  worthy  of  an  American  Congress. 
And  are  there  no  precedents  to  quiet  the  conscience  of 
the  gentleman  from  Maine?  [Mr*  PAmss.]  Let  us  look 
for  authority  in  our  legislation.  Several  rears  ago  these 
merciless  barbarians  who  have  committed  these  outrages 
were  themselves  in  a  state  of  starvation,  and  Congress 
appropriated,  by  an  almost  unanimous  vote,  (every 
member  from  Maine  voting  for  the  bill,)  a  large  sum  to 
feed  these  Indians,  without  any  pretext  of  a  treaty,  law, 
or  precedent;  and  yet  we  want  to  search  for  precedents 
for  an  important  principle  to  feed  those  who  have  been 
reduced  to  starvation  by  the  enemies  of  this  Govern- 
ment, growing  out  of  the  acts  of  the  United  States.  The 
gentleman  would  doubtless  liave  voted  for  the  Indians, 
ut  not  for  these  unfortunate  sufferers,  many  of  whom 
have  beeh  reduced  fhom  affluence  to  penury  by  a  sav- 
age enemy.  If  authority  is  wanted,  let  us  look  back  to 
the  history  of  the  past.  Congress  appropriated  money 
to  send  provisions  to  Caraccas,  some  years  ago,  to  relieve 
the  distresses  of  the  people  of  South  America.  The 
President,  out  of  an  appropriation  for  repressing  hostil- 
ities of  the  Indians  on  the  Michigan  frontier,  ordered 
rations  to  be  delivered  to  the  suffering  inhabitants  until 
the  end  of  the  war.  The  settlers  at  New  Madrid  were 
indemnified  for  the  damages  occasioned  by  an  earth- 
quake; and,  at  every  session  since  I  have  been  in  Con- 
gress, a  vote  has  been  taken  here  to  distribute  wood  to 
the  suffering  poor  of  this  city.  If  gentlemen  want  pre- 
cedents, the^  have  them  in  the  repeated  acts  of  this 
Government  m  charity  for  the  visitations  of  Providence. 
Sir,  here  are  precedents;  and,  with  these  before  us,  what 
are  you  to  sav  to  these  people  who  have  been  ruined  by 
the  acu  of  the  enemies  of  the  country,  and  having  es- 
caped upon  a  sparse  and  thinlv  inhabited  frontier, 
are  to  be  told  that  they  have  only  escaped  the  savage 
tomahawk  and  scalping-krfife  to  perish -by  starvation? 
I  have  had  occasion  before  to  express  my  gratitude  to 
this  Congress,  and  that  of  the  generous  people  I  repre- 
sent, for  the  appropriations  which  have  been  made  with 
such  Unanimity,  and  for  the  suspension  of  all  the  rules, 
to  enable  me  to  offer  this  proposition,  and  I  expect  a 
still  more  signal  occsision  for  expressing  it  in  the  vote 
which  I  now  confidently  expect  to  carry  consolation  and 
comfort  to  the  hearts  of  those  who  look  to  you  for  pro- 
tiection  in  this  calamitous  crisis. 

Mr.  TURRILX.  did  not  rise  to  discuss  this  subject,  but 
merely  to  make  a  few  remarks^  that  he  might  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  in  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give. 
With  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Florida,  he  sincere- 
ly hoped  that  a  party  discussion  would  not  again  grow 
out  of  any  proposition  similar  to  the  one  before  the  House. 
Such  a  discussion  was  at  all  times  to  be  deprecated,  and 
it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  honorable  gentleman  here- 
after would  not  adopt  a  course  calculated  to  provoke 
such  a  discussion.    Ir  I  understand  him  correctly,  (said 


Mr.  T.,)  the  honorable  gentleman  commenced  his  re- 
marks by  saying  that,  whatever  may  have  been  the  faull 
of  the  Government,  it  was  evident  that  now  was  not  the 
ti;ne  to  inquire  into  the  causes  which  have  produced  the 
unfortunate  state  of  things  in  Florida.  He  believed, 
however,  that  it  was  due  to  his  constitutents  that  the  in- 
quiry riiould  be  made,  but  that  inauiry  ought  to  be  left 
Ibr  another  occasion;  and,  sir,  (said  Mr.  T.,)  for  the  last 
two  or  three  days,  whenever  this  subject  has  been  be- 
fore the  House,  the  honorable  gentleman  has  re|>eatedly 
stated,  and  with  great  emhpasis,  too,  that  the  citizens  of 
Florida  have  been  placed  in  their  present  unfortunate 
situation  by  the  acts  of  this  Government,  and  without 
any  fault  of  their  own.  Mr.  T.  said  if  he  voted  for  the 
resolution,  he  should  not  do  so  because  he  believed  the 
Executive  justly  chargeable  with  any  the  slightest  omis- 
sion of  duty,  or  because  he  supposed  the  dtixens  of 
Florida  had  any  .peculiar  claims. 

[Mr.  Whitb  explained.  He  did  not  say  that  any  fault 
rested  with  the  Government  or  its  Departments.  He 
said  they  had  taken  every  measure  they  could  since  the 
hostilities  bad  broken  out.  He  was  not  prepared  to^ 
speak  of  any  thing  before  that,  but  it  was  due  to  his 
constituents  that  investigation  should  be  made.] 

Mr.  Tuitiiti  said  that,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
honorable  gehtleman  from  Florida  during  this  debkte, 
taken  in  connexion  with  the  attack  made  by  his  colleague 
[Mr.  GxAvoxa]  upon  the  administration,  if  he  were  to 
vote  for  the  resolution  without  giving  any  explanation, 
it  might  be  construed  into  a  tacit  admisnon  that  there 
was  some  foundation  for  the  charges  which  have  been 
preferred  against  the  executive  department  of  the 
Government.  Mr.  T.  felt  as  much  sympathy  for  the 
sufferers  as  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Florida,  and 
would  go  as  far  as  any  gentleman  to  extend  to  them  that 
prompt  and  efficient  relief  which  their  peculiar  situation 
demands;  but  he  should  not  vote  for  the  resolution  be- 
cause he  supposed  that  the  Government  was  in  fault,  or 
because  he  believed  the  situation  of  the  citizens  of 
Florida  to  be  such  as  to  place  them  in  a  reUtion  to  the 
Government  different  from  that  of  all  other  pioneers 
along  our  western  frontiers,  whose  spirit  of  enterprise 
has  stimulated  them,  with  the  hope  of  gain,  to  press  their 
settlements  into  the  wilderness,  where  savage  tribes  still 
linger.  They  locate  with  a  full  knowledge  of  the  hard- 
ships and  privations,  of  the  difficulties  and  dangers  they 
have  to  encounter;  they  are  all  alike  entitled  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Government,  and  the  citizens  of  Florida 
had  no  peculiar  claims  over  other  pioneers. 

Mr.  T.  said  the  House  ought  not  to  act  upon  the  im- 
pulse of  the  moment,  without  some  investigation.  He 
apprehended  that  the  true  state  of  things  in  Florida  was 
not  correctly  understood.  He  believed  that  the  numer- 
ical strength  of  the  hostile  force  was  gpreatly  overrated. 
It  would  be  found  that,  instead  of  having  been  remiss, 
the  Executive  had  done  more,  mueh  more,  than  the  ex- 
igencies seemed  to  require.  Long  since,  and  before 
any  serious  apprehensions  were  entertained,  even  in 
Florida,  that  there  would  be  any  hostile  movements  by 
the  Seminoles,  fourteen  companies  of  regular  troops 
were  placed  at  the  disposal  of  General  Clinch.  In  ad- 
dition to  this,  that  officer  was  authorized  by  the  Presi- 
dent to  call  upon  the  Governor  of  Florida  for  any  force 
which  might  be  necessary  to  meet  any  emergency,  and, 
by  a  prompt  and  decisive  blow,  to  put  an  effectual  ter- 
mination to  hostilities,  should  the  Indians  attempt  to 
make  war  upon  the  inhabitants.  Orders  had  also  been 
given  to  call  upon  the  Governors  of  Georgia,  Alabama, 
and  South  Carolina,  for  any  additional  force  that  might  be 
required.  The  time  has  been  when  seven  hundred  undis- 
I  ciplined  militis,  under  a  skilful  commander,  contended 
successfully  against  this  ver>  tribe  of  Indians;  and  Mr. 
I  T.  said,  from  the  best  information  he  could  obtain,  he 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2447 


GALES  &  BEATON'S   REGISTER 


2448 


H.  oy  It] 


Slavery  in  the  DUtrid  of  Columbia. 


[Fib.  1,  1836. 


was  Mitisfied  that  (at  the  battle  of  Wythlacoochee  there 
were  troops  enough  in  si^t  to  have  gained  a  decisive 
victory,  a  victory  which  would  have  put  an  end  to  the 
war;  but,  for  some  cause  or  other,  the  militia  did  not  cross  ^ 
the  small  creek  which  separated  them  from  the  battle 
ground.  They  remainded  idle  spectators  of  the  bloody 
contest.  ,There  has  (said  Mr.  T. }  been  no  fault,  I  repeat, 
no  omisMon  of  duty,  on  the  part  of  the  Executive.  All 
h«s  bee;i  done,  and  more  than  eould  have  been  expected 
or  required.  If  censure  is  merited,  it  must  rest  else- 
where, and  not  on  the  Executive.  In  voting  for  the 
resolution,  he  would  do  so  because  he  believed  that  the 
relief  asked  for  should  be  granted,  in  aH  cases  where 
citizens  have  been  expelled  from  their  homes  and  made 
penniless  by  any  hostile  force. 

Mr.  HARPER  could  not  permit  himself  to  doubt  that 
this  resolution  would  pass  unanimously,  and  he  was  as- 
tonished that  any  thing  like  partv  discussion  should  have 
grown  out  of  such  a  subject  as  this.  He  would  not  stop 
to  inquire  who  was  right  or  who  was  wrong.  He  asked 
if  it  could  be  possible  that,  while  they  sat  there  as  a  le- 
girfative  body,  voting  public  money  for  losses  which 
happened  twenty  years  ago^  they  could  refuse  relief  in 
this  case^  He  hoped  the  vote  would  be  taken  without 
any  further  discussion.  If  a  precedent  was  wanted,  it 
would  be  found  in  a  vote  given  yesterday,  to  pay  a  man 
for  a  bam  which  was  burnt  in  Virginia,  by  the  enemy, 
twenty  years  agoi  and  could  the  House  hesitate  to  vote 
for  the  relief  of  these  women  and  children? 

Mr.  REYNOLDS,  of  Illinois,  then  moved  the  previous 
question. 

Mr.  PARKS  raised  the  question  of  order,  whether 
the  resolution,  being  one  of  appropriation,  must  not 
pass  through  the  forms  necessary  for  all  'appropria- 
tions, viz:  that  it  could  not  be  passed  on  the  day  of  its 
introduction,  and  must  first  be  considered  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

The  CHAIR  decided  otherwise,  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  not  an  original  appropriation,  but  directed  the 
application  of  a  sum  of  money  already  appropriated; 
whereupon, 

Mr.  PARKS  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair; 
and,  after  a  few  words  from  Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York, 
in  support  of  the  Chair's  decision,  and  Mr.  PARKS 
against  if,  the  decision  of  the  Speaker  was  sustained  by 
tlie  House. 

The  previous  question  was  then  seconded:  ayes  95, 
noes  56;  and  the  main  question,  which  was  on  the  en- 
grossment of  the  resolution  as  modified  and  amended, 
was  then  ordered  to  be  put;  and  on  the  main  question 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  asked  for  the  yeas  snd  nays;  which 
were  ordered,  and  the  result  was:  Yeas  178,  nays  14,  as 
follows: 

YzAS — Messrs.  JohnQ.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Heroan 
Allen,  Anthony,  Ash,  Ashley,  Banks,  Beale,  Bean, 
Beaumont,  Bockee,  Bond,  Borden,  Bouldin,  Bovee, 
Boyd,  Briggs,  Brown,  Bunch,  John  Calhoon,  William 
B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Casey,  George  Chambers, 
John  Chambers,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Childs, 
Clark,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Connor,  Corwin,  Craig, 
Cramer,  Crane,  Cushing,  Cushman,  Davis,  Denny, 
Dickerson,  Dickson,  Dunlap,  Efner,  Evans,  Ever- 
ett, Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fowler,  French,  Fry.  Philo 
C  Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller,  Oalbraith,  Rice  Garland, 
Oillet,  Glascock,  Graham,  Granger,  Grantland,  Graves, 
Grayson,  Grennell,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hiland  Hall, 
Hamer,  Hannegan,  Harper,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Haw- 
kins, Haynes,  Hazeltine,  Henderson,  Hiester,  Hoar, 
Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Howell,  Hubley,  Hunt, 
Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingersoll,  Ingham,  William 
Jackson,  Jabez  Jackson,  Jsnes,  Joseph  Johnson, 
Richard  M.Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Benjamin  Jones, 
Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith,  Lane, 


Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  G.  L>ee,  J.  Lee,  T.  Lee, 
Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Logan,  Love,  Lyon,  Abijah  Mann, 
Job  Mann,  Manning,  Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason, 
Maury,  May,  McComas,  McKennan,  McKeon,  McKiro, 
Mercer,  Miller,  Milligan  Morgan,  Morris,  Muhlenberg, 
Owens,  Page,  Parker,  Patterson,  Dutee  J.  Pearce, 
J.  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Phelps,  Phillips,  Pinckney, 
Potts,  Reed,  Rencher,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph  Reyn- 
olds, Ripley,  Roane,  Rogers,  Russell,  Schenck,  Sey- 
mour, A.  H.  Shepperd,  Shields,  Shinn,  Slade,  Sloane, 
Smith,  Spangler,  Sprague,  Standefer,  Steele,  Storer, 
Sutherland,  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  John  Thomson,  Tooeey, 
Towns,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel,  Vinton,  Wsgener,  Ward- 
well,  Washington,  Webster,  Weeks,  White,  Whittlesey. 
Lewis  Williams,  Wise— 178. 

Nats— Messrs.  Campbell,  Dromgodle,  James  Garland, 
Griffin,  Hammond,  Hardin,  Jarvis,  Loyall,  McLene, 
Parks,'  Patton,  Robertson,  Waddy  Thompson,  Sherrod 
Williams— 14. 

So  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed;  and 
the  same  having  been  engrossed,  was  then  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

Adjourned. 

MONDAT,  FaBmuAST  1. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

This  being  petition  day,  the  House  resumed,  as  the 
unfinished  business,  the  consideration  of  the  motion  of 
Mr.  CvsHiiro,  of  Massachusetts,  that  the  petition  pre- 
sented by  him,  of  sundry  citizens  of  Massachusetts,  pray- 
ing the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  be  received. 

Mr.  HAMMOND,  who  was  entitled  to  the  floor,  rose 
and  said,  that  when  he  had  first  demanded  the  prelimi- 
nary question  of  reception  on  the  presentment  of  a  simi- 
lar petition  some  weexs  ago,  it  was  his  hope  and  expec- 
tation that  it  would  be  decided  without  debate.  On 
every  subsequent  occasion  when  he  had  felt  it  his  duty 
to  make  a  similar  dentand,  he  had  entertained  the  same 
desire,  and  had  himself  refrained  from  taking  any  part 
in  the  discussions  which  had  arisen.  It  was  obvious,  how- 
ever, that  gentlemen  presenting  these  petitions  were  de- 
termined to  discuss  them;  and,  afler  what  had  occurred 
on  last  petition  dsy,  he  concluded  that  no  such  petition 
would  be  offered  to  the  House  hereafter,  without  a  pre- 
liminary speech  as  well  as  motion.  As  much,  therefore, 
as  he  felt  indisposed  to  block  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  on  this  important  day,  he  thought  perhaps  he  bad 
as  well  say  at  once  what  he  had  to  say  on  this  subject  in 
its  present  stage,  and  by  so  doing  he  might  fiicilitate  the 
business  of  the  House. 

I  listened,  sir,  (said  Mr.  !(.,)  with  much  pleasure  to 
the  address  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
CusBiHo]  who  presented  this  petition,  and  I  believe  I 
can  say  that  I  concur  in  every  principle  which  he  laid 
down.  I  am  sure  he  cannot  have  a  more  sacred  regard 
for  the  inestimable  right  •  of  petition  than  I  entertain. 
But,  really,  I  cannot  see  what  the  discussion  of  that  right 
can  have  to  do  with  the  question  before  the  House. 

No  one  here  desires  to  **pass  a  law*'  depriving  *<the 
people  of  the  rieht  of  peaceably  assembling,  and  peti- 
tionmg  for  a  redress  of  grievances."  In  this  instance 
they  have  already  so  assembled.  They  have  petitioned 
for  the  redress  of  their  imaginary  grievances.  The  pe- 
tition has  been  presented  to  the  House.  Its  contents 
have  been  stated.  If  it  had  been  requested,  the  petition 
itself  might  have  been  read  by  the  Clerk.  We  are,  sir, 
in  full  possession  of  its  character  and  object.  The  peti- 
tioners and  their  representatives  have  performed  their 
part  without  '*  let  or  hindrance,"  snd  it  is  now  our  duty  to 
perform  that  which  devolves  on  us.  We  may  refuse  to 
receive  the  petition,  and  record  it  on  our  journals;  or 
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we  may  receive  and  initantly  reject;  or  commit,  and,  on 
a  report,  reject  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners)  or  we  may 
grant  their  prayer.  Any  of  tbeie  courwt  it  is  fully  com- 
petent for  thia  House  to  adopt;  and  none  of  them,  in  my 
opinion,  impugn  in  the  slightest  degree  the  right  of  pe- 
tition which  has  been  so  justly  denominated  *<  sacred." 

I  tiiink,  sir,  that  this  House  should  not  receive  the  pe- 
tition, and  that  is  the  course  which  I  suggest.  The  gen- 
tleman says  it  is  not  disrespectful  in  its  terms.  I  i\ass 
that  by,  then.  But  1  think  we  should  not  receive  it  stiU, 
because  it  asks  us  to  do  what  we  have  no  constitutional 
power  to  dot  and  what,  if  we  had  the  power,  it  would 
be  ruinous  to  a  large  portion  of  this  confederacy,  and  ul- 
timately destructive  to  all  our  institutions,  for  us  to  do. 

The  constitutional  power  to  abolish  slavery  and  the 
slave  trade  in  this  Dintrict  is  claimed  by  virtue  of  tlie 
clause  which  gives  to  Congress  <*  exclusive  legislation" 
here.  I  admit  at  once,  that  under  that  clause  Congress 
has  full  power,  so  far  as  **  legislation"  is  concerned,  over 
this  District,  except  where  it  is  limited  by  the  letter  or 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution  in  other  portions  of  that  in- 
strument, or  by  the  contract  made  with  the  States  of 
Virginia  and  Maryland  In  the  acts  of  cession  by  those 
States.  As  this  point  has  been  ably  and  I  tliink  satis- 
factorily diacuased,  both  in  this  House  and  another  por- 
tion of  the  Capitol,  I  will  only  glance  at  it  at  this  time. 
All  the  powers  given  by  the  constitution  are  tru^t-pow- 
ers,  and  should  be  construed  in  connexion  with  each 
other,  and  in  reference  to  the  great  objects  they  were 
intended  to  accofflplish.  Now,  I  ask  if  any  member  of 
this  House — having  before  htm  those  clauses  of  the  con- 
stitution forbidding  the  passage  of  laws,  even  by  the 
States,  to  prevent  the  arrest  of  «  persons  held  to  labor" 
in  the  other  States— forbidding  **  Congress  to  take  pri- 
vate property,"  even  **  for  public  uses,  without  just  com- 
pensation," and  recognising  slaves  as  property,  entitled 
to  representation  only  as  three  fifths,  and  not  as  persons 
entiUed  to  full  representation— >can  say  that  it  will  not 
be  a  violation  of  the  letter  and  the  whole  spirit  of  the  con- 
stitution to  assume  the  power  which  you  are  now  called 
onto  exercise?  As  much  a  violation  of  it  as  to  pass  an 
txpoaifaeto  law  or  bill  of  attainder  here? 

I  ask  gentlemen  if  they  believe  this  constitution  would 
ever  have  received  the  sanction  of  a  single  slave  State,  if 
it  bad  been  suspected  for  a  moment  that  this  power  waa 
given  to  Congress  by  it? 

But,  sir,  admitting  for  the  sake  of  argument  that  the 
constitution  places  no  limitation  to  the  power  of  <*  legis- 
lation" in  the  District  of  Columbia,  I  ask  how  far  that 
power  will,  of  itself,  extend?  What  are  the  great  ob- 
jects of  all  human  legisktion?  To  protect  life,  liberty, 
and  property.  Can  we,  under  this  definliion,  assume 
the  power  wantonly  to  destroy  them?  It  is  true,  prop- 
erty is  sometimes  seized  as  a  penalty  for  misdemeanors, 
and  liberty,  and  even  life,  are  forfeited  fur  crimes.  But 
does  this  warrant  Congress,  or  any  legislative  body  in 
this  country,  at  its  free  will  and  pleasure,  to  confiscate 
the  estjite  of  a  peaceful  and  unofiending  citizen,  or  im- 
prison him,  or  take  away  his  life'  Sir,  monitrous  as  these 
propositions  are,  they  are  not  more  monstrous,  nor  would 
they  be  more  fiiul  in  their  consequences,  than  that  which 
these  petitioners  ask  us  now  to  adopt.  '  And  here  let  me 
my,  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr. 
CtrsKXHo,]  that  I  can  see  no  difference  between  the  con* 
stitutional  power  to  abolish  the  slave  trade,  and  the  pow- 
er to  abolish  slavery  itself.  If  tiie  slave  owner  is  de- 
prived of  the  full  use  of  his  property,  unless  that  use  im- 
pairs the  right  of  others,  you  can  as  well  deprive  him  of 
the  property  itself.  The  principle  in  both  cases  is  the 
same.  But,  for  the  reasons  1  have  already  mentioned,  I 
will  not  dwell  on  this  branch  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  object  to  the  reception  of  these  peti- 
tions, in  the  next  place,  because  they  are  Knt  here  by 
VoK.  XH.— 154 


persons  who  are  pursuing  a  systematic  plan  of  opera- 
tions intended  to  subvert  the  institutions  of  the  South, 
and  which,  if  carried  into  effect,  must  desolate  the  fair- 
est portion  of  America,  and  dissolve  in  blood  the  bonds 
of  this  confederacy.  It  has  been  said,  upon  this  floor, 
that  the  abolitionists  of  the  North  are  very  few  in  num-  ' 
her,  and  of  so  little  influence  aa  to  be  unworthy  of  our 
attention.  It  has  been  said  here,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
they  constitute  a  minority  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon?s 
line,  and  their  influence  is  "tremendous."  Amid  this 
conflicting  testimony,  permit  me  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  some  important  facts  connected  with  the 
subject.  ' 

It  will  be  recollected  that  during  this  session,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  course  which  has  been  taken  in  the  mat- 
ter, on  but  a  single  day  has  an  opportunity  occurred  for  a 
free  presentment  of  petitions  of  the  character  of  that 
before  us.  On  that  day,  although  it  could  not  have 
been  expected  that  the  occasion  would  occur,  fif^y-eight 
of  these  petitions  were  presented,  a  number  consider- 
ably larger  than  the  average  number  presented  during 
the  bst  four  sessions.  These  petitions  are  signed  by 
between  seven  and  ei^t  thousand  persons,  male  and  fe- 
male, some  of  them  signing  as  representativea  of  laige 
societies.  I  have  been  informed  that  three  hundred  pe- 
titions of  this  kind  have  been  forwarded  to  Congress, 
and  I  do  not  doubt  the  fact.  If  they  are  as  numerously 
signed,  we  shall  liave  the  names  of  some  forty  thousand 
persons  petitioning  Congress  at  this  session  to  abolish 
slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
This,  sir,  is  no  small  evidence  of  the  strength  of  the  ab- 
olition party. 

But  let  us  trace  the  history  of  the  formation  of  the  so- 
cieties to  which  I  have  alluded.  In  1832,  less  than  four 
years  ago,  the  New  England  Anti-slavery  Society  was 
formed.  This  I  believe  was  the  first  society  of  thia  kind 
created  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic.  I  remember  well 
the  ridicule  with  which  it  was  covered  when  it  waa 
known  tliat  it  had  been  formed  by  a  meeting  of  eleven 
persons.  Some  time  in  the  year  1833,  the  New  York 
Anti-slavery  Society  was  formed,  by  a  meeting  composed 
of  two-and-twenty  men,  and  two  females.  I  remember, 
also,  the  contempt  with  which  this  annunciation  was 
greeted;  but,  sir.  they  grew  in  spite  of  our  indifierenoe 
and  contumely. 

On  the  4th  December,  18J3,  at  a  convention  of  abo- 
litionists in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  the  great  American 
Anti-slavei7  Society  wss  formed,  and  a  bold  <*  declara- 
tion of  their  sentiments"  given  to  the  world.  They  an- 
nounced that  «  all  slaves  should  instantly  be  set  free^" 
*<  without  compensation  to  their  owners;"  *<that  the 
paths  of  preferment,  of  wealth,  and  of  intelligence, 
should  be  as  widely  opened  to  them  as  to  persons  of  a 
white  complexion."  And  that,  to  effect  these  purposca, 
they  pledged  themselves  "  to  organize  anti-sliavery  so- 
cieties every  where;"  '*  to  send  forth  agents  to  remon- 
strate, warn,  and  rebuke;"  "to  circulate  periodicals 
and  tracts;"  *<  to  enlist  the  pulpit  and  the  press;"  "to 
purify  the  churches  of  the  crime  of  slavery;"  and  "  to 
encourage  the  labor  of  freemen  rather  than  that  of 
slaves,  by  |^iving  a  preference  to  their  productions." 

From  this  moment  the  infection  spread  with  unparal- 
leled rapidity.  In  May  following  (1834)  there  were 
sixty  anti-slavery  societies.  By  May,  1835,  the  number 
had  increased  to  two  hundred.  By  October,  1835^  it 
had  swollen  to  three  hundred.  And  by  a  document 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  purporting  to  be  a  "protest  of 
the  American  Anti-slavery  Society"  against  certain  senti- 
ments expressed  on  this  subject  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  in  bis  last  annual  message,  it  appears  that 
there  were  known  to  be  three  hundred  and  fif^y  anti- 
slavery  societies  in  the  United  States  on  the  35th  day  of 
December  last. 
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Some  of  these  soeieties  contain  m  many  as  four  thou- 
tand  membera,  and  none  of  them  I  believe  less  than 
fifiy.  On  a  fair  calculation,  U  may  be  presumed  that  not 
less  than  one  hundred  thousand  persons  in  the  non- 
alavebolding'  States  are  united  in  these  societies,  and 
their  numbers  are  increasing  daily  with  a  rapidity  almost 
beyond  conception — a  disciplined  corps,  who  have 
pledged  life  and  fortune  to  the  great  purpose  of  eman- 
cipation. 

That  the  spirit,  means,  purposes,  and  plans,  of  these 
societies  may  sppear  more  fully,  I  will  refer  to  the  «  Ad- 
dress of  the  American  Anti-slavery  Society,"  at  its  last 
annual  meeting,  which  1  have  in  my  hand,  and  ask  per- 
mission of  the  House  that  the  Clerk  may  read. (a) 

Here,  sir,  is  a  number  of  the  paper  entitled  **  Human 
Rights" — a  neat,  well-printed  .sheet.  Here  are  several 
numbers  of  the  **  Anti-slavery  Record,*'  on  the  ouUide 
of  each  of  which  is  a  picture  representing  a  master  flog- 
ging naked  slaves,  and  each  of  which  contain  within 
pictures  equallv  revolting.  Here  is  a  handful  of  the 
little  primer  called  the  «« Slave's  Friend.'^  On  the  cov- 
ers and  within  each  of  these  are  also  pictures  calculated 
to  excite  the  feelings  and  to  nurture  the  incendiary 
spark  in  tlie  tender  bosom  of  the  child.  And  here,  sir, 
is  «*  The  Emancipator,"  a  large  and  handsome  paper. 
And  that  you  may  understand  the  spirit  and  principles 
which  it  inculcates,  I  will  read  to  the  House  a  paragraph 
from  a  number  dated  New  York,  November,  1835. 

*<  The  .^//snsa/fw.— William  Wertenbaker,  assisUnt 
postmaster,  and  librarian  of  the  University  of  Virginia, 
gives  notice  that  he  has  committed  to  the  flames  a  copy 
of  Human  Rights  we  sent  him;  and  very  gravely  asks, 
•Which  of  the  two  do  you  prefer— a  perpetuity  of 
slavery,  or  a  dissolution  of  the  Union  ^'  The  latter,  we 
say,  by  all  odds,  if  we  must  choose.  We  are  for  union, 
but  not  with  slavery.  We  will  give  the  Union  for  the 
abolition  of  slavery,  if  nothing  else  will  gain  it;  but  if 
we  cannot  gain  it  at  all,  then  the  South  is  welcome  to  a 
dissolution— the  sooner  the  better.  The  slaveholders 
may  as  well  understand,  first  as  last,  that  '  the  Union' 
may  have  other  uses  to  them  than  that  of  a  la&li  to  shake 
over  the  heads  of  northern  freemen." 

It  speaks  for  itself.  I  make  no  commentary.  Here, 
sir.  Is  a  pamphlet  called  the  "  Anti-slavery  Reporter," 
published  monthly,  I  believe,  by  this  society.  Here  is  a 
*'  Quarterly  Anti-slavery  Magazine,"  of  very  respectable 
size,  edited  by  Elizar  Wright,  Jr.  Here  is  a  pamphlet 
entitled  « Anti-slavery  Hymns,"  of  which  there  are 
nineteen.  They  purport  to  be  for  the  use  of  the 
**  monthly  concerts  for  the  enslaved"  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  and  the  publication  of  a  more  copious  collection 
in  Boston  is  announced.  Here  is  a  small  book  entitled 
*<  Juvenile  Poems."  It  contains,  besides  a  great  num- 
ber of  doggrel  articles  of  the  most  inflammatory  cha- 
racter, some  nine  or  ten  disgusting  prints;  all  of  which 
are  designed  <*  for.  the  use  of  free  American  children  of 
every  complexion."  Here  is  a  pamphlet  written  by  a 
**  Man  of  Color,"  and  here  are  a  quantity  of  sermons, 
essays,  reports,  letters,  &c.,  all  intended  for  the  same 
incendiary  purposes. 

I  hold,  also,  in  my  hand,  that  most  powerful  engine 
in  party  warfare,  an  '*  Anti-slavery  Almanac  for  18^6." 
From  this  allow  me  to  read  two  short  extracts.  The 
following  will  show  the  political  tendency  of  this  aboli- 
tion agitation:  <<  We  are  rewarding  slaveholders  -  for 
their  usurpation  and  injustice,  by  allowing  them  to  send 
twenty«five  Representaj^ifB  to  Congress  to  represent 
their  slave  property."  4EpflM^  been  said  that  '<  the  peti- 
tioners have  no  furthJ^i'^^ect  than  merely  to  wipe  from 
the  national  escutchec'h  th%  stain  afflxed  to  it  by  permit- 
ting slavery  to  exist  at  the  seat  of  Government  of  the 
United  States."  In  answer  to  that  allow  me  to  quote 
the  following  passage,  and  there  is  scarcely  a  publica- 


tion that  I  have  exhibited  here  to-day  in  which  the  same 
sentiment  is  not  expressed:  <*  Should  you  abolish  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  alone,  it  would  heave  tlie 
foundation  of  the  system  in  every  State  in  the  Union." 
Nor  is  this  work  without  its  pictures,  libelling  the  slave- 
holders with  their  vile  caricatures.  To  illustrate  more 
fully  the  political  tendency  of  the  extraordinanr  excite- 
ment on  this  subject,  although  I  do  not  intend  on  this 
occasion  to  discuss  that  branch  of  the  question,  1  wiU 
refer  the  House  to  an  extract  from  the  "Anti-slavery 
Circular,"  printed  at  Medina,  Ohio,  December,  1S35» 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  which  I  again  aak  the  fa- 
vor of  the  House  to  permit  the  Clerk  to  read  .(6) 

Sir,  while  we  are  discussing  the  question  of  the  recep- 
tion of  these  petitions,  movements  are  making  at  the 
North,  and  societies  are  springing  up  like  mushrooms. 
Here  are  the  proceedings  of  a  meeting  held  within  a 
few  weeks  past  at  Lowell,  Massachusetts,  the  centre 
of  the  tariff  interest,  at  which  was  formed  a  '«Youn|f 
Men's  Anti-slavery  Society,"  the  preamble  of  whose 
constitution  I  will  read.(c)  Here  is  a  circular,  dated 
*<Pawtucket,  Rhode  Island,  January  12,  1836,"  calling 
a  •<  Rhode  Island  Anti-slavery  Convention,"  to  meet 
shortly  at  Providence.  It  ^is  signed  by  eight  hundred 
and  forty  persons.  I  will  read  from  it  the  following  re- 
markable passage,  from  which  it  may  be  seen  how  deep 
the  roots  of  this  hostility  to  our  institutions  have  struck 
into  the  foundations  of  society. 

«  Our  country  friends  we  hope  will  attend  as  numer- 
ously as  they  have  signed  the  circular.  The  wealth  and 
aristocracy  of  our  cities  are  against  us.  They  sympa- 
thize not  with  '<the  poor  and  needy,"  but  with  *<the 
arrogant  and  him  of  high  looks."  Let  our  laboring 
men,  then,  the  mechanics  and  the  farmers,  attend  tl»e 
convention.  They  can  easily  arrange  their  bumneas  so 
ss  to  make  it  convenient  to  be  in  Providence  at  that 
time." 

Here,  sir,  is  the  prospectus  of  the  sixth  volume  of  the 
**  Liberator,"  published  at  Bustbn,  by  Isaac  Knapp. 
Prefixed  to  it  is  an  incendiary  picture,  and  it  oontaina 
the  following  psssage,  which  exhibits,  possibly  with 
some  exaggeration,  in  a  strong  point  of  view,  the  extent 
of  the  agitation  on  this  subject  throughout  the  non-alave- 
holding  States : 

**  The  sixth  volume  of  the  Liberator  commences  on 
the  1st  of  January,  1836.  During  the  term  of  its  exist- 
ence, it  has  succeeded,  in  despite  of  calumny  and  strong 
opposition,  in  dispelling  the  apathy  of  the  nation,  crea- 
ting an  extraordinary  and  most  auspicious  interest  for 
the  oppressed,  inducing  a  rigid  investigation  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  securing  a  host  of  mortal  combatants,  who  are 
pledged  never  to  retreat  from  the  field.  The  wrongs 
of  the  slaves — the  danger  of  keeping  them  longer  m 
bondage — the  duty  of  giving  them  immediate  freedom^ 
are  the  topics  of  conversation  or  discussion  in  all  deba- 
ting societies — in  lyceums-^in  stages  and  ateamboats — 
in  pulpits  and  in  periodicals — in  the  family  circle,  and 
between  a  man  and  his  friend.  The  current  of  public 
sentiment  is  turning,  and  soon  it  will  roll,  a  mighty 
river,  sweeping  away  in  its  healthful  and  resistless  career 
all  the  pollutions  of  slavery." 

This  prospectus  is  accompanied  by  an  anonymous  com- 
munication, for  which,  of  course,  1  cannot  vouch,  which 
states  that  Doctor  Channing  has  softened  the  aaperity 
of  his  remarks  on  Thompson,  the  foreign  anti-slavery 
missionary,  in  his  late  work  on  slavery.  That  it  has,  in 
consequence,  been  stereotyped  by  the  abolitionists,  and 
that  the  demand  for  it  is  insatiable.  My  colleague,  [Mr. 
PicKXHs,]  In  the  course  of  his  remarks  the  other  day, 
made  an  allusion  to  Doctor  Channing,  which  drew  from 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  who  sits  near  me, 
[Mr.  Hoax,]  a  warm  and  passionate  eulogium.  He  said 
he  was  a  man  who  had  stamped  his  genius  upon  the 
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«ge— HI  beings  almost  too  pure  for  such  a  world  as  this. 
i  do  not  with  to  wound  the  feeiinj^s  of  that  gentleman, 
nor  those  of  any  friend  of  Doctor  Channing^  on  this  floor, 
but  1  feel  compelled  to  speak  my  sentiments  respecting 
him  without  disguise  or  qualification.  I  have  heard  it 
Mid  of  him,  by  those  well  qualified  to  judge,  that  he  is 
a  man  of  superficial  learning,  a  literary  scavenger, 
whose  acquirenfents  consist  of  the  mere  ofTuls  of  science, 
filched  frum  those  literary  shambles,  the  reviews  and 
msgazines  of  Europe  and  America.  I  might  assume  too 
much,  were  I  to  pronounce  this  condemnation  of  Itim 
here.  But  this  macli  I  will  say,  that,  while  I  have  found 
in  his  writing!  many  pleasing  passages,  I  have  rarely 
met  with  any  thing  evincing  profoundness  or  origi- 
nali^  of  thought.  I  have  glanced  my  eye  over  his  last 
publication,  which  I  now  hold  in  my  hand,  and  seldom 
have  I  seen  so  puerile  a  production  from  a  man  of  ordi- 
nary reputation.  It  exhibits  not  only  shameful  igno- 
rance of  the  subject  of  which  he  treats,  but  he  has 
erected  a  tissue  of  stale,  false,  shallow,  and  declamatory 
reasoning  even  on  acknowledged  facts.  1  beg  leave  to 
read  to  the  House  the  following  passage: 

'*  How  far  the  obligation  to  conjugal  fidelity,  the  sa- 
credness  of  domestic  ties,  will  be  revered  amid  such 
temptations,  such  facilities  to  vice  as  are  involved  in 
slavery,  needs  no  ezpositioni  so  terrible  is  the  connex- 
ion ot  crimes!  The^  who  invade  the  domestic  rights  of 
others  suffer  in  their  own  houses.  The  household  of 
the  slave  may  be  broken  up  arbitrarily  by  the  master^ 
but  he  finds  his  revenge,  if  revenge  be  asks,-  in  the 
blight  which  the  master's  unfaithfulness  sheds  over  his 
domestic  joys.  A  sUve  country  reeks  with  licentious- 
ness: it  is  tainted  with  a  deadlier  pestilence  than  the 
plague."— Page  92. 

[  will  not  inflict  a  review  of  this  work  on  the  House, 
but  I  must  be  allowed  to  say  that  be  h:iS  not  only  enact- 
ed a  second  part  to  0*Connell,  but  also  to  Tappan,  to 
Garrison,  Wright,  Knapp,  Thompson,  and  the  whole 
gang  of  abolition  orators  and  writers  on  both  sides  nf 
the  Atlantie.  He  has  but  collected  and  compiled  their 
cant,  and  if  he  has  sometimes  used  better  English,  he 
has  not  added  to  its  force,  or  spirit,  or  dignity,  or  de- 
cency. l*he  terms  in  which  he  has  characterized  the 
morals  of  the  South  are  gross,  scandalous,  and  false. 
The  licentiousness  of  which  he  speaks  exists  only  in  the 
impurity  of  his  own  imagination;  and,  in  thus  calumnia- 
ting us  he  has  exhibited  a  lowness  and  malignity  of 
mind  unworthy  of  a  scholar,  unworthy  a  divine,  and  un- 
worthy of  a  gentleman.  I  ask  pardon  of  the  Honae  for 
using  such  emphatic  language.  I  regret  to  use  it  to- 
wards any  person,  here  or  elsewhere;  but  when  a  man, 
and  particularly  a  man  of  reputation,  no  matter  how 
acquired,  lends  himself  to  the  purposes  of  Arthur  Tap- 
pan,  and  leagues  with  that  not  more  detested  monster, 
Murrell,  to  steep  our  land  in  blood,  and  cover  it  with 
ashes,  it  becomes  every  one  to  express,  in  plain  lan- 
guage, tlie  honest  indignation  of  his  heart. 

As  the  last  evidence  which  I  shall  offer  of  the  extent 
of  excitement  at  the  North  upon  the  slave  question,  I 
will  read  the  following  extracts  from  a  Jetter  from  the 
western  part  of  the  State  of  New  York.  It  is  dated  13th 
of  January,  1836.  The  writer  of  it  is  a  gentleman  who 
has  been  a  close  and  shrewd  observer  of  events  passing 
around  him.  He  is  a  man  of  talents  and  of  strict  integ- 
rity, and  is  one  who  has  done  and  suffered  something 
for  his  country.     He  says: 

**  The  madness  which  influences  our  northern  people 
on  the  subject  of  slavery  is  well  calculated  to  fill  the 
stoutest  with  dismay.  1'he  spirit  which  followed  the 
Uticaand  Peterboro'  convention  of  abolitionists  has  totally 
changed  the  question  from  that  of  the  emancipation  of 
the  slave  to  that  of  the  continuance  of  the  Union.*' 


.  * <  The  North  is  now  laboring  to  unite  her  people  against 
you.  The  efibrt  is  immense  and  continual.  The  en- 
closed anti-slavery  pamphlets  and  some  '  Emancipatora' 
were  distributed  at  a  Presbyterian  prayer  meeting  in  my 
neighborhood  the  other  day,  by  the  president  of  the  anti- 
slavery  society  of  this  county,  and  were  handed  to  me 
by  the  deacon  uf  the  church,  through  the  hands  of  one 
of  tiie  men  in  my  employ.  The  object  is  to  unite  the 
northern  people  in  hatred  of  the  people  of  the  South, 
by  false  representations  of  the  condition  of  their  sisves, 
and  by  charges  of  cruelty,  immorality,  and  irreligion.  I 
endeavor  to  convince  my  neighbors  that  these  pamphlets 
are  false  in  every  particular,  and  that,  if  they  join  in  the 
cry  of  abolition,  they  must  partake  of  the  enormous  sin 
of  bringing  on  a  civil  war,  of  destroying  our  Union,  and 
of  causing  a  renewal  of  the  horrors  of  St.  Domingo. 
And  for  what  do  they  labor  to  bring  on  their  country  and 
their  fellow-citizens  of  the  South  these  dreadful  calami- 
ties? It  is  for  the  liberty  of  the  slave;  and  in  gaining 
that  liberty,  or  in  the  attempt,  they  inevitably  lose  their 
own.  But  this  view  has  no  weight;  the  effurt  to  free 
your  slaves  will  be  made;  and  Congress  will  be  the  ulti- 
mate scene  of  the  struggle.  Our  next  elections  will 
mainly  turn  on  this  question,  unless  you  settle  it  now  and 
forever;  that  is,  before  this  session  expires.  If  you  ad- 
journ without  so  settling  it,  you  will  have  to  rtsort  to  the 
bsyonet  to  adjust  it." 

[Mr.  GmiMosR  and  Mr.  Lzf,  of  New  York,  demanded 
the  name  of  the  author.  Mr.  U.  said,  I  cannot  give  it. 
I  wiH  vouch  for  his  character.  But  such  is  the  state  of 
society  around  him,  I  fear  it  would  prove  dangerous,  if 
not  fatal  to  him,  to  disclose  his  name.] 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  what  I  have  just  read.  Sir» 
there  can  no  longer  be  a  doubt  of  the  deep,  pervading, 
uncontrollable  excitement  which  shakes  the  free  States 
on  this  6^l>ject,  nor  of  the  energy  and  power  with  which 
the  abolitionists  are  pressing  their  mad  and  fatal  schemes. 
Every  mail  from  the  North  brings  fresh  news  of  agita- 
tion; every  breeze  is  tainted  with  it.  It  spreads  like  wild- 
fire in  the  prairies,  and  throws  its  red  glare  up  to  heaven, 
that  all  may  sec  while  it  sweeps  with  resistless  fury  every 
thing  before  i^.  I  call  on  every  slaveholder  In  this  House, 
and  in  this  country,  to  mark  its  fearful  progress,  and  pre- 
pare to  meet  it.  He  who  falters  here  or  elsewhere,  h« 
who  shrinks  from  taking  the  highest  and  the  boldest 
ground  at  once,  is  a  traitor!  A  traitor  to  his  native  soil! 
A  traitor  to  the  memory  of  those  from  whom  he  has  in« 
herited  his  rights!  A  traitor  to  his  helpless  offspring, 
who  chII  upon  him  for  protection!  And  on  his  head  be 
the  blood  which  his  treaqhery  or  co\fmrdice  may  cause 
to  flow. 

Allow  me  now,  sir,  to  examine  more  closely  the  real 
designs  of  those  abolitionists,  the  means  by  which  they 
will  attempt  to  effect  them,  and  the  probable  result. 
Their  designs  are  very  succinctly  stated  in  the  volume 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  It  is  a  treatise  on  this  subject, 
entitled  *<  Jay's  Inquiry,"  written  by  William  Jay,  a 
judge,  I  believe,  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  a  son — 
a  most  degenerate  son— of  the  (listinguished  John  Jay. 
More  than  five  thousand  copies  of  this  work,  I  am  told, 
have  been  sold.  He  says,  **  the  society  aimed  at  effect- 
ing the  following  objects,  viz: 

*<lst.  The  immediate  abolition  of  slavery  throughout 
the  United  States. 

«2d.  As  a  necessaiy  consequence,  the  suppression 
of  the  American  slave  trade. 

**  3d.  The  ultimate  elevation  of  the  black  population 
to  an  equality  with  the  white,  in  civil  and  religious  privi- 
leges. "~P.  141. 

Sir,  the  abolition  of  slavery  can  be  expected  to  be  ef- 
fected in  but  three  ways:  through  the  medium  of  the 
slaveholder— or  the  Government-M>r  the  slaves  them- 
iclvet. 
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I  think  I  may  ny  that  any  appeal  to  the  slaveholdera 
will  be  in  vain.  In  the  whole  history  of  the  question  of 
emancipation,  in  Europe  or  America,  I  do  not  remember 
a  dozen  instances  of  masters  freeing  their  slaves,  at  least 
during  their  own  lifetime,  fromany  qualms  of  conscience. 
If  they  are  seized  with  these  qualms,  they  usually  sell 
their  slaves  first,  and  then  give  In  their  adhesion  to  the 
cause,  as  has  been  the  case  with  some  whom  I  could 
mention. 

The  abolitionist  can  appeal  only  to  the  hopes  or  fears 
or  interest  of  the  slaveholder,  to  induce  him  to  emanci- 
pate his  slaves.  So  far  as  our  hopes  are  concerned,  I 
believe  1  can  say  we  are  perfectly  satisfied.  We  have 
been  born  and  bred  in  a  slave  country.  Our  habits  are 
accommodated  to  them,  and  so  far  as  we  have  been  able 
to  observe  other  states  of  society  abroad,  we  see  nothing 
to  invite  us  to  exchange  our  own;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
every  thing  to  induce  us  to  prefer  it  above  all  others. 

As  to  our  fears,  I  know  it  has  been  said  by  a  distin- 
guished Virginian,  and  quoted  on  this  floor,  '*that  the 
fire  bell  in  Richmond  never  rings  at  night,  but  the  mother 
presses  her  infant  more  closely  to  her  breast,  in  dread  of 
servile  insurrection."  Sir,  it  is  all  a  flourish.  There 
may  be  nervous  men  and  timid  women,  whose  imagina- 
tions are  haunted  with  unwonted  fean>p  among  us,  as 
there  are  in  all  communities  on  earth;  but  in  no  part  of 
the  world  have  men  of  ordinary  firmness  less  fear  of 
danger  from  their  operatives  than  we  have.  The  fires 
which  in  a  few  years  have  desolated  Normandy  and  An- 
jou,  the  great  machine  burning  in  the  heart  of  En^and, 
the  bloody  and  eternal  struggles  of  the  Irish  Catholics, 
and  the  mobs  which  for  some  years  past  have  figured  in 
the  northern  States,  burning  convents,  tearing  down 
houses,  spreading  dismay  and  ruin  through  their  cities, 
and  even  taking  life,  are  apprQpriat6  illustrations  of  the 
peace  and  security  of  a  community  whose  laborers  are 
all  free.  On  the  other  hand,  during  the  two  hundred 
years  that  slavery  has  existed  in  this  country,  there  has, 
1  believe,  been  but  one  serious  insurrection,  and  that  one 
very  limited  in  its  extent. 

The  appeal,  however,  to  our  interest,  is  that  which 
might  appear  to  promise  much  success;  for  whatever  it 
is  the  interest  of  a  community  to  do,  that  (sooner  or  la- 
ter) it  will  be  sure  to  do.  If  you  will  look  over  the 
world,  you  will  find  that  in  all  those  countries  where 
slavery  has  been  found  unprofitable,  it  has  been  abolished. 
In  northern  latitude?,  where  no  great  agricultyral  staple 
is  produced,  and  where  care,  skill,  and  a  close  economy, 
enter  largely  into  the  elements  of  production,  free  labor 
has  been  found  more  valuable  than  that  of  slaves.  You 
will  there  find  labor  usually  exercised  in  small  combina- 
tions, under  the  immediate  eye  of  a  watchful  and  frugal 
master.  I  speak  more  particular^  of  those  who  cultivate 
the  soil  I  but  the  large  masses  of  mechanical  operatives 
who  are  brought  together  form  no  exception  to  the  prin- 
ciple. They  are  classified.  There  is  an  accurate  division 
of  their  labor;  each  branch  of  it  requires  peculiar  art, 
and,  in  the  higher  departments,  a  degree  of  skill  must  be 
attained,  to  produce  which,  stronger  stimulants  are  ne- 
cessary than  can  be  ordinarily  applied  to  slaves. 

In  such  countries  the  dominant  classes  have  also  found 
It  to  their  advantage  to  permit  each  individual  to  aceu« 
tnulate  for  bimselT,  and  to  deprive  him  of  a  portion  of 
hia  earnings,  svflicient  for  their  purposes,  through  the 
operations  of  the  Government.  Hence  the  partial 
emancipation  of  the  serfs  of  the  continent  of  Europe; 
hence  the  abandonment  of  villeinage  in  England;  and 
hence  the  emancipation  of  slaves  in  the  free  States 
of  this  Union.  But  in  southern  latitudes,  where  great 
Agricultural  staples  are  produced,  and  where  not  only 
a  large  combination  of  tabor  under  the  direction  of 
one  head  ia  required,  but  it  is  also  necessary  that  the 
connexion  between  the  operatives  and  that  head  shoukl 


be  absolute  and  indissoluble,  domestic  slavery  is  indis- 
pensable. To  such  a  country  it  is  as  natural  as'  the  clime 
itself— as  the  birds  and  beasts  to  which  that  climate  ia 
congenial.  The  camel  loves  the  desert;  the  reindeer 
seeks  everlasting  snows;  the  wild  fowl  gather  to  the 
waters;  and  the  e»gle  wings  his  flight  above  the  moun- 
tains. It  is  equally  the  order  of  Providence  that  slavery 
ahould  exist  among  a  planting  people,  beneath  a  south- 
ern sun.  There  the  laborer  must  become  a  fixture  of 
the  soil.  His  task  is  not  from  day  to  day,  nor  from 
month  to  month;  but  firom  season  to  season,  and  from 
year  to  year.  He  must  be  there  to  clear,  to  break,  to 
plant,  Xo  till,  to  gather,  to  fallow,  and  to  clear  again; 
and  he  must  be  kept  there  by  a  never-ceamng,  nnavoid- 
sb\tt  and  irresistible  force.  The  system'uf  *•  strikes,"  so 
universally  practised  in  all  other  kinds  of  labor,  would 
desolate  a  planting  country  In  five  years.  If,  in  the 
heat  of  the  crop,  when  the  loss  of  one  or  two  days  even 
may  irreparably  ruin  it,  the  laborers  were  to  abandon 
the  fields  and  demand  higher  wages,  the  owner  woukl 
have  no  other  alternative  than  to  say  to  them,  '*  work, 
and  take  enough  to  satisfy  yourselves" — which  would, 
of  course,  be  all.  Sir,  it  is  not  the  interest  of  the  pkint- 
ers  of  the  South  to  emancipate  their  slaves,  and  it  never 
can  be  shown  to  be  so. 

Slavery  is  said  to  be  an  evil;  that  it  impoverishes  the 
people,  and  destroys  their  morals.  If  it  be  an  evil,  it  is 
one  to  us  alone,  and  we  are  contented  with  it— why 
should  others  interfere.^  Rut  it  is  no  evil.  On  the  con- 
trary, 1  believe  it  to  be  the  greatest  of  all  the  great 
blessings  which  a  kind  Providence  has  bestowed  upon 
our  glorious  region.  For  without  it,  our  fertile  soil  and 
our  fructifying  climate  would  have  been  given  to  us  in  vain. 
And  as  to  its  impoverishing  and  demoralizing  influence, 
the  simple  and  irresii»tible  answer  to  that  is,  that  the  his- 
tory of  the  short  period  during  which  we  have  enjoyed 
it  has  rendered  our  southern  country  proverbial  for  ita 
wealth,  its  jpenius,  and  its  manners. 

Failing,  as  the  abolitionists  must  do,  in  every  appeal  to 
the  slaveholder,  let  us  see  with  what  probability  of  suc- 
cess they  can  call  upon  the  Government  to  emancipate 
our  negroes.  There  are  about  2,300,000  slaves  at  thia 
moment  in  the  United  States,  and  their  annual  increase 
is  about  60,000.  Sir,  even  the  British  Government  did 
not  dare  to  emancipate  the  shives  of  its  enslaved  West 
India  subjects  without  some  compensation.  They  gave 
them  about  sixty  per  cent,  of  their  value.  It  eouhJ 
scarcely  be  expected  that  this  Government  would  un- 
dertake to  free  our  slaves  without  paying  for  them.  Their 
value,  at  $400,  average,  (and  they  are  now  worth  more 
than  that,)  would  amount  to  upwards  of  nine  hundred 
millions.  The  value  of  their  annual  increase,  alone,  is 
twenty-four  millions  of  dollars;  so  that  to  free  them 
in  one  hundre<l  years,  without  the  expense  of  taking 
them  from  the  country,' would  require  an  annual  appro- 
priation of  between  thirty-three  and  thirty-four  miliions 
of  dollars.     The  thing  is  physically  im|!>ossib1e. 

But  it  is  impossible  for  another  reason:  the  moment 
this  House  undertakes  to  legislate  upon  this  subject,  it 
dissolves  the  Union.  Should  it  be  my  fortune  to  have 
a  seat  upon  this  floor,  1  will  abandon  it  the  instant  the 
first  decisive  step  is  taken,  looking  towards  legisla- 
tion on  thia  subject.  I  will  go  home  to  preach,  and  if  I 
can,  to  practise,  disunion,  and  civil  war,  if  needs  be.  A 
revolution  must  ensue,  and  this  republic  sink  in  blood. 

The  only  remaining  chance  for  the  abolitionists  to  suc- 
ceed in  their  nefarious  schemes  will  be  by  appealing  to 
the  slaves  themselves;  and,  say  what  they  will,  this  ia 
the  great  object  at  which  they  aim.  For  this  are  all 
their  meetings,  publications,  lectures,  and  missions-,  to 
excite  a  servile  insurrection,  and,  in  the  language  of  the 
miscreant  Thompson,  to  « teach  the  slave  to  cut  his 
master's  throat."    This  will  be  no  easy  task.     Sir,  it  is 
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•  proverb,  that  no  bunMn  bein^  it  perfectly  contented 
with  his  lot,  and  it  may  be  true  that  some  ttroHing  emia- 
aary  may  extract,  occaaionally,  complaints  from  southern 
riavea,  and  apread  them  before  the  world.  But  auch  in 
atancea  are  rare.  As  a  claasy  I  aay  it  boldly,  theit  is  not 
a  happier,  more  contended  race  upon  the  face  of  the 
earth.  I  have  been  born  and  brought  up  in  the  midat 
of  them,  and,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  and  experience 
extend,  I  should  say  tliey  have  every  reason  to  be  happy. 
Lightly  tasked,  well  clothed,  well  fed— far  better  than 
the  free  laborers  of  any  country  in  the  world,  our  own 
and  those  perliapa  of  the  other  States  of  this  confederacy 
alone  excepted— their  lives  and  persons  protected  by 
the  lawy  all  their  sufferings  alleviated  by  the  kindest 
and  most  interested  care,  and  their  domestic  affectiona 
cherished  and  maintained,  at  least  so  far  as  I  have  known, 
with  conscientious  delicacy. 

A  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams]  has  in- 
traduced  upon  this  floor  the  abolition  cant  of  wivea  and 
buabamls,  parents  and  children,  torn  from  each  other's 
arms,  and  aeparated  forever.  Such  scenes  but  rarely, ' 
very  rarely,  happen.  I  do  not  believe  auch  separations 
are  near  so  common  among  slaves,  as  divorces  are 
among  white  persons,  where  they  can  be  with  much 
facility  obtained.  I  am  very  sure  that  children  and 
parenta  do  not  so  oflen  part  as,  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  emigration  in  this  country,  they  do  among  the  freest 
and  proudest  of  our  land.  Sir,  our  slaves  are  a  peace- 
ful, kind-hearted,  and  affectionate  racet  satisfied  with 
their  lot,  happy  in  their  comforts,  and  devoted  to  their 
masters.  It  will  be  no  easy  thing  to  seduce  them  from 
their  fidelity.  But  if,  by  an  artful  and  delusive  appeal 
to  his  excited  passions,  the  abolitionist  should  succeed 
in  drawing  the  slave  into  hia  fiendish  purposes,  our 
never^sleeping  watdifulness  would  speedily  detect  every 
conspiracy  that  might  be  formed.  Our  habits  in  this 
respect  have  become  a  aecond  instinct.  Our  vigilance 
is  as  prompt  and  personal  aa  our  courage — aa  faithful 
a  guardian,  and  not  more  troublesome.  It  does  not 
arise  from  fear,  but  fram  the  fact  that  we  ourselves, 
to  a  great  extent,  constitute  our  own  police,  and,  in 
guarding  against  minor  evil«,  will  not  fail  to  discover 
every  d«nger  of  great  magnitude.  Such  lias  been  and 
such  will  always  be  the  caae.  Every  insurrection  which 
has  yet  been  meditated — and  there  have  been  but  very 
few — when  not  discovered  by  some  faithful  slave,  has 
been  soon  *  discovered  by  the  whites,  the  unfortunate 
occurrence  at  Southampton  only  eicepted — if  that  can 
be  called  an  inaurrection  which  waa  the  bloody  outbreak- 
ing of  aix  drunken  wretches. 

Sir,  I  believe  that  every  appeal  to  the  slave  to  assist^ 
.througli  the  horrid  process  of  burning  and  assasaination, 
in  his  own  emancipation,  much  as  it  is  (in  secret  at  least) 
cherished,  will  be  without  success.  I  feel  firmly  con- 
vinced tliat,  under  any  circurostancea,  and  by  any  means^ 
emancipation,  gradual  or  immediate,  is  impossible. 
We  may  be  disturbed  In  our  c<^mforts,  harassed,  injured, 
perhaps  some  partial  aufferings  may  be  the  consequences 
of  their  mad  and  savage  projects!  but  shivery  can  never 
be  abolished.  The  doom  of  Ham  baa  been  branded  on 
the  form  and  featurea  of  his  African  descendants.  The 
hand  of  fute  haa  united  his  color  and  his  destiny.  Man 
cannot  separate  what  GoU  hath  joined. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  admitting  for  a  moment  that  the 
abolitionist  could  accomplish  all  his  objects.  Suppose 
the  bonds  of  the  alave  were  broken  peacefully,  and  he 
was  turned  loose  to  choose  his  life  and  occupation  on  the 
lace  of  the  earth,  what  would  probably  be  his  actual 
atate?  Sir,  we  have  some  eiperience  on  this  subject. 
I  hold  in  my  iNmd  a  paper  containin|^  an  account  of  the 
jituation  of  a  colony  of  free  blacks  m  Brown  county,  in 
Ohio,  which  1  ask  permission  for  the  Clerk  to  read.(d) 

Suchy  sir,  are  Uie  blessed  fruits  of  abolition  {  and  to 


make  such  miserable  and  degraded  wretchea  as  these 
are  we  called  on  to  give  up  our  happy,  industrious,  and 
useful  slavea— to  atrike  out  of  existence  nine  hundred 
millions  of  active  and  ineatimable  capital,  and  impover* 
ish  and  desohite  the  fairest  region  of  the  globe.  But  it 
is  said  that  this  is  the  dark  si<^  of  the  picture,  and  that 
emancipation,  ''gradual  emancipation,"  would  produce 
&r  better  consequences.  Although  I  am  perfectly  sat- 
isfied that  no  human  proceaa  can  elevate  the  black  nnan 
to  an  equality  with  the  white— admitting  that  it  could  be 
done— are  we  prepared  for  the  consequences  which  then 
must  follow^  Are  the  people  of  the  North  prepared  to 
restore  to  them  two  fifths  of  their  rights  of  voten,  and 
place  their  political  power  on  an  eauanty  with  their  own? 
Are  we  prepared  to  aee  them  mingling  in  our  legislation  f 
Is  any  portion  of  thia  country  prepared  to  see  them  enter 
these  halls  and  take  their  seats  by  our  sides^  in  perfect 
equality  with  the  white  representatives  of  an  Anglo-Sax* 
on  race— to  see  them  fill  that  chair— to  see  them  placed 
at  the  heads  of  your  Departments;  or  to  see,  perhaps, 
aome  Othello,  or  Tousaaint,  or  Buyer,  gifted  with  geniua 
and  inspired  by  ambition,  grasp  the  preodential  wreath, 
and  wield  the  destinies  of  this  great  republic.^  From 
such  a  picture  1  turn  with  irrepressible  disgust. 

But,  sir,  no  such  consequences  aa  either  of  these  viewp 
exhibit  can  take  place  with  us.  There  is  no  auch  thing 
aa  gradual  emancipation,  even  if  we  were  to  consent  to 
it.  Those  who  know  the  negro  character  cannot  doubt, 
what  the  recent  eiperiments  in  the  West  Indies  fully 
prove,  that  the  first  step  you  tske  towarda  emancipation 
bursts  at  once  and  forever  the  fetters  of  the  slave.  In 
our  country,  where  the  two  classes  of  population  are  so 
nearly  equal,  such  a  state  of  things  aa  now  exist  in  Ja- 
maica would  not  last  a  day,  an  hour.  Sir,  any  species 
of  emancipation  with  us  would  be  followed  instantly  by 
civil  war  between  the  whites  and  blacks.  A  bloody,  ex- 
terminating war,  the  result  of  which  could  not  be  doubt- 
ful, although  it  would  be  accompanied  with  horrors  such 
aa  liistory  has  not  recorded.  The  bUcks  would  be  an- 
nihilated, or  once  more  subjugated  and  reduced  to  sUve- 
ry.     Such  a  catastrophe  would  be  Inevitable. 

Permit  me  now,  sir,  for  a  moment  to  look  into  the  causes 
of  this  vast  and  dangerous  excitement  i  for  it  is  intimately 
connected  with  the  true  merits  of  this  important  ques- 
tion. 1  am  not  disposed  to  attribute  it  to  any  i>ecu1iar 
feelings  of  hostility  entertained  by  the  North  againat  the 
South,  arising  from  position  merely.  It  is  indeed  natu- 
ral that  a  people  not  owning  alaves  should  entertain  a 
atrong  aversion  to  domestic  servitude.  It  is  natural  that 
the  descendants  of  the  Puritans,  without  any  deep  inves- 
tigation of  the  subject,  should  have  an  instinctive  hostili- 
ty to  slavery  in  every  shape.  It  ia  natural  that  foreigners— 
with  whom  the  North  is  crowded,  just  released  them- 
selves from  bondage,  extravagant  in  their  notions  of  the 
freedom  of  our  institutions,  and  profoundly  ignorant  of 
the  principles  on  which  society  and  government  are  or- 
ganized— should  view  with  horror  the  condition  of  the 
southern  operatives.  And  here  let  me  say  that  these 
opinions,  so  natural,  so  strong,  and  so  distinctly  marking 
the  geographical  divisions  of  our  country,  indicate  differ- 
ences which,  if  pushed  much  further,  will  inevitably  sep- 
arate us  into  two  nations.  A  separation  which  I  uould 
regard  aa  a  calamity  to  the  whole  human  race,  and  which 
we  of  the  South  will  endeavor  to  avert  by  every  means 
save  tlie  sacrifice  of  our  liberties,  or  the  subveraion  of 
our  domestic  institutions. 

But  other  causes  are  at  work.  Thia  excitement  be- 
longs to  the  spirit  of  the  sge.  Bveij  close  observer  must 
perceive  that  we  are  approaching,  if  we  have  not  already 
reached,  a  new  era  In  civilization.  The  man  of  the  nine- 
teenth century  is  not  the  man  of  the  seventeenth,  and 
widely  different  from  him  of  the  eighteenth.  Within 
the  lait  sixty  yeara  there  have  been  greater  chai^ges— * 
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not  on  the  face  of  the  eartb,  but  in  the  history  of  civilized 
nuin— than  has  taken  place  before  perhaps  since  the  reign 
of  Charlemag^ne.  The  progress  and  the  philosophy  of 
the  erents  which  have  brought  us  to  this  state  may  be 
readily  perceived  and  stated.  Formerly  all  learning  was 
confined  to  the  clergy— all  political  power  to  the  hered- 
itary rulers  of  the  people.  The  invention  of  printing 
dispensed  knowledge  among  the  middle  classes.  The 
clergy  could  no  longer  absorb  it  all.  The  first  effect  of 
this  was  the  destruction  of  ecclesiastical  despotism,  which 
.  was  consummated  by  the  reformation.  The  next,  a  war 
of  intelligence  against  political  oppression;  but  the  glit- 
tering temptations  of  power  seduced  it  from  its  purpo- 
ses, atlured  it  to  its  assistance,  and  used  its  energies  to 
rivet  more  closely  their  chains  upon  the  people.  At 
length.  Government  could  no  longer  absorb  all  the  tal- 
ents and  acquirements  and  ambition  of  the  world.  Then 
the  effects  of  the  contest  began  to  show  themselves.  The 
tremendous  conflicts  for  political  ascendancy  which  took 
place  in  the  British  Parliament  during  the  reign  of  George 
the  Second  were  followed  by  the  American  Revolution, 
which  was  produced  by  the  great  intellects  of  this  coun- 
try, whom  Government  could  neither  conciliate  to  its 
abuses,  nor  purchase,  nor  intimidate.  Next  came  that 
terrible  tragedy,  the  French  Revolution,  which  was  con- 
fessedly brought  about  by  the  writings  of  the  great  phi- 
losophers of  France.  Since  that  period,  man  appears  no 
longer  to  be  the  being  that  he  was.  His  moral  nature  seems 
to  have  been  changed,  as  by  some  sudden  revelation  from 
the  lips  of  the  Almighty,  although  the  close  observer 
tees  that  the  great  cause  which  had  been  so  long  and  so 
silently,  but  surely  working  to  effect  this  purpose, 
was  the  wide  increase  of  knowledge.  Bursting  from  the 
trammels  of  centuries  of  ignorance,  he  has  been  pressing 
onward,  for  good  and  for  evil,  with  an  energy  tremendous 
and  terrific.  All  nature  has  felt  the  impulse.  The  thin 
air  has  been  converted  into  a  resistless  power.  Steam, 
whose  every  definition  was  a  useless  vapor,  has  been 
made  the  most  tremendous  engine  which  has  ever  yet 
been  placed  inhuman  hands— overcoming,  in  its  infancy, 
time,  space,  and  resistance,  with  a  celerity  and  ease  just 
not  supernatural.  Railroads  have  been  thrown  over 
swamps,  rivers,  lakes,  and  mountains,  which,  connecting 
new  and  distant  points,  open  vast  channels  for  intercourse 
'and  commerce.  Labor-saving  machinery  of  every  kind 
has  been  incalculably  improved:  much  of  it  perfected. 
In  one  word,  we  have  reached  a  period  when  physical 
impossibilities  are  no  longer  spoken  of.  What  was  vision- 
ary yesterday,  is  planned,  estimated,  and  resolved  upon, 
to-day;  to-morrow  It  is  put  in  execution,  and  the  third 
day  superseded  by  something  more  wonderful  and  more 
important  still. 

During  the  period  of  this  mighty  change,  the  great 
struggle  between  tb^  rulers  and  the  ruled  has  been  car- 
ried on  with  corresponding  vigor:  through  the  thousand 
channels  which  genius  has  opened,  wealth  has  flown  in 
to  aid  it  in  its  contest  with  the  strong  arm  of  power. 
The  two  combined,  finding  themselves  still  unable  to 
cope  with  (he  time-hardened  strength  of  hereditary 
government,  and  eager,  impatient,  almost  frensied,  to 
achieve  its  conquest,  have  called  in  to  their  assistance  an- 
other ally— the  people:  not  the  <*  people,"  as  we  have 
hitherto  been  accustomed  in  this  country  to  define  that 
term,  but  the  mob— the  sans-culoties.  Proclaiming  as 
their  watchword  that  immortal  but  now  prostituted  sen- 
timent, '*  that  all  men  are  born  free  and  equal,"  they 
have  rallied  to  their  standard  the  ignorant,  uneducated, 
temi-barbarous  mass  which  swarms  and  starves  upon  the 
face  of  Europe!  Unnatural  and  debasing  union!  He- 
reditary institutions  are  gone.  Already  have  the  nobility 
of  France  been  overthrown.  Their  days  are  numbered 
in  the  British  empire.  Let  them  go.  I  am  not  their  ad- 
vocate.   What  next^    Confiscation  has  begun!    The 


result  is  as  obvious  as  if  it  were  written  on  the  wall. 
The  hounds  of  Acteon  turned  upon  their  master.  Ge» 
nius  and  wealth,  stimulated  by  *<  an  ambition  that  over- 
leaps J^self,"  have  called  these  spiriU  from  the  vasty 
deep;  they  will  down  no  more.  The  spoils  of  victory 
are  theirs,  and  they  will  gorge  and  batten  on  them. 

In  this  country  we  have  no  hereditary  institutions  to 
attract  the  first  fury  of  this  tempest,  which  is  also  brew* 
ing  here,  for  the  electric  fluid  has  crossed  the  ocean,  and 
the  elements  denote  that  it  is  ex|hinding  over  the  north- 
ern arch  of  our  horizon.  The  question  of  emancipation, 
which  in  Europe  is  only  a  collateral  issue,  a  mere  ram- 
ification of  the  great  controver*«y  between  hereditary 
power  and  ultimate  agrarianism,  has  become  with  us  the 
first  and  most  important  question;  partly  because  the 
levellers  here  have  not  yet  felt  the  heavy  pressure  of 
political  oppression,  and  partly  because  they  have  re- 
garded our  institutions  of  slavery  as  most  assimilated  to 
an  aristocracy.  In  this  they  are  right.  I  accept  the 
term.  It  is  a  government  of  the  b^st.  Combining  all  the 
advantages,  and  possessing  but  few  of  the  disadvanta- 
ges, of  the  aristocracy  of  the  old  world,  without  fostering 
to  an  unwarrantable  extent  the  pride,  the  exclusiveneas, 
the  selfishness,  the  thirst  for  sway,  the  contempt  for  the 
rights  of  others,  which  distinguish  the  nobility  of  Eifrope, 
it  gives  us  their  education,  their  polisb,  their  munifi- 
cence, their  high  honor,  their  undaunted  spirit.  Sla- 
very  does  indeed  create  an  aristocracy — an  aristocracy 
of  talents,  of  virtue,  of  generosity  and  courage.  In  a 
slave  country  every  freeman  is  an  aristocrat.  Be  he  rich 
or  poor,  if  he  does  not  possess  a  single  slave,  he  has 
been  born  to  all  the  natural  advantages  of  the  society  in 
which  he  is  placed,  and  all  its  honors  lie  open  before  him, 
inviting  his  genius  and  industry.  Sir,  I  do  firmly  be- 
lieve that  domestic  slavery,  regulated  as  ours  is,  produ- 
ces the  highest  toned,  the  purest,  best  organisation  of 
society  that  has  ever  existed  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

Against  this  institution  war  has  been  commenced.  A 
crusade  is  proclaimed.  The  banner  has  been  hoisted, 
and  on  it  is  inscribed  that  visionary  and  disastrous  senti- 
ment, <*Equality  to  all  mankind;"  although  there  is  no 
analogous  equality  in  the  moral  or  physical  creation,  in 
earth,  air,  or  water — ^in  this  world,  or  in  the  world  to 
come — ^ifl-  our  religion  be  not  altogether  wrong!  The 
wmti-cahtteM  are  moving.  On  the  banks  of  the  Hudson, 
the  Ohio,  and  the  Susquehanna — on  the  hills,  and  in 
the  vales,  and  along  the  **  iron-bound  coast"  of  immacu- 
late New  England— they  are  mustering  their  host  and 
preparing  for  their  ravages.  Let  them  come!  We  will 
be  ready.  Standing  on  our  institutions,  which  of  them- 
selves give  us  a  strength  almost  impregnable,  and  rally- 
ing around  them  as  one  man,  with  the  help  of  God  I  be- 
lieve we  shall  be  able  to  roll  back  the  rrantie  tide  to 
whence  it  came.  But  wo  unto  the  men  of  substance 
in  the  North  whose  infatuation  may  impel  them  to  joiii 
this  fatal  crusade.  The  blood-hounds  they  are  setting 
upon  us,  successful  or  Qnsuccessful,  will  in  due  time 
come  back  from  the  chase;  and  come  back  to  seize 
upon  the  accumulations  of  their  industry,  to  overturn 
their  altars,  and  desolate  their  households.  Such,  sir, 
is,  in  a  few  words,  the  true  histor)*,  and  such,  I  believe 
and  trust,  will  be  the  issues  of  this  extraonlinai^  move- 
ment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  touched  on  topics  to-day  which 
have  not  heretofore  been  broached  within  these  walls. 
In  thus  departing  from  the  usual  silence  of  the  South 
upon  this  subject,  it  may  be  thought  that  I  have  gone 
too  far.  But  times  have  changed.  I'hey  change  before 
our  eyes  with  the  rapidity  of  thought.  Painful  as  it  is, 
the  truth  should  now  be  told;  fur  shortly  it  will  speak 
itself,  and  in  a  voice  of  thunder.  We  cannot,  in  my  judg- 
ment, avoid  this  danger  longer,  by  closing  our  eyes 
upon  it,  and  lulling  our  people  into  a  falM  •ecurity. 
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Nor  can  we  Juttify  oarseHcs  before  the  world  for  the 
course  which  we  nuiy  be  compelled  to  take  in  order  to 
iDftintMii  our  rights,  without  boldly  declaring  what  those 
rights  are,  defining  them,  and  showing  that  they  are  ines- 
timable. All  minor  considerations  must  give  way  to  ef- 
fect those  all-important  objects.  These  have  been  my 
motives  for  the  course  I  have  taken  here.  I  leave  it  to 
the  rapidly  approaching  crisis  to  determine  whether  I 
am  right  or  wrong. 

Sir,  if  I  were  asked  what  it  Is,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, the  South  desire  the  North  to  do,  I  should  say, 
**  Pass  laws  in  ^our  different  States,  forbidding,  by  the 
severest  penalties,  the  publication  or  circulation  of  such 
incendiary  pamphlets  as  I  have  exhibited  here  to-da^." 
This  your  Legislatures  are  fully  competent  to  do,  with- 
out infringing  on  freedom  of  speech,  or  freedom  of  the 
press.  That  freedom  means  welUregulated,  legal  free- 
dom, and  not  unrestrained  licentiousness.  Have  you  not 
laws  to  punish  libel  and  sUnder^  If  a  citizen  of  the 
State  of  New  York  were  to  say  of  another  citisen  that  he 
was  a  ««]and  pirate,"  «  a  murderer,"  and  a  *'  mansteal- 
er,"  would  he  not  be  liable  to  an  action  of  slander?  If 
he  were  to  write  these  things  of  him,  or  caricature  him 
by  infamous  and  disgusting  pictorial  representations, 
would  he  not  be  indictable  for  libeW  What  violation, 
then,  of  I  social  or  constitutional  right  would  it  be  to  ex- 
tend the  benefit  of  these  «me  laws  to  us? 

We  ask  nothing  more  than  the  recognition  of  a  well- 
known  principle  of  international  law,  a  striking  illustra- 
tion of  which  has  happened  within  the  memory  of  many  who 
now  bear  me.  It  will  be  recollected  that,  just  before  the 
war  between  France  and  England,  which  broke  out  in 
1803,  the  English  prepses  teemed  with  abuse  of  the  First 
Consul.  Bonaparte  complained  to  the  English  minis- 
ters: they  indicted  Peltier,  tried,  and  convicted  him. 
The  decUration  of  war  only  prevented  him  from  receiv- 
ing his  punishment.  If  England,  where  there  have  been 
more  battles  fought  for  the  liberty  of  speech  and  of  the 
press  than  in  anv  portion  of  the  world,  felt  herself 
bound  to  indict  a  loumalist  for  libelling  her  greatest  en- 
emy, the  enemy  of  the  whole  human  race,  on  the  very  eve 
of  war  with  him,  is  it  unreasonable  to  requireyou  to  extend 
the  same  Justice  to  the  grossly  slandered  and  deeply  in- 
jured people  of  the  South  t  brethren  as  you  call  us  of  one 
great  confederacy,  devoted  to  the  same  great' princi- 
ples of  constitutional  liberty,  and  who  have  so  often 
mingled  our  blood  with  yours  on  the  same  glorious  bat- 
tle field? 

Sir,  I  cannot  believe  gentlemen  are  sincere  when 
they  urge  here  this  slang  about  the  right  of  petition, 
and  the  freedom  of  speech  and  of  the  press,  as  though 
any  one  here  had  the  remotest  desire  to  curtail  them. 
When  Tappan,  and  Garrison,  and  Gerrit  Smith,  and 
such  as  they  are,  use  this  cant,  I  undersUnd  them)  they 
wish  to  inflame  the  popular  passions  by  false  appeals  to 
popular  rights.  But  when  such  men  as  the  geqMemen 
rom  Massachusetts,  [Messrs.  Adams  and  Cvsmiro,]  and 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Gkavobb,]  who 
favored  us  the  other  day  with  eulogiums  on  certain  abo- 
litionists, introduce  it  on  this  floor,  I  do,  not— yes,  I  do- 
understand  them.  But  I  will  not  press  that  point,  for  1 
wish  to  connect  this  question  with  no  political  intrigues 
or  discussions. 

I  will  say  frankly  that  I  do  not  believe  we  shall  be 
able  to  obtain  the  passage  of  such  laws  as  I  have  alKided 
to  in  any  non-slaveholding  States.  Sir,  there  Is  not  a 
man  of  any  note,  or  at  least  of  any  political  aspiration, 
who  will  dare  to  make  such  a  proposition.  He  would 
be  prostrated,  and  forever.  He  would  be  covered  with 
a  mountain  of  public  odium,  under  which  he  could  never 
rise  again.  And  I  want  no  stronger  evidence  of  the 
true  state  of  public  sentiment  in  those  States  than  this 
single  fact. 


F, 


What,  sir,  does  the  South  ask  next?  She  asks—and 
this  at  least  she  has  a  right  to  demand— that  these  peti- 
tions be  not  received  here  and  recorded  on  your  jour- 
nals. This  House  at  least  ought  to  be  a  sanctuary,  into 
which  no  such  topic  should  be  allowed  to  enter.  Rep- 
resentatives from  every  section  of  the  republic  ought  to 
be  permitted  to  come  here  fiiithfully  to  perform  their 
duties  to  their  constituents  and  their  country,  without 
being  subjected  to  these  incendiary  attacks— their  feel- 
ings insulted,  their  rights  assaulted,  and  the  falsest  cal- 
umnies of  themselves  and  those  they  represent  thrown 
on  them  daily,  and-  perpetuated  to  their  posterity,  and 
all  the  worid,  among  the  archives  of  the  Union.  Is  thia 
demanding  any  thing  unreasonable,  unjust,  or  unkind? 
Sir,  we  cannot  endure  it.  If  these  things  are  to  be  per- 
mitted here,  you  drive  us  from  your  councils.  Let  the 
consequences  rest  on  you. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  even  if  this  House  should  refuse 
to  receive  these  petitions,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
pcrmtU  himself  to  trust  that  the  conflict  will  be  at  tm 
end.  No,  sir,  we  shall  still  have  to  meet  it  elsewhere. 
We  will  meet  it.  It  is  our  inevitable  destiny  to  meet  it, 
in  whatever 'shape  it  comes,  or  to  whatever  extremity  it 
may  go.  Our  State  Legislatures  will  have  to  pass  laws 
regulating  our  police  with  a  stricter  hand.  They  will 
have  to  pass  ana  to  enforce  laws  prohibiting  the  circula- 
tion of  incendiary  pamphleta  through  the  mail  within 
their  limits.  We  may  have  to  adopt  an  entire  nonnnter- 
course  with  the  free  States;  and  finally,  sir,  we  may 
have  to  dissolve  this  Union.  From  none  of  these  meas- 
ures can  we  shrink,  ss  circumstances  jyiay  make  them  ne- 
cessary. Our  last  thought  will  be  to  give  up  our  insti- 
tutions. We  were  born  and  bred  under  them,  and  will 
maintain  them  or  die  in  their  defence.  And  I  warn  the 
abolitionists,  ignorant,  infatuated,  barbarians  as  they 
are,  that  if  chance  shall  throw  any  of  them  into  our 
bands  he  may  expect  a  felon's  death.  No  human  law, 
no  human  influence,  can  arrest  his  fate.  The  superhu- 
man instinct  of  self-preservation,  the  indignant  feelings 
of  an  outraged  people,  to  whose  hearth-stones  he  is 
seeking  to  carry  death  and  desolation,  pronounce  his 
doorot  and  if  we  failed  to  accord  it  to  him  we  should  be 
unworthy  of  the  forms  we  wear,  unworthy  of  the  be- 
ings whom  it  is  our  duty  to  protect,  and  we  should  merit 
ai^  expect  the  indignation  of  offended  Heaven. 


NOTES. 

(o)  Address  to  the  Auxiliaries  and  Friends  of  the 
American  Anti-sUvery  Society. 

Dear  brethren:  At  the  last  annual  meeting  of  the 
American  Antirslavery  Society,  it  was 

**  BiMohed^  That  an  effort  be  made  to  raise  $30,000 
for  the  use  of  the  society  the  present  year,  and  that  the 
abolitionisU  present  pledge  themselves  to  raise  such 
sums  as  they  may  respectively  offer." 

Donations  and  pledges  were  immediately  obtained, 
amounting  to  $14,500. 

Additional  pledges  have  since  been  obtained  in  Bos- 
ton to  the  amount  of  $4,000.  The  sum  of  $11,500  re- 
mains to  be  raised.  As  there  are  known  to  be  more 
than  two  hundred  anti-slavery  societies,  on  kindred  prin- 
ciples with  the  American,  we  have  no  doubt  that  this 
sum  can  speedily  be  made  up.  Each  society  has  only 
to  raise  $150,  and  the  work  is  done.  We  believe  that 
those  societies  which  remain  unpledged  will  joyfully 
come  forward  to  do  their  proportion  as  soon  as  called 
on.  •  •  •  •  •  • 

The  plan  proposed  at  the  annual  meeting,  and  now 
adopted  by  the  executive  committee,  in  the  confident 
belief  that  the  means  will  be  furnished,  is  this: 
1.  To  increase  the  number  of  agents,  by  appointing 
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M  DMiy  able,  efficient,  and  thorottghgoinf  men  ai  can 
be  obtained. 

3.  To  oonmience  the  distribution  of  publications  on  a 
new  and  extended  scale. 

The  following  publications  will|be  issued  monthly,  viit 

1.  On  the  first  week  of  each  month,  a  small  folio  pa- 
per, entitled  Human  Rights,  to  be  fiHed  with  facts  and 
argumenU  on  the  subject  of  slavery  and  its  remedy, 
wntten  in  a  plain  and  familiar  style.  Of  this  twenty 
thousand  copies  will  be  printed,  to  be  increased  to  6fty 
thousand  or  more,  as  soon  as  arrangements  can  be  made 
to  have  them  promptly  and  judiciously  distributed 
among  the  reading  population. 

2.  On  the  second  week,  the  Anti-slavery  Record,  a 
small  magazine,  with  cut%  will  be  printed,  to  the  num- 
ber of  25,000  copies. 

3.  On  the  third  week,  the  Emancipator  will  be 
printed,  on  a  large  imperial  sheet,  of  the  siae  of  the  New 
York  Observer,  or  the  New  York  Evangelist.  This 
will  contain  more  extended  essays  and  descriptions,  on 
points  connected  with  the  cause.  It  is  expected  that 
from  15  to  35,000  copies  will  be  printed  monthly  this 
year. 

4.  On  Uic  fourth  week  will  be  issued  35,000  copies 
of  the  Slave's  Friend,  a  juvenile  magazine,  with  cuts, 
adapted  especially  for  circulation  among  children  and 
youth. 

All  these  publications  will  be  distributed  gratuitous- 
ly, by  the  aid  of  the  auxiliaries,  to  those  who  are  not 
abolitionists,  or  will  be  sold  at  the  office,  to  friends  of 
the  cause,  at  a  very  low  rate.         #  •  • 

The  present  is  the  time  for  action^  *  * 

Let  female  societies  be  formed.  Female  societies 
probably  did  more  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  Great 
Britain  than  those  of  the  other  sex.  They  scattered 
anti-slavery  tracts,  hand-bills,  pamphlets,  and  books, 
every  where,  they  circulated  petitionst  they  covered 
articles  of  furniture  or  apparel,  such  as  pincushions, 
work-boxes,  handkerchiefs,  boxes,  baskets,  purses, 
portfolios,  &c.,  with  devices  and  mottoes  reminding  the 
users  of  the  poor  slaves.  They  made  the  matter  a  topic 
of  conversation  on  almost  all  occasions.  Several  soci- 
eties of  ladies,  in  this  country,  have  already  commenced 
the  same  course  with  good  success.  Let  the  female  sex, 
then,  throughout  the  land,  emulate  the  efforts  made  by 
their  sisters  over  the  ocean,  in  this  work  of  benevolence. 

Juvenile  societies,  too,  may  be  engaged  in  the  same 
work.     Children  are  all  abolitionists.  *  * 

We  hope  abolitionists  will  every  where  make  it  a 
personal  business  to  distribute  the  publications)  that 
they  will  not  let  them  be  thrown  away,  but  put  them  in 
the  hands  only  of  those  who  will  read  and  think.  Let 
no  abolitionist,  at  home  or  abroad,  ever  be  without  a 
supply,  and  be  ready  to  embrace  every  favorable  op- 
portunity. 

Petitions  to  Congress  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  should  be  put  in  circulation  im- 
mediately. The  minds  of  the  members  of  Congress 
should,  if  possible,  be  enlightened  as  to  the  real  desij^n 
of  the  American  Anti-slavery  Society  $  and  their  preju- 
dices should  be  removed,  as  in  many  it  may  easily  be, 
by  personal  interviews  with  abolitionists.  The  way 
may  thus  be  prepared  for  a  more  favorable  hearing  be- 
fore the  representatives  of  the  people.  •  • 

(Signed)  Arther  Tappan,        William  Goodell, 
John  Rankin,  Abraham  L.  Cox, 

Lewis  Tappan,  Theodores.  Wright, 

Joshua  Leavitt,         Simeon  S.  Jocelyn, 
Samuel  E.  Cornish,  Elizar  Wright,  Jun., 

Executive  Committee  of  the  American  Anti^lavery 
Society. 

(b)  There  are  now  about  half  a  million  that  still  have 
the  libeHy  of  holding  slaves  $  their  slaves  now  amount  to 


upwards  of  two  minions;  and^heir  landed  estates  are  of 
vast  extentt  they  have  entire  control  over  eleven  States. 
The  poorer  classes  of  the  white  people  are  well  trained  to 
subjection,  and  occupy  a  grade  a  little  above  that  of  the 
slaves.  Few  nobles  in  Europe  can  command  so  great  a 
retinue  of  servants;  and  no  King  on  earth  possesses 
more  absolute  authority.  Indeed,  such  is  their  dignity, 
weslth,  and  influence,  that,  although  but  a  half  a  mil- 
lion, they  are  able  to  control  twelve  and  a  half  million^ 
and  do  in  fact  govern  the  Union;  and  the  plan  is  now 
laid  to  keep  up  and  increase  their  dignity,  wealth,  and 
power,  to  future  generations.  They  have  managed  so 
wisely  as  to  get  the  whole  Union  bound  by  the  constitir- 
tion  to  keep  their  slaves  in  subiection,  and  allow  them 
a  representation  in  the  General  Government  in  propor- 
tion to  the  number  of  their  slaves.  The  increase  of 
these,  already  54,000  a  year,  wiH  soon  give  the  increase 
to  one  Representative  every  year.  By  the  aid  of  the  reat  of 
the.Union,  the  slaves  can  be  kept  in  subjection  until  they 
shall  have  become  much  more  numerous  than  the  white 
people,  provided  they  are  prevented  from  learning  to 
read,  and  thus  kept  in  total  ignorance.  And,  for  this 
purpose,  laws  are  passed,  with  heavy  penahies,  against 
teaching  slaves  to  read.  Now,  it  is  obvious  that,  by 
those  means,  slaveiy  might  be  extended  to  remote  poa- 
terity,  especially  with  what  assisUnce  the  Colonisation 
Society  might  be  able  to  give  them,  by  carrying  off  oc- 
casionally a  little  of  the  surplusage.  Every  one  can 
easily  see  thst  these  southern  gentlemen  have  before 
them  a  magnificent  prospect  of  wealth  and  power,  pro- 
vided the  rest  of  the  Union  will  continue  to  be  their 
humble  servants  in  enabling  them  to  keep  their  slaves 
in  subjection.  Now,  the  avowed  design  of  the  abolition- 
ists is  to  abolish  slavery,  not,  indeed,  by  force  of 
arms,  but  by  forming  against  it  public  opinion,  which 
will  be  even  more  powerful.  They  have  combined  to- 
gether to  propsgste  the  doctrine,  that  <<all  men  are 
made  of  one  blood;"  and  of  course  are  "created  equal." 
Vast  sums  of  money  are  now  pledged  to  propagate  the 
sentiment  throughout  the  whole  land.  Agents  are  lec- 
tnring,  papers  are  circulating,  societies  are  forming,  and 
thousands  continually  joining  them.  It  seems  as  if  the 
world  will  soon  be  on  (ire.  What  is  to  be  done?  Ar- 
gument has  been  tried  and  exhausted  in  vain!  Moba 
have  been  tried  with  little  effect!  The  heresy  spresds 
like  Are  in  the  whirlwind.  The  last  remedy  is  now  de- 
manded—extermination entire — nothing  less  will  do! 
If  matters  go  on  as  they  are,  the  result  is  obvious. 
Every  man  who  does  not  hold  slaves  will  set  his  face 
against  slavery;  and  then,  how  will  half  a  million  of  men 
continue  to  hold  more  than  two  millions  in  bondage? 
Mark  the  design!  All  force  is  disavowed;  but  then  the 
slaveholder  must,  so  soon  as  the  tide  of  public  opinion 
rolls  against  him,  yield  up  his  slaves.  He  cannot  hold 
them  without  aid;  much  less  can  he  bear  the  reproach 
that  will  be  heaped  upon  him. 

It  is  not  to  be  disguised,  sir,  that  war  has  broken  out 
between  the  South  and  the  North,  not  easily  to  be  ter- 
minated. Political  and  commercial  men,  for  their  own 
purposes,  are  industriously  striving  to  restore  peace. 
But  the  peace  which  they  may  accomplish  will  be  super- 
ficial and  hollow.  True  and  permanent  peace  can  only 
be  restored  by  removing  the  cause  of  the  war — that  ia, 
slavery.  It  can  never  be  established  on  any  other  terms. 
The  sword  now  drawn  will  not  be  sheathed  till  victory, 
entire  victory,  is  ours  or  theirs;  not  until  that  deep  and 
damning  stain  is  washed  out  from  our  nation,  or  the 
chains  of  slavery  are  riveted  afresh  where  they  now  are, 
and  on  our  necks  also.  It  is  idle,  criminal,  to  speak  of 
peace  on  any  other  terms. 

(C)  PBX1.KBLS. 

Whereas,  unconditional  slavery  exists  to  a  fearful  tt- 
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tent  mmongtt  ut  u  a  nation.  In  violation  of  those  princi- 
plet  that  moved  our  fathers  to  the  dreadful  struf^le  of 
the  UeTo1ution»  "that  all  men  are*  created  equal,  that 
they  are  endowed  by  their  Greatdr  with  certain  unalien- 
able rights;  that  amongf  these  ave  life,  liberty,  and  the 
pursuit  of  happiness.^'   ■ 

Whereas  the  aristocracy  of  the 'South  are  determined 
to  perpetuate  it  by  means  scarcely  less  dreadful  than  the 
tortures  of  the  inquisition,  and  the  bastard  aristocrscy 
of  the  North  ere  aiding  their  ''chivalrous"  compeers  of 
the  South  in  their  inhuman  endeavors,  by  misrepresent- 
ing, slandering,  threstening,  and  imprisoning,  those  who 
boldly  espouse  the  cause  of  universal  freedom,  and  fur- 
ther by  circulsting  publications  and  making  speeches  so 
highly  incendiary  as  to  excite  mobs,  and  impel  them  to 
their  ruthless  work  of  terror  and  destruction. 
•  Whereas  the  crisis  has  arrived  at  which  the  descend- 
ants of  the  Pilgrims  must  determine  whether  they  will 
establish  the  shameful  end  cowardly  precedent  of  sur^ 
rendering  their  most  sacred  rights  at  the  nod  of  an  ar- 
rogant, domineering,  and'self-constituted  aristocracy,  or, 
la  the  spirit  of  their  fathers,  manfully  maintain  them. 

And  whereas,  if  we  remain  silent  and  inactive,  we 
effectually  surrender  those  rights,  and,  with  them,  the 
hopes  of  the  slave,  till  the  prediction  of  Jefferson  shall 
be  realised,  and  the  slave,  fearless  and  free,  shall  till  the 
land  of  bis  thraldom,  enriched  with  the  blood  of  his 
master. 

Thtr^mtf  tuohedf  Under  a  deep  sense  of  duty  to 
ourselves,  to  the  slave,  to  our  country,  and  to  God,  that, 
"  sink  or  swim,  live  or  die,  survive  or  perish,"  we  will 
exercise  the  right  of  discussing  the  subject  of  slavery; 
that  we  will  use  all  constitutional  and  peaceful  means 
for  its  speedy  termination;  and,  to  act  the  more  effi- 
ciently, form  ourselves  into  a  society,  and  adopt  the 
following,  &c. 

(ji)  ABOLITIOK. 

From  the  Cindnnaii  Gazette. 

Some  forty  miles  from  Cincinnati,  to  the  east,  are  two 
settlements  of  free  negroes — probably  near  a  thousands- 
men,  women,  and  children,  of  the  true  ebony  color, 
with  a  very  little  mixture  of  the  mahogany  or  lighter 
shades.  The  negroes  own  the  land  occupied  by  them, 
but  without  the  power  to  sell.  Each  family  has  a  small 
farm.  They  are  emancipated  slaves,  and  these  lands 
were  purchased  expressly  for  them,  and  parceled  out 
among  them  about  fineen  years  ag^. 

Their  lands  are  not  of  the  best  quality  of  Ohio  lands; 
but,  by  good  management,  could  be  made  very  good; 
they  are  particularly  well  adapted  to  grass,  either  med- 
ow  or  pasture. 

Having  been  formerly  slavcp,  and  compelled  to  work, 
one  would  suppose  they  ought  to  have  industrious 
habits.  They  have  had  every  inducement  to  industry 
and  good  conduct  held  out  to  them.  The  experiment 
was  to  test  the  merits  of  the  negro  race,  under  the  most 
favorable  circumstances  for  success. 

Has  this  experiment  succeeded?  No,  it  has  not.  In 
all  Ohio,  can  any  white  settlement  be  found  equally 
wretched,  equally  unproductive? 

Farms  given  to  them  fifteen  years  ago,  instesd  of  being 
well  improved,  and  the  timber  preserved  for  farming, 
have  been  sadly  managed;  small  awkward  clearings,  and 
those  not  in  grass,  but  exhausted  and  worn  out  in  corn 
crops;  the  timber  greatly  destroyed;  wretched  log 
houses,  with  mud  floors,  with  chimneys  of  mud  and 
wood;  with  little  timber  for  further  farming. 

They  are  so  excessively  lazy  and  atupid  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Georgetown,  (near  by  their  camps,)  and  the 
neighboring  farmers,  will  not  employ  them  as  work  hands 
to  any  extent.  They  do  not  raise  produce  enough  on 
their  own  lands  to  feed  their  families,  much  less  do  they 
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have  a  surplus  for  sale  abroad.  They  pass  most  of  their 
time  in  their  little  sorry  cabins;  too  listless  even  to  fiddle 
and  dance.  One  may  ride  through  the  "  negro  camps,** 
as  they  are  called,  passing  a  doxen  straggling  cabins 
with  smoke  issuing  out  of  their  ends,  in  the  middle  of 
clearings,  without  seeing  a  amd  either  at  work  or  play. 
The  fear  of  starvation  makes  them  work  the  least  pos- 
sible quantity,  while  they  are  much  too  lazy  to  play. 

Why  do  not  ttie  aealous  abolitionists  go  there  and  se« 
the  experiment  in  all  its  beauty — the  slave  changed  into' 
a  free,  but  wretched,  savage!  Why  not  make  something 
of  these  thousand  negroes?  There  are  not  more  than 
two  or  three  families,  out  of  the  whole,  who  are  improv* 
ed  by  the  change  from  slavery  to  freedom. 

The  negro  settlements  are  a  dead  weight  upon  Brown 
cotmty,  as  to  any  productive  benefit  from  the  negro 
land*,  or  from  negro  labor;  and  that  space  of  country 
might  as  well  to  this  day  have  remained  in  possession  of 
the  Indians. 

If  southern  wealth  can  be  applied  to  buy  and  colonize 
among  us  such  a  worthless  population,  what  farmer  in 
Ohio  is  safe?  Has  he  any  guarantee  that  a  black  colony 
will  not  be  established  in  his  neighborhood? 

Let  any  one  who  wishes  to  learn  the  operation  of 
emancipated  negroes,  visit  the  Brown  county  camps. 
As  they  sink  in  laziness,  poverty,  and  filth,  they  increase 
in  numbers — their  only  produce  is  children.  They 
want  nothing  but  cowries  to  make  them  equal  to  the 
negroes  of  the  Niger. 

When  Mr.  Haxxohb  concluded—- 

Mr.  HOLSET  inquired  what  was  the  question  before 
the  House. 

The  CHAIR  said  it  was  the  motion  that  the  petition 
be  received. 

Mr.  HOLSET  moved  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table, 
and  it  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  Kentucky,  said,  as  the  business 
of  the  House  would  be  interrupted  by  the  presentation 
of  abolition  petitions  from  the  East,  and  the  South  and 
West  be  deprived  of  an  opportunity  of  presenting  their 
petitions,  he  moved  to  suRpend  the  rules  for  this  day,  for 
the  purpose  of  moving  that  the  order  of  presentation  be 
reversed,  and  the  call  of  the  SUtes  commenced  with 
Missouri,  instead  of  Maine. 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Michigan,  reauested  the  gentleman  to 
alter  the  motion  so  as  to  begm  with  the  Territories, 
which  were  at  the  end  of  the  list. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  modified  his  motion  accordingly. 

The  question  being  taken,  the  rules  were  suspended: 
Teas  115,  nays  50. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  then  made  the  motion  indicated  by 
him,  and  it  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIR  then  called  the  States  and  Territories  for 
petitions,  commencing  with  Arkansas. 

Mr.  STORER  presented  the  proceedings  of  a  public 
meeting  in  Cincinnati,  deprecating  the  course  of  the 
abolitionists;  which  he  moved  be  received  and  read. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  opposed  the  reception  of  the  pro- 
ceedings. He  should  object  to  any  interference  on  this 
subject,  whether  in  favor  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  abo- 
lition of  slavery. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  Kentucky,  moved  to  Isy  the  pre- 
liminary question  of  reception  on  the  table;  which  was 
agreed  to. 

TREATY  OF  DANCING  RABBIT  CREEK. 
Mr.  CLAIBORNE,  of  Mississippi,  said  that  he  held  in 
his  hand  two  papers  of  some  importance  to  the  country 
generally.  One  was  a  memorial  from  certain  Mingoea 
of  the  Choctaw  nation,  remaining  in  the  limits  of  the 
Shite  of  Mississippi,  praying  a  grant  of  unappropriated 
lands  in  lieu  of  those  to  which  they  say  they  were  enti- 
tled under  the  14th  article  of  the  treaty  of  Dancing 
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jRabbit  creek,  and  of  which  they  declare  that  they  have 
been  unjustly  deprived. 

•  l*he  other  was  a  memorial  or  remonstrance  of  a  numer* 
ous  and  respectable  portion  of  his  constituents  against 
the  validity  of  these  claims*  denouncing  the  whole  pro- 
oeeding  as  fraudulent,  and  calling  on  Congress  to  pro- 
tect them  in  their  settlement  and  rights,  and  the  country 
against  the  most  stupendous  fraud  that  was  ever  set  on 
foot. 

:  I  will  not  now,  sir,  said  he*  pronounce  any  opinion  on 
the  validity  of  these  claims.  At  a  proper  time,  I  shall 
oonsider  it  my  duty  and  my  privilege  to  do  so.  I  under- 
stand that  additional  memorials  and  statements  of  facts 
are  now  being  prepared  on  both  sides,  and  will  shortly 
be  submitted.  I  wish  the  whole  subject  to  go  before 
the  appropriate  committee,  and  must  respectfully  ask  the 
House  not  to  prejudge  the  esse.  Let  there  be  no  tx 
parte  statements,  no  wholesale  denunciations^  of  fraud. 
Let  justice  be  done  to  all  parties.  It  is  a  matter  in  which 
we  fbel  a  common  interest.  Whether  we  consider  the 
magnitude  of  the  clsim,  the  respectability  of  the  parties, 
or  the  deep  absorbing  Interest  felt  in  the  State  of  Missis- 
sippi, the  subject  is  idike  worthy  of  a  full  and  fair  inve^ 
tigation.  On  one  side  are  these  Choctaw  claimants,  their 
agents,  and  assignees,  citizens  of  different  States,  of 
•very  political  party,  and  many  of  them  gentlemen  of 
the  highest  respectsbility,  upon  whose  integrity  hereto- 
fore not  one  shadow  of  suspicion  has  ever  rested,  and 
who  come  here,  not  shrinking  from,  but,  u  they  say, 
seeking  investigation.  On  the  other  side  are  many  of  the 
settlers  of  the  State  of  Mississippi«-a  valuable  class  of 
men^entliled  to  the  highest  credit,  and  claiming  justice 
at  your  hands.  I  acknowledge,  sir,  that  I  have  but  a 
limited  acquaintance  with  the  subject.  I  candidly  con- 
fess, however,  to  the  House  that,  if  I  have  any  prepos- 
session, any  prejudice,  any  conviction  on  the  matter,  it 
IS  sgainst  these  claims.  Whether  just  or  unjust,  if  they 
be  confirmed,  the  fairest  portion  of  Mississippi  will  be 
desolated)  the  stability  of  property  will  be  shakent  the 
tide  of  prosperity  will  be  rolled  bsck,  and  hundreds  of 
my  best  constituents,  the  men  who  support  their  Govern- 
ment in  peace,  and  fight  its  bsttles  in  war,  will  be 
driven  from  their  homes  to  other  and  distant  lands.  Mr. 
G.  said  he  could  not  contemplate  such  a  result  without 
the  deepest  regret,  and  he  could  not  sanction  any  step 
going  to  produce  it.  But,  air,  let  the  whole  subject  go 
to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  a  committee  whose 
ability  and  ezperienccr  aided  by  its  distinguished  chair- 
man, [Mr.  Jom  Bsaii,]  furnished  a  guarantee  to  the 
House  that  the  subject-matter  will  be  ably  and  impar- 
tially investigated.  Mr.  C.  hoped  the  memorials  would 
be  referred  and  printed. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  that  these  memorials  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claima. 

Mr.  CLAIBORNE  rejoined,  and  urged  the  propriety 
of  the  rererence  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

The  question  was  put,  and  the  House  decided  to  refer 
them  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

After  the  reception  of  a  number  of  re  solutions 

The  House  adjourned. 


TVasVAT,  FiBRVART  3. 

APPROPRIATION  BILLS. 

In  pursuance  of  the  order  adopted  on  Tuesday  Isst, 
the  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  appro- 
priation bills. 

The  CHAIR  informed  the  House  that  all  the  above 
bills  were  before  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  except 
the  bill  making  appropriations,  in  part,  for  the  support 
of  Government  for  the  year  1836,  which  was  on  the 
0peaker*s  table. 


The  latter  bill  was  taken  op,  the  question  still  bein^ 
on  the  motion  to  recommit  the  bill,  with  instructions  to 
adopt  som«  uniforai  regulation  in  regard  to  railesge  of 
members  of  Congress* 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Tennessee,  suggested  that  the  bill 
hsd  better  be  passed  as  it  stood,  and  the  reguktkm  of 
the  mileage  msde  in  a  separate  bill. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD'  made  seme  sUtements,  showin|r 
that  memben^  under  the  present  system,  were  unequally 
compensated  t  some  receiving  more  lor  mileage  than 
others,  who  travel  a  greater  distance.  Some  gentlemen* 
by  charging  aocordinff  to  a  particular  rule,  received 
three  or  four  hundred  dollars  more  than  other  gentlemen 
living  in  the  same  vicinity*  A  direct  line  measured  on 
the  map,  would  be  a  uniform  rule;  and,  if  it  did  not  af- 
ford a  sufficient  sum,  ten  per  cent.,  or  more,  could  be 
added  to  the  sum. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  expressed  some  doubt  whether  a  reg- 
ulalion  concerning  mileage  could  be  properly  introduc«i 
into  an  appropriation  bill  for  the  present  year,  as  the 
mileage  for  the  present  year  was  actually  due. 

Af^er  some  explanations  from  Messrs.  LANE  and  UN- 
DERWOOD, 

Mr.  McKENNAN  said  he  wu  glsd  thst  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  had  introduced  this  subject.  If  ai^ 
abuses  in  the  Government  were  to  be  eorrected,  this 
abuse  of  mileage  charges  ought  to  be  corrected.  There 
was  no  difficuHy  whatever  of  introducing^  a  regulation 
on  the  subject  in  the  appropriation  bill,  and  be.  hoped 
the  rule  adopted  would  be  that  each  member  shall  chsfge 
his  mileage  by  the  nearest  mail  route. 

Mr.  WARD  said  he  would  eo  as  far  as  any  man  in  the 
correction  of  abusesi  but  he  did  not  think  this  biU  the 
proper  one  for  regulsting  the  subject  of  mileage. 

Mr.  ADAMS  made  a  few  remarks,  exphinatory  of  the 
reasons  which  would  induce  him  to  vote  for  the  motioi** 

Mr.  HA  UDIN  opposed  tlie  motion,  and  insisted  that 
no  better  rule  than  tlie  present  could  be  adopted.  Some- 
thing must  be  confided  to  the  honor  of  gentlemen,  and  it 
was  not  to  be  presumed  that  any  gentleman  would  charge 
too  much.  The  rule  was,  that  members  shouhl  charge 
their  milesge  by  the  route  which  they  usually  travelled, 
and  those  who  came  by  the  river  thought  themselves^ 
and  doubtless  were,  entitled  to  charge  by  the  river  route. 
He  hoped  the  bill  would  pass  as  it  was. 

Mr.  PETl'ON  remarked  that  he  was  in  hopes  that  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Uhbbr- 
wood]  would  prevail.  It  had  always  struck  him  with  as- 
tonishment that  members  of  Congress  were  the  only  pub- 
lic servants  who  had  no  restraint  imposed  by  law,  but 
could  put  their  hands  into  the  Treasury  and  pay  them- 
selves St  pleasure  for  their  services.  It  amounts  to  this. 
What  restraint  is  imposed  by  law?  Cannot  any  member 
of  Congress  fix  the  rate  of  lits  mileage  at  whatever  sum 
lie  may  in  his  discretion  think  fitf  Why  should  members 
of  Congress  alone  be  trusted  with  this  unlimited  discre- 
tion? Gentlemen  say  their  honor  is  sufficient  to  restrain 
them!  They  are  like  other  men.  Their  virtue  is  best 
preserved  when  least  tempted.  But  let  us  see  if  this 
honorary  obligation  is  sufficient  to  guard  the  Treasury 
against  abuse.  Tennessee,  sir,  you  know,  affurds  a  stri- 
king instance  that  it  is  not.  A  Senator,  who  we  may 
suppose  understands  the  law  of  Congreas  as  well  as  sny 
other  gentleman  here  or  elsewhere,  conceives  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  charge  the  river  route,  giving  him  about  300 
dollars  more  than  a  gentleman  now  a  Representative  on 
this  floor,  who  lives  in  the  same  city  with  him,  receives 
for  his  milesge  per  session.  Now,  sir,  no  one  who 
knows  that  honorable  Senator  as  well  as  you  do,  will  sup- 
pose thst  money  had  the  slightest  influence  over  him  in 
Siving  the  act  of  Congress  the  construction  which  he 
oesi  which  is,  that  he  shall  receive  two  hundred  dollars 
more  for  mileage  than  either  of  his  eolleagoes,  according 
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to  diitance»  per  sesaion.  He  thinks  the  tct  of  CongreM, 
paited  at  a  time  when  the  Government  mail  stage  route 
was  the  only  route  known  or  aaed,  makes  it  obligatory 
on  his  conscience  to  charge  the  river  route,  whether  be 
travels  it  or  not.  Yes,  sir,  this  shows  how  an  hone«t, 
well-meaning  man,  aiming  to  reach  the  spirit  of  the  law, 
may  differ  with  other  gentlemen  in  the  same  situation.  Sir, 
when  the  act  of  Congress  regulating  the  mileage  of  mem- 
bers of  Congress  was  passed,  steamboaU  were  not  in  use. 
The  direct  mail  stage  route  was  the  only  one  in  existence. 
But  the  inipix>vement8  of  the  age  present  a  more  speedy 
and  much  cheaper  mode  of  travelling.  We  can  make 
our  election;  if  we  take  the  river  route,  which  ia  the  in- 
dention of  a  subsequent  day  to  that  in  which  the  law  of 
Congress  was  passed,  we  have  the  right  to  do  so.  It  is 
cheaper,  more  speedy,  and  in  every  way  more  comfort* 
able.  But  there  is  the  same  ok!  direct  mail  route,  which 
was  the  usual  route  at  the  time  the  act  of  Congress  was 
passed.  If  we  choose  to  take  it,  very  well;  If  not,  it  is 
our  own  lookout,  and  should  not  increase  our  cliarge 
upon  the  Treasury.  But,  sir,  the  Tennessee  Senator, 
to  whom  I  have  alluded,  considers  himself  bound  to 
charge  the  long  route,  even  if  he  travels  the  abort  one. 
Yes,  sir,  be  may  take  his  seat  in  the  same  sUge  at  the 
seat  of  Government  with  his  colleague,  travel  every  inch 
of  the  ground  together,  but  when  they  cliarge  for  each 
mile  that  they  have  passed  over,  he  is  bound  in  con- 
science (for  if  he  were  not,  he  would  not  do  it;  it  is  a 
mere  difference  of  opinion)  to  charge  for  all  the  mean< 
ders  of  the  Ohio  river,  notwithstanding  he  has  nevci 


,  , jg 

touched  its  waters.  This  is  a  case  in  point  to  show  that 
It  IS  not  safe  to  trust  an  unlimited  discretion  to  the  purest 
and  the  best.  I  hope  the  committee  will  be  further  in- 
struoted  to  reporl  the  amount  whioh  each  member  of 
Congress  has  received,  for  a  sufficient  number  of  yean 
to  show  the  abuses  H  which  this  discretion  has  been  sub- 
ject In  past  time. 

Mr,  GIDEON  LEfi  opposed  the  recommitment  of  the 
bill,  and  urged  its  speedy  passage,  as  a  measure  of  justice 
to  those  to  whom  the  money  was  due.  The  members  of 
Congress  were  drawing  their  own  pay,  but  ao  one  else 
for  whom  miyment  was  prof  ided  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  suggested  that  there  wouki  be  no 
necessity  for  delaying  the  bill  in  case  his  motion  wu 
agreed  to,  as  the  committee  oould  retain  the  subject  of 
mileage  for  a  separate  bill,  and  send  back4he  remaining 
portion  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  MANN  made  a  few  remarks  in  favor  of  recommit- 
ment.  He  had  found,  from  experience,  that  the  only 
way  to  secure  any  promised  reform  of  this  kind  was  by 
holding  on  upon  the  money. 

Mr.  ANTHONY  said  that,  when  the  present  rule  was 
adopted,  it  was  contemplated  that  membeie  could  traVel 
but  twenty  miles  a  day.  And  the  fict  wa%  that  many 
gentlemen  travelling  from  the  fer  West  wem  paid  at 
the  rate  of  two  hundred  milee  a  day,  reoeiving  net  eight 
dollars  a  day,  but  eighty  ddkm  a  day  for  travel.  The 
P^y  of  members  coming  from  the  Ihr  West  was  thus  m«4e 
double  the  amount  received  by  menbers  coming  froift 
Pennaylvania.  The  present  rule  wee  not  at  all  adapted 
to  the  modern  improvemenU  in  the  mode  of  travelling. 

Mr.  MERCER  said  he  would  vote  for  the  moUon,  but 
not  for  the  reasons  given  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn* 
svlvania.  Those  who  came  from  a  great  distaeoe  found 
their  pay  a  poor  compensation  for  the  inconvenaeace  of 
leaving  their  homes.  But  he  was  willing  that  a  uniform 
rule  for  estimating  the  mileage  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  rose  to  her  the  House,  and  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky,  to  modify  his  motion,  so  ss 
to  refer  his  inquiry,  not  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  but  to  a  select  committee.  The  subject,  as  it 
related  to  aooounts,  did  not  belong  to  that  committee; 
and,  moreover,  that  committee  wu  pressed  with  other 
busmeM. 


Mr.  ANTHONY  moved  to  amend  the  instructiona  ao 
as  to  require  the  committee  to  regulate  and  equalise  the 
pay  of  the  members. 

Mr.  HARPER  supported  the  amendment  of  hu  col* 
lesgue. 

Mr.  PATTON  said  it  had  happened  every  year  ilnee 
he  had  been  a  member  of  the  House,  that  while  the  ap- 
propriation bills  were  under  consideration,  an  attempt 
bad  been  made  to  reduce  the  pay  on  mileage  of  mem- 
bers of  Congress,  and  he  bad  never  known  one  of  theae 
attempts  to  succeed.  He  conMdered  that  members  had 
acquired  a  right  to  be  paid  under  an  existing  law.  If  an 
abuse  existed  under  the  law,  Congress  should  alter  the 
law.  But  the  Committee  of  Waye  and  Meana  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  subject;  it  was  their  duty  to  re- 
port the  sum  which  they  msy  suppose  to  be  wanted  for 
different  services.  He  suggested  that  no  law  could  be 
made  applicable  to  the  milMge  of  the  present  session, 
because  that  had  been  drawn,  and  was  snug  in  gentle- 
men's pockets. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  DUNLAP, 
HANNEGAN,  ANTHONY,  and  PEARCE  of  Rhode 
Island, 

Without  taking  any  question. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRENNELL,  the  House  adjourned. 

WXDVSSDAT,  FSBBVAXT  3. 

EXECUTIVE  PATRONAGE. 
The  bill  from  the  Senate,  *'to  repeal  the  first  and 
second  sections  of  the  act  limitmg  the  term  of  certain 
offices  to  four  years^  and  for  other  purposes,"  having 
been  read  twice  by  its  title- 
Mr.  MANN  moved  that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  BELL  said  that  no  aubjeot  of  greater  imporUnoB 
than  this  would  come  before  the  House  at  the  present 
aession.  None  of  the  standing  committees  were  peculiar- 
ly appropriate  for  the  consideration  of  the  subject,  and 
he  did  not  see  that  the  Judiciary  Committee  was  more 
appropriate  than  any  other.  It  was  a  most  singular  hx^ 
that  this  branch  of  Congress,  hj  ito  rules,  and  the  opera- 
tion given  to  them  by  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  sustain- 
ed by  the  votes  of  the  House,  had  become  so  restricted 
and  tied  down  in  iU  action,  that  it  oould  not  take  up  fot* 
oonsideration  and  discussion  any  great  fundamenUl  prin- 
ciples of  the  Government;  no  opportunity  Is  ever  afforded 
to  bring  forward  propositiqns  upon  any  important  subject, 
in  a  distinct  and  separate  form.  This  was  entirely  a 
•ew  day  in  the  history  of  the  country.  He  was  com* 
paratively  a  young  member,  but  there  were  members 
who  had  been  here  for  fifteen  or  twenty  years  and  more« 
and  to  them  he  appealed  to  say  whether  the  House  was 
ever  bef^  so  bound  down  by  rules  as  to  prevent  gen- 
tlemen from  bringing  forward,  in  the  form  of  resolution^ 
any  important  subject  for  discussion.  But  nothing  could 
now  be  brought  forward,  because  the  House  had  block- 
ed up  the  way,  perhaps,  for  the  whole  session,  by  th4 
adoption  of  the  resolution  reported  from  the  Committeeon 
Foreign  Relations.  The  subject  of  esKCtlfiVe  patronage 
ooold  not  be  brought  forward,  althoagh  it  was  connected 
with  the  best  and  most  vital  interests  of  the  country,  and 
with  principles  without  which  we  should  have  neither 
constitution  nor  country  of  which  an'  American  could 
feel  proud.  With  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  there 
was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  permit  an 
investigation  of  this  subject,  he  would  move  that  the 
bill  be  referred  to  a  select  committee.  Even  if  the  ma^ 
jority  of  the  committee  appointed  should  be  opposed  to 
the  principles  of  the  bill,  there  would  yet  be  an  oppor- 
tunity idforded  to  the  minority  of  the  committee  to  ex^ 
press  their  viewa  on  the  subject  of  the  bill.  He  did  not 
know  that  he  would  support  thp  bill  in  its  present  sha[:e 
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or  not,  but  he  wished  the  subject  of  executive  patron- 
age, g^enerally,  brought  before  the  House.    He  moved 
the  reference  of  the  bill  to  a  select  committee. 
Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  hoped,  he  said,  that  the  motion  of 

-  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  would  prevail f  and  lie 
assured  the  House  that  nothing  but  the  consideration 
that  he  had  consumed  much  of  the  time  of  the  House 

-  bad  prevented  him  from  making  the  same  proposition. 
We  never  bad,  and  never  would  have,  before  us  a  more 
important  subject.  One  of  the  newspapers,  when  the 
bill  was  introduced  into  the  Senate,  remarked  that  it 
was  a  bill  to  amend  the  constitution  of  the  United  States. 
He  considered  it  a  bill  not  to  amend,  but  to  alter,  the 
constitution  (  and  he  trusted  that  discusnon  would  be 
had  upon  it  to  a  great  extent,  and  that  the  decision 
upon  it  would  be  made  with  great  deliberation.  What- 
ever mip^ht  be  the  impressions  of  gentlemen  in  re^^ardto 
the  policy  of  the  bill,  he  hoped  that,  after  its  impor- 
tance had  been  so  forcibly  represented  by  the  gentle- 
msn  from  Tennessee,  it  would  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

Mr.  HAMER  remarked  that  a  great  deal  had  been 
aaid  in  regard  to  the  appropriate  committee  of  the  House 
for  the  investigation  of  the  subject.  If  any  gentleman 
would  Uke  the  trouble  to  refer  to  the  rules  of  the  House, 
.he  would  find  that  the  bill  ought  to  go  tu  the  standing 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  [Mr.  H.  here  read  the 
rule.]  Did  not  the  rule,  he  asked,  propose  to  change 
laws  long  in  existence?  Where,  then,  should  the  sub- 
ject be  considered,  if  not  in  the  Committee  on  the  Judici- 
ary? If  gentlemen  were  extremely  desirous  of  getting 
up  a  report  of  a  partisan  or  political  character  on  this 
subject,  their  purpose  could  be  answered  in  another 
way.  All  they  wished  to  say  in  a  report  could  as  well 
be  said  in  a  speech,  and  for  making  speeches  opportu- 
nities occurred  daily.  He  did  not  vei^  weU  undersUnd 
the  frtquent  lectures  upon  rules  which  the  House  re- 
ceived of  late,  nor  did  he  see  how  the  gentleman  could 
assert  that  no  opportunity  was  aflbrded  in  the  House  for 
the  discussion  of  great  principles.  This  was  very  extra- 
ordinarv.  What  had  we  done  here  but  discuss  great 
principles?  After  a  session  of  eight  or  nine  weeks,  we 
had  passed  three  acts,  and  two  of  those  of  a  private  na- 
ture. During  the  whole  time  we  had  been  constantly 
engaged  in  discussing  matters  and  things  in  general. 
Two  or  three  general  resolutions,  admitting  oTa  wide 
range  of  discussion,  were  pending  now,  and  upon  them 
two  or  three  unfinished  speeches  were  lying  over.  Day 
after  day  gentlemen  were  waiting  to  obtain  the  floor 
for  the  purpose  of  concluding  these  speeches;  a  blaxe 
of  light,  pouring  from  this  ball,  illumined  the  whole 
country!  and  if  the  tession,  as  was  predicted,  lasted  till 
July,  there  would  be  scarcely  a  single  constitutional 
oueslion  which  was  ever  agitated  in  this  country,  \hat 
the  readers  of  debates  would  not  be  fully  enlightened 
upon.  If  the  rules  were  wrong,  let  ua  (said  he)  change 
them.  But,  aa  long  as  they  were  in  existence,  they 
ought  to  be  observed.  According  to  these  rules,  the 
bill  ought  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr.  VANDERPOEL  said  that  he  had  heard  no  good 
reason  for  a  reference  of  this  bill  to  a  select  committee. 
,  The  honorable  member  from  MassachusetU  [Mr.  Ab- 
A»]  had  observed  that  thta  wm  a  bill  to  change  the  con- 
stitution, and  therefore  he  would  vote  to  refer  it  to  a  se- 
lect committee.  Another  honorable  gentleman  [Mr. 
Bbu]  had  observed  that  it  was  a  very  imporunt  billi  it 
was  one  in  which  the  people  took  great  interest,  and 
therefore  it  ought  to  go  to  a  select  committee,  that  a 
report  might  be  speedily  made,  and  gentlemen  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this  subject.  Mr.  V. 
said  he  hardly  thought  that  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see would  hsaard  the  assertion  made  by  the  gentleman 


from  Massachusettp,  thst  this  was  a  bill  to  change  the  con- 
stitution. It  origlnatedin  the  Senate,  and  many  gentlemen 
would  doubUeas  deem  it  uncharitable  to  that  body  to 
say  that  they  would,  by  means  of  a  mere  law,  change 
the  constitution.  If  it  was  not  a  proposition  to  change 
the  constitution,  it  was  only  a  proposition  to  change  an 
existing  law,  and  therefore  belonged  most  appropriate- 
ly to  the  Judiciary  Committee.  The  mere  importance 
of  the  subject,  upon  which  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see had  dwelt  with  se  much  force,  was  certainly  no  rea- 
son for  referring  this  bill  to  a  select  committee.  The 
Judiciary  Committee  was  surely  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant committees  recognised  by  the  rules  of  this  House. 
It  required  great  ability  and  learning,  and  its  members 
were  always  selected,  he  supposed,  in  reference  to  their 
requisite  talents  and  qualifications.  He  did  not  believe 
that  select  committees  engrossed  all  the  wisdom  and 
capacity  of  the  House,  but  was  rather  disposed  to  think 
that  a  body  of  gentlemen,  who  were  permanent,  and 
chosen  for  the  investigation  of  great  and  interesting  sub- 
jects, would  be  apt  to  be  quite  as  select  for  their  wis- 
dom, in  reference  to  the  subjects  that  came  within  their 
province,  as  another  body,  which  we  dignified  with  the 
appelhtion  of  a  **select  committee."  The  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  had  not  ventured  tossy  that  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  bill  did  not  most  naturally  belong  to  the 
Judiciary  Committeer  but  it  waa  an  important  sub- 
ject, and  ipiofadOp  in  the  opinion  of  that  honorable  gen- 
tleman, it  ought  to  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 
This  was  to  his  (Mr.  Y's)  mind  a  very  unsatisfactory 
reason  for  a  special  reference.  It  was,  he  believed,  a 
very  important  law,  and  one  which  proposed  to  secure 
to  the  incumbents  of  office  a  freehold  title  in  offices. 

Mr.  y.  said  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Tennea- 
see  [Mr.  Bell]  had  given  the  House  another  lecture 
about  the  mischieft  resulting  from  our  rules,  or  from 
the  administration  of  them.  He  did  not  understand  the 
honorable  gentleman  to  impute  any  bisme  to  the  presi 
ding  officer  of  the  House,  but  the  grievance  of  which 
be  most  complained  was,  that  the  discussion  of  no  one 
important  subject  was  finislied,  before  another  was  ob- 
truded upon  our  consideration.  This  was  no  new  mis- 
chief. He  (Mr.  V.)  had  felt  the  annoying  influence  of 
it  under  former  auspices^  and  very  shortly  sfter  he  be- 
came a  member  of  this  House.  Two  years  ago  be  un- 
dertook to  nuike  a  speech  upon  an  important  subject, 
and  proceeded  with  his  argument  for  about  half  sn  hour; 
when  he  gave  way  to  a  motion  to  adjourn.  Next  morn- 
ing he  resumed  his  seat,  with  notes  in  hand,  to  continue 
hia  argument,  and,  much  to  hia  annoyance,  the  subject 
waa  not  again  announced  from  the  Chair  till  after  the  ex- 
piration of  some  weeks!  And  most  of  the  gentlemen 
here  would  bear  witness  to  the  agony  which  resulted 
ffom  being  laden  for  whole  weeks  with  a  half-delivered 
speech.  His  past  experience,  therefore,  enabled  him 
to  bear  witness  that  the  confusion  in  which  the  business 
of  the  House  waa  involved,  by  means  of  our  rules^  was 
not  unprecedented,  and  therefore  it  waa  not  a  fit  subject 
of  rebuke  to  the  msjority  of  this  House.  He  did  not 
know  that  the  honorable  gentleman  intended  to  rebuke 
the  majority,  but  he  at  least  took  good  care  to.remind 
them  very  often  of  the  evils  of  their  rules. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Tennessee  seemed  to 
think  that  it  was  vitally  important  to  the  people  that 
this  and  other  subjects  of  importance,  to  which  he  had 
adverted,  ahould  be  here  discussed.  He  (Mr.  V.)  had 
not,  for  some  time  past,  so  far  as  the  enlightening  of  the 
people  was  concerned,  been  in  the  habit  of  attaching 
quite  as  much  imporunce  to  speeches  made  here,  and 
in  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol,  aa  was  ascribed  to  them 
by  many  other  gentlemen.  He  did  not  believe  that  this 
was  the  fountain— the  source  of  all  light  for  the  people. 
No{  he  believed  that  the  people  of  this  country  had  wis- 
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dom  enough  to  understand  their  political  rights  and  in- 
terests, and  independence  enough  to  assert  and  vindi- 
eate  them)  and  if  gentlemen  here  would  more  Trequent- 
]y  yield  to,  or  profit  by,  the  lessons  which  the  people 
taught  them,  they  would  be  more  apt  to  perpetuate  the 
confidence,  and  subserre  the  interest,  of  the  people. 
But,  if  gentlemen  wanted  to  make  speeches  to  enlight- 
en the  people,  they  could  as  well  perform  that  duty 
after  the  report  of  a  standing  committee  as  after  the  re- 
port of  a  select  committee.  They  might  make  their 
two  hours'  speech,  print  it  in  the  Globe  or  *'  Sun,"  and 
thus  illuminate  the  benighted  people.  The  argument 
of  the  honorable  gentleman  [Mr.  Bxli]  in  favor  of  a  se- 
lect committee,  because  of  the  facility  that  might  be  af- 
forded to  make  speeches,  was  as  unsound  as  the  argu- 
ment that  it  ought  to  be  referred  to  a  select  committee 
on  account  of  its  importance. 

'  Mr.  BELL  said  that  it  was  because  speeches  of  this 
nature  were  not  thought  calculated,  by  the  gentleman 
and  his  friends,  to  enlighten  the  people,  that  he  com- 
plained of  the  operation  of  the  rules,  which  restricted 
the  discussions  to  such  subjects  as  those  who  control  the 
business  of  the  House  thought  proper  for  discussion.  A 
member  could  not  present  his  views  on  this  subject 
without  being  called  to  order,  and  arrested  in  his  re- 
marks by  a  majority  of  the  House.  All  discussions 
were  shut  out  unless  they  were  approved  by  a  majority 
of  the  House,  and  such  as  were  calculated  to  enlighten 
the  people  upon  one  side  of  the  question  only.  Peti- 
tions,  for  the  last  three  mornings,  had  cut  oflT  one  of 
those  resolutions  upon  which  the  gentleman  said  we 
could  have  the  opportunity  of  general -discussion.  This 
was  the  result  of  a  new  construction  of  the  rules  of  the 
House.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio,  he  said,  was  hardly 
candid  in  saying  that  an  opportunity  was  afforded  for 
discussion  by  these  resolutions.  The  gentleman  had 
certainly  the  sagacity  to  perceive  that  bis  friends  had 
burned  their  fingers  when  they  agreed  to  consider  the 
resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr. 
Adams.]  Instead  of  affording  an  opportunity  for  the 
discussion  of  that  resolution,  great  pains  bad  been  taken 
by  the  gentleman's  friends  to  cut  it  off.     When  the 

Sentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Masov]  brought  forward 
is  resolution  to  bind  the  House  to  the  consideration  of 
the  appropriation  bills  from  the  precise  hour  of  one 
o'clock  each  day,  he  saw  plainly  that  it  was  intended  to 
seal  the  lips  of  all  those  who  wished  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion  of  that  subject.  The  abolition  resolutions 
bad  slept  so  long  that  those  who  took  most  interest  in 
them  had  forgotten  them.  The  same  waa  the  case  with 
the  resolution  on  the  Military  Academy.  He  was  sorry 
to  allude  to  any  political  interests  in  this  House,  but  he 
must  remark  that  neither  of  these  resolutions  appeared 
to  be  favorite  subjects  with  the  majority  of  the  Houae. 
The  gentleman  could  not  be  sincere  in  saying  that  an 
opportunity  was  afforded  by  these  resolutions  to  enlight- 
en the  people  by  discussions  on  general  subjects.  The 
gentleman  intimates  (said  Mr.  B.)  that  I  want  an  oppor- 
tunity to  make  a  party  report.  That  gentleman  has 
known  me,  as  a  member  of  this  House,  for  some  time, 
and  he  never  knew  an  instance  in  which  I  acted  as  a 
partisan  on  this  floor.  I  defy  him  to  point  4.o  a  single 
met  of  mine  which  can  justify  the  imputation. 

[Mr.  HAXim  explained.  The  gentleman  having  al- 
luded to  majorities  and  minorities,  oe  had  only  intended 
to  indicate  a  mode  in  which  the  minority  could  present 
their  views.] 

Mr.  Bill  was  obliged  to  the  gentleman,  he  said,  for 
his  explanation,  but  it  appeared  strange  to  him  that  it 
was  taken  for  granted  that  no  speech  could  be  made 
bere  but  with  immediate  relation  to  the  prospects  of 
men  for  office.  Was  it  supposed,  in  1826,  that  the  sub- 
ject of  Government  patronage  was  exclusively  a  parti* 


san  or  political  subject'  We  had  passed  through  a 
great  revolution,  indeed,  if  the  friends  of  this  adminis- 
tration had  become  champions  of  executive  power  and 
patronage.  Times  had  changed,  and  men  had  changed 
with  them.  The  importance  of  the  subject  was  not  the 
only  reason  which  he  bad  urged  in  favor  of  the  refer- 
ence of  the  bill  to  a  select  committee.  On  parlia- 
mentary principles,  a  committee  ought  to  be  allowed 
for  the  bill  which  was  composed  of  members  favorable 
to  its  object,  but,  according  to  the  parliamentary  law  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  the  lamb  is  always 
committed  to  the  wolf.  His  object  in  desiring  a  select 
committee  was  to  bring  the  subject  before  a  committee 
which  would  direct  its  attention  exclusively  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  make  an  early  report  upon  it.  That  was  the 
only  way  in  which  the  subject  coul4  be  brought  before 
the  House  for  discussion.  He  did  not  know  that  even  a 
minority  of  the  committee  appointed  would  be  in  favor 
of  the  bill,  and  present  a  report  of  their  views  on  the 
subject.  He  believed  that  the  best  mode  of  enlighten- 
ing the  people  on  public  topics  was  by  discussion  here — 
by  open,  free,  manly,  discussion  on  this  floor.  When 
gentlemen  meet  here  face  to  face  in  debate,  error  will 
be  exposed,  and  fallacy  detected.  It  was  far  preferable 
to  the  light  which  issues  from  editorial  columns  of  a 
party  press,  which  presents  only  one  side  of  a  question. 
Here  both  sides  are  heard.  He  should  continue  his  lec- 
tures on  the  rules  of  this  House,  but  always  in  a  spirit 
of  courtesy  to  the  House,  and,  in  defiance  of  the  taunta 
of  p^entlemen,  should  point  out  the  practical  purposes 
which  they  were  made  to  serve.  Sir,  free  discussion 
exists  no  longer  on  this  floor.  How  happened  it  that 
the  Senate  bad  become  the  popular  branch  of  the  Na- 
tional Legislature?  It  was  because  every  Senator  had 
an  opportunity  to  speak  on  any  great  subject  which  he 
might  choose  to  introduce  in  that  body.  He  should 
continue,  from  day  to  day,  to  complain  of  the  rules  of 
this  House,  and  of  the  operation  given  to  them,  so  long 
as  they  tended  to  defeat  the  object  and  end  of  the  pop- 
ular branch  of  the  National  Legislature.  He  regarded 
the  subject  of  executive  patronage  a  great  one,  and  one 
which  ought  to  be  fully  and  freely  discussed  in  this 
House,  and  his  object  was  to  bring  it  before  the  House 
in  such  a  shape  that  it  could  be  discussed  untrammelled 
by  rules.  He  did  not  know  that  he  approved  of  this  bill 
as  it  stood;  he  had  no  party  feeling  in  regard  to  it(  but 
he  invoked  diicussion  upon  the  subject  as  one  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  the  welfare  of  this  country. 

Mr.  MANN  expbined  that  he  had  made  the  motion  to 
refer  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  because 
he  believed  that  to  be  the  proper  course,  and  he  sa^  no 
reason  to  deviate  from  tliat  course,  unless  there  was 
some  great  principle  that  could  be  brought  to  bear 
against  the  propriety  of  doing  so.  He  agreed  that  the 
subject  was  one  of  tlie  highest  importance,  and  one  that 
required  the  most  deliberate  examination.  But  it  wai 
not  a  new  proposition,  for  it  was  as  early  as  the  first 
Congress.  Mr.  M.  had  heard  no  reason  why  the  usual 
course  should  be  departed  from.  The  gentleman  from 
Tenneasee  had  manifested  a  very  commendable  zesi  in 
regard  to  the  busineis  of  the  House,  and  told  tliem  that 
times  had  changed,  strangely  changed.  Mr.  M.  would 
ask,  was  it  not  rather  a  cliange  of  the  gentleman  than  a 
change  of  the  times?  With  regard  to  the  complaints 
made  about  the  rules  of  the  House,  he  could  not  perceive 
its  application  to  the  present  question  of  referring  this 
bill  to  a  standing  committee.  Mr.  M.  had,  as  the  prin- 
cipal organ  of  the  committee  of  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  rules,  made  a  report  thereon,  and  had  pro- 
posed to  call  it  up  I  but  he  had  as  yet  been  unable  to  do 
so.  If  he  waited  till  it  became  the  regular  order,  he 
feared  the  report  would  not  be  considered  daring  the 
present  session;  and,  for  tlie  purpose  of  endeavoring  to 
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discharge  his  duty,  he  would  Mk  the  House  to  take  it  up 
every  day,  from  that  day  henceforward,  until  a  decided 
manirettation  of  the  House  rejected  hia  motion.  Mr.  M. 
complained  of  the  disingenuous  imputation  cast  upon  the 
majority  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  of  wishing 
to  evade  the  question. 

Mr.  BELL  remarked  that  principles  never  changed, 
though  men  did.  Principles  were  of  all  times,  and  no 
change  of  circumstances  altered  them.  If  those  who  sup* 
ported  the  principles  of  1836  now  opposed  them,  it  was 
ft  proof  that  men  had  changed.  When  he  should  have 
an  opportunity  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  this  sub- 
ject, he  would  endeavor  to  show  who  had  changed. 

Mr.  MANN  replied  that  it  was  true  that  principles  did 
not  change,  but  men  changed  their  principles. 

Mr.  MERCER  inquired  in  what  length  of  time  the 
IDommittee  on  the  Judiciary  would  probably  be  abl^  to 
report  on  the  iubject,  if  the  bill  ahould  be  committed  to 
them. 

Mr.  THOMAS  felt  great  difficulty,  be  aaid,  in  saying 
whether  the  bill  ought  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  or  not.  In  reply  to  the  gentleman's 
question,  he  would  remark  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  was  clusely  engaged  upon  several  very  labori- 
ous subjects — ^the  Ohio  and  Michigan  boundary  queationf 
the  judicial  circuit  court  system  of  the  southwestern 
States^  and  other  bills.  He  supposed,  however,  that  the 
House  would  not  be  able  to  take  up  the  aubject  of  thia 
bill  for  at  least  ninety  days,  and  by  that  time,  or  before, 
he  presumed  that  the  committee  would  be  prepared  to 
make  their  report.  Speaking  for  himself,  he  bad  very 
little  ambition  to  take  charge  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  INGERSOLL  made  some  renoarks  on  the  conati* 
tution  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  with  a  view  to 
•how  that  the  bill  in  question  did  not  come  within  the 
scope  of  their  duties. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  contended  that,  inasmuch  u  the 
bill  involved  legal  and  constitutional  questions^  the  Judi- 
ciary waa  the  committee  to  which  it  ought  to  be  re- 
ferred. He  referred  to  the  rule  relative  to  the  refer- 
ence of  subjects  to  committees.  There  would,  he  said, 
always  be  differences  of  opinion,  as  long  as  we  weiwa 
nation,  and  it  waa  proper  that  it  should  be  so.  What 
was  the  advantage  proposed  to  be  gained  by  referring 
the  subject  to  a  select  committee?  Why,  that  a  select 
committee  would  sooner  be  able  to  make  a  report.  And 
from  whom  were  the  select  committee  to  be  chosen? 
The  first  would  be  the  gentleman  himself,  and  be  was 
the  chairman  of  a  standing  committee.  The  chairman 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  would  be  the  next,  for  this 
large  subject  required  all  the  legal  intellect  of  the  coun^ 
tryi  then  it  would  be  requisite  to  take  all  the  legal  light 
that  tlie  House  could  afford,  and  the  making  of  this  com- 
mittee would  be  the  breaking  up  of  several  of  the  other 
committees.  He  waa  against  it.  The  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee would  make  its  report;  the  subject  would  be  dis- 
cussed  in  the  House  and  through  the  newspapersi  the 
country  would  have  the  whole  of  it  before  them.  But 
if  it  were  referred  to  a  select  committee,  part  of  this 
committee  must  necessarily  be  selected  from  each  ride, 
and  the  result  would  be  two  reports.  He  was  in  favor 
of  discussing  it  in  the  House,  to  see  if  it  were  in  the 
power  of  the  House  to  alter  the  constitution,  if  such  al- 
teration were  wanted.  If  it  was  a  great  constitutional 
question,  to  whom  should  it  be  sent'  To  a  select  com- 
mittee? No  I  let  it  be  sent  to  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
who  had  been  selected  on  account  of  their  legal  knowl- 
^^8^t  snd  let  them  examine  whether  it  infringes  upon 
the  constitution.  When  it  came  back,  let  the  result  be 
laid  f«irly  before  the  people,  and  let  them  decide.  If 
(said  Mr.  8.)  we  cannot  sustain  it  by  reason,  we  o6ght 
not  to  attempt  to  carry  it  by  power.  Nothing  can  be 
gained  by  a  select  committee,  unless  it  could  compel  us 


to  Uke  it  up  in  the  House.  The  House  will  not  take  it 
up  till  it  is  ready  I  and  there  are  other  matters  of  greater 
imporUnee  before  the  House  than  whether  John  Doe  or 
Richard  Roe  shall  hold  office  in  the  country. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  acquiesced  in  much  that  had  been 
said  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania^ 
[Mr.  SfTTHiBLAHB,]  and,  if  he  waa  persuaded  that  tba 
subject  waa  a  proper  one  for  judicial  counsel,  would  con* 
cur  with  him  m  ita  reference*  But  this  bill  conteiaplltied' 
a  great  variety  of  officers.  Suppose  the  bill  related  to 
officers  of  the  customs  ajone,  would  it  not  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Commerce?  But,  as  the  bill  wns  gene* 
ral  in  its  character^  embracing  all  the  officers  of  the  Qow* 
ernment*  there  was  no  particular  propriety  in  referring 
it  to  any  standing  committee.  If  it  was  a  question  of 
which  lawyers  only  could  judge,  then  it  would  be 
proper  to  refer  it  to  the  Judiciary  Committee;  but  as  it 
was  a  bill  relating  to  all  officers,  it  became  a  case  which 
required  a  select  committee.  It  ought  to  be  an  able 
committee,  having  the  advantage  of  the  best  Ulenl  in  the 
House.  If  it  be  a  practical  question,  give  it  the  bene- 
fit of  a  practical  mant  and  ao  far  as  it  may  be  a  legal 
question,  let  it  have  the  advantage  of  legal  acquirement* 
He  was  not  satisfied  that  it  was  a  party  question,  and  he 
expected  to  see  parties  divided  upon  it.  He  himself  ac- 
knowledfred  no  party  obligations  on  the  question. 

Mr.  H AMER  did  not  wish  to  prevent  the  gentleman 
from  Tenneasee  from  discussing  any  question,  and  hoped 
his  course  had  not  been  such  as  to  prevent  him  or  any 
other  gentleman  from  diacussing  the  question.  He 
would  ask  if  it  was  kmd  in  him  to  talk  of  majorttiee 
and  minoriliefl,  and  executive  patronage,  and,  when 
other  gentlemen  make  similar  remarks,  to  complain  of 
it  ?  If  gentlemen  would  complain  that  they  were  not  al« 
lowed  to  speak,  had  they  a  right  to  complain  if  they 
were  replied  to?  It  was  not  to  be  stipposed  by  the  gen* 
tieman,  or  by  him,  that  the  House  had  no  political  feel* 
ing.  If  be  suspected  that  the  minority  were  guided  by 
partisan  principles,  wu  it  not  natural  that  those  of  the 
majority  should  suspect  the  minority  of  the  same?  tt 
all  amounts  to  a  declaration  by  each  that  he  is  following 
out  the  measures  which  he  supposes  to  be  the  best  foe 
the  country.  He  was  against  referring  this  bill  to  n 
select  committee.  He  apprehended  that  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  was  mistaken  in  supposinglhat  it  waa 
the  custom  of  the  British  Parliament  to  refer  all  propo- 
sitions to  committees  which  arc  in  favor  of  them.  The 
rule  might  be  on  their  books,  but  it  was  not  put  in  prac- 
tice. ,    ^ 

Mr.  McKIM  moved  the  previous  question,  and  the 
tellers  were  engaged  in  ascertaining  whether  there  wav 
a  secondt  when 

The  CHAIR  informed  the  House  that  the  main  ques- 
tion would  be  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  and  nuC 
on  the  motion  to  commit  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr.  McKIM  then  withdrew  the  motion  for  the  pre- 
vious question. 

Af^er  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  MERCER  and 
THOMAS, 

Mr.  BELL  decbred  that  he  was  not  instigated  by  any 
party  views,  and  that  it  was  of  importance  that  mem- 
bers should  not  broach  the  subject  of  executive  patron- 
age as  a  party  queation.  The  interest  of  the  country 
required  that  the  House  should  consider  the  subject^ 
uninfluenced  by  party  feelings.  The  gentleman  fronw 
Ohio  denied  that  it  was  the  practice  of  the  British 
Parliament  to  refer  subjects  to  committees  which 
were  willing  to  report.  He  said  that  the  rule  appeared 
on  their  books,  but  was  not  adopted  in  practice.  WelV 
then,  (said  Mr.  B.,)  still  they  go  before  us,  for  they  ac- 
knowledge the  right. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  had  risen,  he  said,  solely  for  the 
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purpoie  to  state  a  fact  which  would  induce  him  to  vote 
ft^init  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  the  Judiciary  Com- 
fliittee.  It  had  already  been  stated  that  aeveral  impor- 
tant lubjects  were  now  before  that  committee,  including 
the  Ohio  and  Michigan  controversy,  and  the  southwest- 
ern circuit  bill.  The  chairman  would  also  bear  him  out 
in  stating:  that,  after  a  discussion  before  the  committee, 
the  meeting  was  adjourned  for  one  week,  and  they 
would  then  meet  for  the  purpose  of  acting  on  a  large 
mass  of  unfinished  business,  which  had  accumulated  upon 
them  during  the  session.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  felt  justified  in  saying  that  the  committee  could  not 
give  early  attention  to  the  subject.  As  a  memb^  of 
that  committee,  he  had  no  desire  to  shrink  from  the 
performance  of  any  duty,  but  the  committee  hsd  already 
as  much  business  as  they  could  attend  to  for  some  time 
to  come. 

Mr.  PEARCE,  of  Rhode  Island,  said  that,  from  the 
title  of  the  bill,  he  could  not  tell  what  the  Senate  had 
in  viewt  but  it  was  a  bill  which  had  passed  in  that 
branch  of  the  Legislature  last  year,  and  had  failed  in 
this.  The  bill  (said  Mr.  P.)  required  us  to  retrace  our 
steps,  and  alter  roles  which  were  coeval  with  the  form- 
ation of  the  constitution.  It  interfered  With  the  rights 
of  the  Executive,  and  altered  the  form  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

[The  Sfxakie  said  that  it  was  not  in  order  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  bill  on  a  question  as  to  its  reference.] 

Mr.  P.  said  it  was  his  object  to  show  that  he  consid- 
ered it  to  be  a  bill  which  involved  constitutional  ques- 
tions. ^  As  lie  understood  the  rules,  if  there  was  one 
committee  more  proper  than  another  to  which  to  refer 
the  consideration  of  the  present  subject,  it  was  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  whose  province  it  was  to 
consider  and  to  report  on  propositions  of  this  nature. 
The  President  of  the  United  States  was  required  to 
execute  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  He  could  not  do 
it  in  person,  but  must  do  it  by  and  with  the  assistance 
<lfothers{  and  when  he  sends  a  notice  oF  an  appoint- 
ment to  the  Senate,  this  bill  required  him  to  say  why  he 
selected  A,  B,  or  C. 

[The  SpiAKia  reminded  the  gentleman  that  he  was 
going  into  the  main  question.] 

Mr.  P.  continued  his  remarks  in  favor  of  the  refer- 
ence of  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  said  Ihat,  as  the  yeas  and  nays  had 
been  called,  and  he  should  vote  against  referring  the 
subject  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  he  wished 
to  assign  his  reason  for  so  doing.  It  was  not  from  any 
want  of  confidence  in  that  committee,  but  because  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  subject-matter  of  the  bill  ought 
to  be  referred  to  a  select  committee.  This  proposition, 
under  the  form  of  a  bill,  was,  in  fact,  a  proposition  for 
altering  the  constitution,  as  it  was  first  formed,  in  what 
he  considered  one  of  its  most  vital  parts.  The  constitu- 
tion placed  the  executive  power  in  the  President  of  the 
United  States— 

[The  Sfbakir  called  Mr.  A.  to  order.  He  was  dis- 
cussing the  merits  of  the  bill,  which  was  not  the  subject 
before  the  House.] 

Mr.  AvAxs  continued.  One  ground  on  which  he  ob- 
jected to  referring  this  bill  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, and  preferred  a  select  committee,  was,  that  the 
bill  involved  a  question  relative  to  the  constitution  {  and 
questions  of  this  nature  were  subjects  for  a  special  com- 
mittee, and  not  for  a  standing  committee.  On  that  ground 
he  should  vote  for  its  reference  to  a  select  committee. 
The  subject  required  profound  knowledge,  not  only  of 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  but  also  of  tbe  his- 
tory of  the  country,  and  of  the  practice  since  the  consti- 
tution waa  formed)  and  a  report  ought  to  be  made  to  the 
House,  exhibiting  all  these  particulars.  Such  a  report 
could  not  be  made  out  in  sixty  or  ninety  days;  and  if  the 


gentleman  from  Maryland  had  said  that  the  committee 
could  make  a  report  in  ninety  days^  he  should  have  said 
that  he  had  not  taken  time  enough,  even  if  the  comtbit- 
tee  was  unencumbered  with  other  business. 

Mr.  PEYTON,  of  Tennessee,  expressed  the  hope  that 
the  bill  would  not  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  That  bommittee,  (said  Mr.  P.,)  to  which  he 
had  the  honor  to  belong.  Is  at  this  tfme  burdened  with 
more  important  business  than  any  other  committee,  per* 
haps,  of  this  House— more  than  it  can  dispose  of  in  any 
reasonable  time.  We  have  the  important  and  exciting 
question  of  the  Ohio  and  Miclitgan  boundary— a  question 
which  has  been  argued  before  us  at  great  length,  and 
with  distinguished  ability,  by  the  gentlemen  representing 
those  who  feel  so  deep  and  lively  an  interest  in  the  ques- 
tion. Sir,  up  to  our  last  meeting,  we  had  not  even  be- 
gan to  form  an  bpinion  upon  this  solitary  question,  be- 
cause we  had  not  fully  heard  the  argument.  There  are 
other  subjects  of  perhaps  equal  importance  before  that 
committee,  untouched,  unacted  upon — the  constitution 
of  Michigan,  and  the  bill  to  revise  the  Judiciary.  The 
whole  time  of  the  committee  has  been  ponsumed  on  the 
first  of  these  important  subjects,  to  the  exclusion  of 
all  other  matters.  Business  of  a  less  important  character 
has  been  accumulating  upon  the  table  of  that  committee. 
At  our  last  meeting  a  large  distribution  of  such  cases  waa 
made.  Sir,  I  have  not  the  most  distant  hope,  if  the  bill" 
be  referred  to  that  committee — notwithstanding  the  in- 
dustry, talents,  and  information,  which  I  know  my  col- 
leagues to  possess,  and  have  devoted,  and  will  continue 
to  devote,  to  all  business  intrusted  to  them — that  a  report 
can  be  expected  during  this  session  of  Congress.  It  will 
be  impossible.  If  the  House  wishes  action  upon  this  im- 
portant bill,  then  let  it  not  be  referred  to  that  committee. 
But  if  the  object  of  gentlemen  be  to  give  it  a  qtdetuit 
and  send  it  to  sleep — if  not  so  long  as  Rip  Van  Winkle 
slept,  yet  for  a  time,  for  a  purpose,  during  this  session 
of  Congress— they  cannot  do  better  than  send  it  to  the 
Judiciary  Committee. 

With  regard  to  the  principles  of  this  bill,  sir,  I  would 
remark,  that  they  were  once  popular  with  the  party  to 
which  I  belong,  if  that  party  has  yet  an  existence!  It  is 
fast  merging  into  tlie  party/  The  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  J.  Q..  AsAXs]  doubtless  well  recollects 
what  were  these  principles  in  1826,  and  what  were  the 
feelings  of  our  party  at  that  day.  He,  sir,  is  consistent^ 
perfectly  consistent.  He  was  then,  as  now,  opposed  to 
the  principles  of  this  bill.  But  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  has  given  his  friends— I  mean,  sir,  his  new 
friends,  for  that  rentleman  is  now  decidedly  the  leader 
of  the  party  in  this  House— he  has  given  his  new  friends 
a  dreadful  thrust.  He  has  told  them  that  this  bill  pro- 
poses an  amendment,  no,  not  an  amendment,  but  an  al- 
teration of  the  constitution  of  the  United  States — a  cur- 
tailing the  Executive  of  his  constitutional  and  necessarr 
powera.  Tes,  sir,  and  they  submit  in  silence,  are  dumb 
under  the  rebuke.  Whose  measure  is  this?  Who  is  the 
father  of  this  bill?  A  distin^ished  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Biktok]  reported  it.  Another  distinguished 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Judge  Wbits]  was  on  the  com- 
mittee,and  concurred  with  him.  But  there  was  another  dir- 
ting^iished  Senator  at  that  time,  now  one  amongst,  though 
not  one  of,  the  Senators,  but  fills  a  still  higher  station,  and 
is  aiming  at  one  still  a  little  higher,  [Mr.  Vav  BuBEir.l 
This  gentleman  was  on  the  committee,  and  sanctioned 
and  sustained  this  very  bill  in  18?6.  I'his  was  the  pop- 
ular measure  of  the  party  in  1826,  ushered  to  the  world 
under  such  auspices.  I  call' upon  gentlemen,  if  they 
have  principle,  and  go  for  principle,  to  show  it(  I  call 
upon  them,  if  they  have  any  pride  of  consistency,  to  say 
nothing  about  principle,  to  come  forward  and  meet  the 
gentleman,  [Mr.  Adaxs,]  although  be  is  the  head  and 
leader  of  Me  party  in  thia  ^ouse«    Tour  pride,  your 
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honor,  your  principlei«  your  character  for  consistency, 
all  call  aloud  upon  you  to  meet  him.  Is  it  not  the  same 
bill  or  ^26?  Does  it  not  contain  the  same  provision  of 
that  bil1«  and  will  you  hang  your  heads,  and  hear  it  de- 
nounced so  broadly  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, merely  because  be  is  now  your  leader?  Remem- 
ber its  paternity.  Who  was  the  father  of  this  bill?  The 
Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bbktoit;]  and  has  he  no 
friend  here  who  will  stand  its  godfather,  and  protect  it? 
It  is  the  very  same  bantling,  in  every  feature.  Tes,  sir, 
verbatim  et  literatimt  even  to  the  dotting  of  the  i's  and 
the  crossing  of  the  t's,  as  my  friend  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Wrsi]  would  say.  Doyou  abandon  it?  Wiiere  are  your 
principles?  Poor  oiT-cast.  It  has  fallen  into  the  hands 
of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adaxs,]  and 
the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  [Mr.  PaARcx,]  who 
have  always  been  opposed  to  it,  and  who  denounce  it  in 
advance,  and  then  send  it  off  like  a  foundling  to  be  smoth- 
ered. 1  am  opposed  to  this  course,  sir.  I  am  glad  that 
this  question  has  been  brought  up.  I  wish  to  see  tested 
the  principles  of  the  party.  I  wish  to  resort  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Jackson  party,  call  them  up,  and  see  if 
there  now  exists  enough  of  those  principles  to  lesven  the 
whole  lump  of  the  party.  Yes,  sir,  I  am  glad  to  see  this 
mrdicine  prepared  by  our  own  party,  our  own  leaders 
in  1826,  presented  again  in  1836.  He  who  refuses  to 
take  it,  let  him  talk  no  more  about  his  principles,  about 
his  consistency.  This,  sir,  was  the  leading  favorite 
measure  of  the  Jackson  party  in  1826.  Upon  its  princi- 
ples we  rallied,  and  carried  the  war  to  the  'gates,  ay, 
even  to  the  storming  and  entering  the  "White  House. 

[Here  the  Sfbakir  said  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
was  taking  too  wide  a  range  in  his  remarks.  The  merits 
of  the  bill  cannot  be  discussed  upon  a  motion  to  refer.] 

Mr.  Pbttok.  I  did  not,  Mr.  Speaker,  wish  to  trans- 
cend the  rules  of  order.  I  am  aware  that  any  discussion 
of  the  merits  of  the  bill  would  be  out  of  order.  I  did 
not  allude  to  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  bill.  I  did 
not  allude  to  any  one  of  its  provisions,  except  as  a  reply 
to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams.]  I 
do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  merits,  but  to  state  that  ihe 
bill  now  under  consideration  is  the  same,  the  identical 
bill,  in  form,  as  well  as  substance,  reported  by  the  Sena- 
tors from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bbhtov,]  from  Tennessee,  [Mr. 
Whits,]  and  the  Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Vait 
BvKSK,]  in  1826t  and  to  contend  that  what  was  principle 
in  1826  is  principle  in  1836;  and  to  express  a  hope  that 
gentlemen  were  willing  to  be  tested  by  principle,  and 
appeal  to  them,  to  the  majority  of  this  House,  to  make 
such  a  disposition  of  the  bill  as  to  have  it  brought  before 
the  House  for  its  action  at  this  session,  and  not  to  send 
it  to  a  committee  which  would  be  unable  to  make  a  re- 
port upon  it. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  said,  sufficient  for  the  day  is  the 
evil  thereof.  He  had  understood  the  Chair  to  say  that 
the  merits  of  the  question  couU  not  be  discussed,  and 
regretted  that  charges,  so  broad  in  their  character,  had 
been  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  against  the 
Judiciary  Committee.  The  gentleman  said  that,  in  the 
event  of  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary,  it  would  there  sleep,  and  be  heard  of  no 
more— thereby  intimating  that  the  committee  would 
shrink  from  the  discharge  of  their  duty. 

Mr.  PEYTON  asked  leave  to  explain.  T  thonght  (said 
Mr.  P.)  that  no  human  being  could  possibly  have  misun- 
derstood met  for  I  stated,  distinctly,  that  it  was  on  ac- 
count of  the  great  mass  of  business  before  the  committee 
that  it  could  not  make  a  report;  and  to  assert,  or  insinu- 
ate, that  I  said  any  thing  else,  is  to  do  me  great  injustice; 
and  for  a  gentleman  who  would  so  insinuate,  I  shall  have 
as  tittle  respect  as  that  gentleman  seems  to  have  for  my 
remarks. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  continued.    The  gentleman  would 


find  him  among  the  last  to  misrepresent  him,  and  among 
the  first  to  repel  insinuations  against  the  party  to  which 
it  was  his  pride  to  be  attached.  If  he  had  misrepresented 
the  gentleman,  it  was  in  consequence  of  having  misun- 
derstood him.  He  entered  the  hall  after  the  gentleman 
commenced  speaking,  and  had  not  heard  all  his  remarks. 
He  had  understood  him  to  say  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  would  make  no  report  in  time  for  the  action  of 
the  House.  Whether  he  was  so  fortunate  as  to  attract 
the  respect  of  the  gentleman^  or  not,  was  a  matter  of 
perfect  indifference  to  him.  He  had  duties  to  perform 
here  of  more  importance  than  the  attainment  of  the  gen- 
tlenlan's  regard;  and  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  defend  the 
Executive  from  the  unjust  charges  brought  against  him. 
With  the  transactions  of  1826  he  had  nothing  to  do;  but, 
long  since  the  opinion  of  the  Executive  had  been  known 
on  this  subject,  the  voice  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see had  resounded  through  this  hall  in  his  praise.  Why 
then  did  the  gentleman  charge  the  President  and  hie 
friends  with  having  abandoned  principles  which  he  sus- 
tained in  1826?  So  long  as  the  President  continued  to 
pursue  the  course  which  he  had  done,  he  (Mr.  O.)  felt 
It  his  duty  to  sustain  and  defend  him. 

He  was  well  apprized,  from  what  he  had  seen  and 
heard,  that  whenever  the  merits  of  the  bill  were  discuss- 
ed, the  war-whoop  was  to  be  raised  by  the  opposition, 
and  the  cry  of  executive  patronage  sounded  in  our  ears. 
But  (said  Mr.  G.)  the  gentleman  may  rest  assured  we 
shall  not  be  taken  by  surprise,  and  that  whenever  the 
battle  was  waged,  the  friends  of  the  administration  would 
be  found  at  their  posts,  prepared  to  defend  and  vindicate 
their  principles,  and  the  principles  and  measures  of  the 
President. 

After  Mr.  Glascock  concluded,  Mr.  PATTON,  of 
Virginia,  moved  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  PEYTON  rose,  and  appealed  to  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  to  withdraw  the  motion;  and  after  some 
conversation,  in  which  Mr.  Pettoh  pledged  himself  to 
renew  the  motion  of  Mr.  Pattoh,  the  motion  to  adjourn 
was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  PaxTOK  continued.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia 
saw  fit  to  represent  me  aa  atUcking  the  committee  to 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  belong,  and  volunteered  for 
their  defence.  He  come  to  the  defence  of  that  commit- 
tee! and  from  my  attack!  Were  not  those  gentlemen 
seated  around  me?  Do  they  have  to  look  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  for  defence,  when  attacked  from  any 
quarter?  Those  gentlemen  knew  1  had  made  no  attack 
on  them.  No,  sir;  t  know  them  well,  and  would  be  the 
last  man  in  this  body  to  cast  the  slightest  shade  of  Impu- 
tation  upon  them,  as  gentlemen,  or  as  members  upon  this 
floor.  The  gentleman  says  bis  remarks  were  intended 
as  a  reply  to  those  which  I  made;  and  yet  he  acknowl- 
edges that  he  did  not  hear  what  I  said.  If  so,  why  not 
leave  it  to  other  gentlemen,  who  did  hear  them,  to  reply 
to  my  remarks'  Why  should  that  gentleman  run  tilting 
upon  every  subject  that  comes  up?  He  must  volunteer 
to  defend  all  the  committees  of  this  House,  and  all  the 
members  of  the  party!  And,  sir,  you  cannot  propose  to 
discuss  a  great  question  of  national  policy,  but  you  hear 
a  dolorous  lamentation  about  the  President;  it  is  an  at- 
tack upon  the  President,  whether  the  President  ever 
said,  or  acted,  or  expressed  an  opinion  upon  the  subject 
or  not.  He  defend  the  President  from  my  attacks! 
This  is  the  miserable  cant  of  the  party,  the  tune  played 
upon  every  jew's-harp,  from  Arkansas  to  the  Atlantic, 
in  the  mouth  of  every  demagogue  and  pettifogger.  The 
venerable  President!  Defend  the  venersble  President! 
Who  were  ihe  friends  of  the  President  amidst  perils  and 
trials,  at  which  the  windy  gasconading  demagogues  of 
the  dsy  and  of  the  party  would  have  shrunk  and  fled? 
Who  stood  by  him,  and  austained  and  supported  his 
principles?     Who  advocated  the  same  great  principle! 
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now?  Sir,  I  hmve  nerer  been  the  man  to  attack  General 
Jackaont  but,  on  tbe  contrary,  I  have  gone  witb  him  in 
principle.  I  have  not,  nor  will  I,  change  my  political 
principles. 

Has  It  come  to  this,  that  every  member  of  the  party, 
no  difference  from  what  ranks  he  may  hare  deserted,  is 
a  Jackson?  and  to  ask  him  if  he  is  honest,  if  he  has  any 
principle,  is  necessarily  a  direct  attack  on  General  Jack- 
son? Yes,  sir,  these  little  Jacksons  are  springing  op, 
like  Msyappjes  in  the  spring  season,  every  where,  all 
over  the  country,  and  to  attack  one  of  them  is  to  attack 
the  President  himself!  Tes,  sir,  they  thrust  forward 
his  name  on  all  occasions:  it  is  their  only  shield.  How 
is  it  possible  for  any  gentleman  to  drag,  ad  eaptandum, 
into  this  question,  the  name  of  General  Jackson?  Did 
he  ever  vote  on  this  question,  or  make  it  the  sublect  of 
recommendation  in  his  message?  How,  then,  is  he,  his 
principles,  his  fame,  and  character,  involved?  if  assail- 
ed St  all,  it  has  been  done  by  the  gentlemen  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Adavs]  and  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Pbaboi.] 
What  contemptible  quackery!  Gentlemen  shrink  be- 
hind General  Jackson  whenever  pressed  on  any  ques- 
tion. Tes,  sir,  they  fly  to  him,  take  shelter  under  his 
mantle,  and  say,  «1iere  we  are,"  shivering  and  tremb- 
ling: "  don't  strike  me,  or  you  will  hit  the  old  chief." 
Tes,  sir,  such  men  are  aspiring  to  rule  the  destinies  of 
this  nation.  Such  men  promise  to  walk  in  the  footsteps 
of  Andrew  Jackson:  yes,  sir,  they  are  aming  to  crawl 
into  the  hiehest  stations  upon  the  earth  between  the 
legs  of  a  giant,  one  stamp  of  whose  foot  would  sink 
them  a  thousand  fathoms  below  the  surface.  They 
walk  in  the  footsteps  of  Andrew  Jackson!  You  might 
as  soon  expect  to  see  the  miserable  pedlar's  barge  fol- 
lowing in  the  wake  of  a  man  of  war,  while  riding  the 
mountain  wave  of  a  tempestuous  ocean.  These  are  the 
men  who  require  us  to  yield  implicit  obedience  to  their 
will.  Tliese  are  the  men  whose  principles,  or  want  of 
principle,  you  cannot  touch,  without  raising  the  howl 
of  an  attack  on  General  Jackson.  Yes,  sir,  we  are 
gagged  by  that  odious  **  previous  question,"  whose 
especial  province  it  is  for  certain  gentlemen  to  move, 
and  which  is  coming  into  such  active  use  amongst  us. 
But  if  you  chance  to  get  the  floor,  and  appeal  to  gentle- 
men to  stand  to  their  principles,  some  sensitive  Jacksoli 
plant,  of  the  May-apple  growth,  must  rush  in,  and  offer 
to  shiver  a  lance  in  defence  of  the  **  venerable  Presi- 
dent." I  should  like  to  com])are  notes  with  these  little 
Jacksons,  and  see  who  is  the  best  Jackson  man  upon 
principle.  I  should  like  to  meet  a  better  Jackson  man 
than  I  always  have  been.  Sir,  I  never  saw  the  day  when 
I  would  not  for  General  Jackson,  as  a  personal  favor, 
meet  anv  peril  in  a  p^ood  cause,  make  any  sacrifice  save 
that  of  honor  snd  independence;  surrender  any  thing 
but  those  principles  and  that  freedom  which  he  would 
be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to  vield.  But,  sir,  if  gen- 
tlemen have  no  political  principle,  let  them  say  so,  and 
away  this  false  clamor  about  General  Jackson. 

Mr.  PATTON  renewed  the  motion  to  adjourn,  but 
withdrew  it,  in  order  to  afford  an  opportunity  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  to  rejoin. 

Bfr.  GLASCOCK  said  he  was  happy  to  bear  the  enco- 
mium passed  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  upon  tbe 
venerable  chief,  and  the  declaration  that  he  was  still  his 
friend;  and  he  wished  that  this  remark  might  be  report- 
ed, and  become  matter  of  record,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  compared  with  other  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  gentleman  in  the  early  part  of  the  session.  Mr. 
G.  said  that  no  one  who  had  listened  to  the  remarks  of 
the  gentleman  but  would  perceive  his  object  was  to 
charge  the  President  with  an  abandonment  of  those 
principles  which  he  professed  in  1826,  and  that  the  party 
were  now  abandoning  them,  and  shrinking  from  his  de- 
fence. Did  he  understand  the  gentleman  to  have  made 
Vol.  Xn.— 156 


no  such  alluaions?  Did  he  understand  him  to  entertain 
no  such  opinion  in  relation*to  the  Chief  Magistrate?  He 
paused  for  a  reply.  Mr.  G.  said  that  every  circumstance 
which  had  transpired  in  relation  to  this  bill  furnished 
abundant  evidence  to  establish  the  fact  that  it  was  prin- 
cipally introduced  for  political  effect,  and  will  be  resorted 
to,  no  doubt,  for  the  purpose  of  assailing  the  President. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  has  thought  proper 
to  charge  the  friends  of  the  administration  with  taking 
shelter  under  the  old  hero,  whenever  any  question  is 
presented  which  they  cannot  meet.  This  (said  Mr.  G.) 
comes  with  a  bad  grace  from  that  gentleman;  for  he  had 
no  doubt  the  gentleman  himself  had  often  taken  shelter 
under  tbe  old  man's  wing,  and  had,  on  many  occasions, 
mounted  the  stumps  of  Tennessee,  and  cried  aloud  for 
him,  in  order  to  be  sustained  by  his  friends;  and  that 
he  had  been  by  them  would  not  admit  of  a  question. 
But  Mr.  G.  said  he  saw  a  new  sUte  of  things  was  about 
to  take  place;  he  thought  he  could  foresee  that  the  gen* 
tieroan  would  soon  abandon  the  President,  if  he  had 
not  already  done  so,  and  that  he  would  be  found  arrayed 
against  the  administration,  using  his  exertions  and  in- 
fluence to  render  it  unpopular,  with  a  view  to  place  a 
particular  favorite  in  power.  Yet  (said  Mr.  G.)  the  gen- 
tleman professes  still  to  be  the  friend  of  the  Chief  Ma- 
gistrate. This  may  do  (to  use  a  common  expression) 
"to  tell  the  marines,"  but  not  this  House;  for,  from 
what  had  taken  place,  he  did  not  confide  in  it  himself, 
nor  did  he  believe  a  majority  of  the  House  would. 

The  gentleman  has  found  it  necessary,  for  effect,  too, 
to  charge  the  friends  of  the  administration  with  being 
led  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Adams.] 
Who  (said  Mr.  G.)  does  not  perceive  the  object?  But  it 
will  avail  him  nothing;  for,  whilst  he  disclaimed  being 
led  by  any  man,  or  set  of  men,  it  would  afford  him  pleas- 
ure at  all  times  to  do  justice  to  the  venerable  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  and  to  be  found  voting  with  him 
on  all  questions  which  met  his  (Mr.  G*s)  views  and  ap- 
probation. And  if  (said  Mr.  G.)  it  be  any  satisfaction 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  he  would  inform  him 
that  he  never  listened  with  more  pride  and  pleasure  to 
the  remarks  of  any  one  than  he  had  to  those  which  fell 
from  the  venerable  gentleman  a  few  days  since,  on  the 
introduction  of  his  resolutions.  He  felt  as  if  they  came 
from  the^eart  of  a  patriot,  and  such  as  he  had  no  doubt 
would  be  approved  by  every  American  citizen  who  loved 
his  country  and  his  Government;  and  he  rejoiced  when 
he  witnessed  (he  general  burst  of  applause  which  follow- 
ed the  utterance  of  certain  expressions,  in  relation  to 
the  battering  down  our  Capitol.  Sir,  (said  Mr.  G.,)  it 
was  like  an  electric  shock,  and  was  received  with  feel- 
ings becoming  American  freemen,  and  freemen  deter- 
mined to  maintain  the  interest  and  honor  of  the  motion. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  PATTON, 

The  House  then  adjourned,  without  taking  the  qiies- 
tion. 


TavasDAT,  FsBRUAar  4. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  asked  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House  to  submit  a  resolution  relative  to  the  abolition  of 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  His  object  was  to 
have  the  resolution  printed,  and  when  the  pending  res. 
olutions  on  the  subject  should  be  taken  up,  he  should 
off*er  his  proposition  in  lieu  of  the  same. 

Mr.  GRANGEU  called  for  the  reading  of  the  resolu- 
tion; which  was  read  accordingly,  as  follows: 

Budoedy  That  all  tbe  memorials  which  have  been 
offered,  or  may  hereafter  be  presented,  to  this  House, 
praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  also  the  resolutions  offered  by  an  honor- 
able member  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Jabvis^]  with  the  amend* 
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ment  thereto  proposed  bv  an  honorable  member  from 
Virgitiia*  [Mr.  Wise,]  and  every  other  paper  or  propo- 
sition that  maybe  submitted  in  relation  to  that  subject, 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to 
report  that  Congress  possesses  no  constitutional  author- 
ity to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  institutions  of  slavery  in 
any  of  the  States  of  this  confederacy;  and  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  Congress  ought  not  to  interfere 
in  any  way  with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  be- 
cause it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  public  faith,  unwise, 
impolitic,  and  dangerous  to  the  Union {  assigning  such 
reasons  for  these  conclusions  as,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
committee,  may  be  best  calculated  to  enlighten  the  pub- 
lic mind,  to  repress  agitation,  to  allay  excitement,  to 
sustain  and  preserve  the  just  rights  of  the  slavehulding 
States  and  of  the  people  of  this  District,  and  to  re-es- 
tablish harmony  and  tranquillity  amongst  the  various  sec- 
tions of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WISE  then  rose  and  objected  to  its  reception. 

Hr.  PINCKNEY  moved  to  suspend  the  rules,  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  offer  the  resolution. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  motion  to  suspend  the  rules;  which  were 
ordered. 

Mr.  W.  B.  SHEPARD  inquired  whether,  if  the  rule 
was  suspended,  and  the  resolution  offered,  it  would  not 
open  the  whole  subject  for  debate  at  this  time. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  repeated  that  his  only  ob^'ect  was  to 
present  his  resolution  for  the  purpose  of  having  it 
pfinted  for  the  information  of  members;  and  that,  when 
the  subject  should  again  come  up,  he  contemplated 
moving  it  as  a  substitute  for  the  propositions  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  again  called  for 
the  reading  of  the  resolution;  which  being  done, 

Mr.  MORGAN  moved  to  lay  the  motion  to  suspend 
the  rules  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HAWES  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
not  ordered. 

The  motion  to  lay  the  motion  to  suspend  the  rules  on 
the  table  was  negatived. 

The  question  on  the  suspension  of  the  rules  was  then 
taken  by  yeas>and  nays,  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  John  Q.  Adams,  Anthony,  Ash,  Barton, 
Beale,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Bockee*  Bond,  Boyd,  Briggs, 
Brown,  Burns,  Bynum  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Casey, 
George  Chambers,  Chaney,  Chapin,  J.  F.  H.  Claiborne, 
Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Craig,  Gushing,  Cush- 
man,  Deberry,  Denny,  Dickerson,  Efner,  Evans,  Ev- 
erett, Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fowler,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller, 
Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Gillet,  Granger,  Gam  land. 
Graves,  Hamer,  Hannegan,  Harper,  Samuel  S.  Harrison, 
Hawes,  Haynes,  Hazeltine, Henderson,  Holsey,  Hopkins, 
Howard,  Hubley,  Hunt,  Huntiiigton,  Huntsman,  Ingham, 
Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  Cave  Johnson,  Benjamin  Jones, 
Kilgore,  Rinnard,  Lane,  Lawrence*  J.  Lee,  Leonard,  Lo- 
gan, Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  William  Mason, 
Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  May,  McKay,  McKim, 
McLene,  Miller,  Moore,  Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page, 
Parker,  Parks,  Patterson,  Paltoh,  Fanklin  Pierce,  Du- 
tee  J.  Pearce,  Phelps,  Pinckney,  Rencher,  John  Reyn- 
olds, Joseph  Reynolds,  Roane,  Rogers,  Schenck, 
Seymour,  A.  H.  Shepperd,  Sloane,  Smith,  Spangler, 
Storer,  Sutherland,  Taylor,  Thomas,  John  Thomson, 
Toucey,  Turner,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel,  Vinton,  Wagener, 
Ward,  WardweU,  Weeks,  Lewis  Williams— 131. 

Nats— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allen,  Ashley, 
Banks,  Boon,  Borden,  Bovee,  Bunch,  John  Calhoon, 
William  B.  Calhoun,  Carter,  John  Chambers,  Chapman, 
Childs,  N.  H.  Claiborne,  Clark,  Crane,  Darlington, 
Dickerson,  Dun'ap,  Forester,  French,  Rice  Garland, 
Glascock,  Grayson,  Grennell,  Griffin,  Haley,  Hiland 
Hall,  Hainroond,HBrdin,  Harlan,  Hiester»  Hoar,  Howell, 


Ingeraoll,  William  Jackaon,  Janes,  Judson,  Lapor<e, 
Lawler,  Lay,  Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Love,  Lyon,  Martin, 
John  Y.  Mason,  Maury,  McKennan,  Mercer,  Morgan, 
Morris,  James  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Peyton,  Pickens, 
Potts,  Robertson,  Russell,  William  B.  Shepard,  Shields, 
Shinn,  Standefer,  Steele,  Taliaferro,  W.  Thompson, 
Town%  Underwood,  Webster,  White,  Whittlesey,  8. 
Williams,  Wise— 75. 

So  the  House  refused  to  suspend  the  rules;  two  thirds 
being  necessary. 

RULES  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  asked  the  unanimous  con- 
sent of  the  House  to  take  up  and  consider  the  report  of 
the  select  committee  on  the  rules. 

Objection  being  made, 

Mr.  MANN  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules  for  this 
purpose. 

Mr.  BELL  CiiUed  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  mo- 
tion; which  were  ordered,  and  were. 

Yeas— Messrs.  Chihon  Allan,  Heman  Allen,  Ashley, 
Beale,  Bell,  Bockee,  Bond,  Boon,  Borden,  Boyd, 
B>'>gfi»"i  Bunch,  Bynum,  John  Calhoon,  William  B. 
Calhoun,  Campbell,  Carter,  Casey,  George  Chambers, 
John  Chambers,  Childs,  Clark,  Cleveland,  Connor, 
Corwin,  Crane,  Cushing,  Davis,  Deberry,  Denny,  Dick- 
son, Dunlap,  Everett,  Forester,  Fry,  P.  C  Fuller,  Rice 
Garland,  Graham,  Granger,  Grennell,  Griffin,  Hiland 
Hall,  Hamer,  Hard,  Hardin,  Harlan,  Hazeltine,  Hieater, 
Howell,  Hunt,  Hunstman,  Ingersoll,  Janes,  Henry 
Johnson,  Kinnard,  Lane,  Lawrence,  G.  Lee,  Luke  I^ea, 
Lincoln,  Love,  Lyon,  Abijah  Mann,  Samson  Mason, 
Maury,  May,  McKay,  McKennan,  Mercer,  Milligan, 
Moore,  Morris,  Parker,  J.  A.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Peyton, 
Phillips,  Pickens,  Potts, Rencher,  John  ReynoMs^  Ripley, 
Roane,  Robertson,  Russell,  Schenck,  W.  B.  Shepsrd, 
A.  H.  Shepperd,  Sloane,  Spangler,  Sprague,  Standefer, 
Steele,  Storer,  Taliaferro,  Turner,  Underwood,  Vinton, 
White,  Whittlesey,  L.  Williams,  Wise— 104. 

Nats — Messrs.  Adams,  Anthony,  Ash,-  Banks,  Barton, 
Bean,  Beaumont,  Bovee,  Brown,  Burns,  Cambreleng, 
Carr,  Chaney, Chapman,  Chapin,  J.  F.H.  Claiborne,  Cof- 
fee, Coles,  Craig,  Cramer,  Cushman,  Darlington,  Dick- 
erson, Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Efner,  Fairfield,  Farlin, 
Fowler,  French,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  J.  Gar- 
land, Gillet,  Glascock,  Grantland,  Haley,  Hannegan, 
Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Haw- 
kins, Haynes,  Henderson,  Hoar,  Holsey,  Hopkins, 
Howard,  Hubley,  Huntin^on,  Ingham,  William  Jack- 
son, Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  Joseph  Johnson,  Benjamin 
Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Lansing,  Lawler,  Lay, 
Joshua  Lee,  Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Job  Mann,  Man- 
ning, Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  William  Mason,  Mosea 
Mason,  McKim,  McLene,  Miller,  Morgan,  Muhlenberg, 
Owen%  Page,  Parks,  Patterbon,  Putton,  Fmnklin 
Pierce,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Phelps,  Pinckney,  Joseph 
Reynolds,  Rogers,  Seymour,  Shinn,  Smith,  SutherUnd, 
Taylor,  John  Thomson,  Towns,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel, 
Wagener,  Ward  Wardwell,  Webster,  Weeks,  Sherrod 
Williams— 103. 

So  the  House  refused  to  suspend  the  rules,  two  thirda 
being  necessary. 

REPORTS  FROM  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  WM.  B.  SHEPARD,  of  North  Carolina,  moved 
to  suspend  the  rules,  in  order  to  receive  reports  from 
the  standing  and  select  committees  of  the  Houses  whicb 
was  agreed  to  by  a  vote  of  114  to  51. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  from  the  Committee  on  Wa3'a 
and  Means,  reported  the  following  resolution: 

Beeolved,  That  so  much  of  the  nineteenth  rule  of  this 
House,  which  appropriates  Friday  and  Saturday  in  each 
week  to  the  consideration  of  private  bills,  be  suspended 
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on  Sitnrdty  next,  ind  that  the  hill  for  the  relief  of 
the  sufferers  by  the  fire  in  the  city  of  New  York  be  made 
the  special  order  of  the  day,  at  one  o'clock  on  that 
day. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  resolution  was  not  de- 
batable, as  it  related  to  the  priority  of  business. 

Ttie  question  being  taken,  the  resolution  was  lost: 
Yeas  109,  nays  66;  not  two-thirds. 

INCENDIARY  PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr.  WISE  rose  and  said  he  wished  to  make  an  inqui- 
ry of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Poet  Office 
and  Post  Roads,  whether  they  would  soon  make  a  re- 
port on  that  part  of  the  President's  message  relating  to 
the  transmission  of  incendiary  publications  by  the  mail. 

Mr.  CONNOR  could  only  reply  to  the  gentleman's 
interrogatory,  by  stating  that  the  subject  was  now  under 
the  advisement  of  the  committee,  who  would  decide 
upon  it  u  soon  as  possible;  perhaps  at  an  early,  perhaps 
at  a  late  day.  It  rested  with  the  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee to  say  when,  In  their  judgment.  It  would  be  most 
expedient  and  proper  to  bring  it  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  inquired  of  the  Chair 
whether  it  was  competent  for  him,  at  that  time,  to  move 
to  take  up  and  consider  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee on  the  rules,  and  whether  it  was  not  in  the  power 
of  the  majority  to  take  up  that  report? 

The  CHAIR  replied  in  the  negative.  The  rules 
having  been  suspended  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  re- 
ports, it  would  require  two  thirds  to  take  up  a  report 
upon  the  table. 

APPROPRIATION  BILLS. 

The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
making  appropriations  in  part  for  the  support  of  the 
Government  for  the  year  1836,  commonly  called  the 
House  contingent  bill. 

The  bill  was  on  its  third  reading,  with  two  pending 
motions:  one  by  Mr.  Josirsoir,  of  Tennessee,  to  recom- 
mit to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union;  and  the  other  by  Mr.  Uirvimwoov,  of  Kentucky, 
to  recommit  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  with 
the  following  instructions: 

With  instructions  to  report  one  uniform  mode  of  pay- 
ing the  mileage  of  the  members  of  this  House  and  the 
Senate,  or  to  ascertain  the  mileage  of  each  member  of 
Congress,  and  to  report  an  item  for  paying  the  mileage 
of  the  members  of  the  House,  and  a  separate  item  ror 
paying  the  mileage  of  the  members  of  the  Senate,  which 
Items  shall  not  exceed  the  aggregate  of  the  sums  allow- 
ed each  Senator'  and  Representative,  respectively,  ac- 
cording to  some  uniform  rule  to  be  affixed  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  motion  pending  on  the  Instructions  was  Mr.  Ajt- 
TROST*s  amendment  to  insert,  after  the  word  **  discre- 
tion," the  •«  propriety  of  regukting,"  &c. 

Mr.  EVERETT  hoped  the  House  would  proceed  to 
pass  the  bill  this  day,  without  recommitting  it. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  then  offered  the  following  amend- 
ment: 

•  That  the  said  committee  be  further  instructed  to  in- 
quire— 

1st.  Into  the  expediency  of  removing  the  seat  of  the 
Federal  Government  from  Washington  to  Cincinnati  or 
Louisville. 

2d.  Into  the  propriety  of  so  amending  the  rules  of  the 
House  as  to  cause  a  list  of  the  absentees,  whenever  the 
yeas  and  nays  are  taken,  to  be  entered  on  the  journal, 
and  published,  as  a  part  of  each  day's  proceedings,  in 
the  morning  papers. 

3d.  Of  compelling  all  members,  who  may  hereafter 
absent  themselves  during  the  sittings  of  the  House,  on 
visits  to  their  homes  and  families,  or  for  the  purpose  of 


attending  their  practice  in  the  courts  of  this  District  and 
the  adjacent  States,  to  relinquish  their  pay  during  the 
period  of  such  absence. 

4th.  Of  requiring  a  relinquishment,  in  like  manner,  of 
their  compensation  from  members  during  the  time  lost 
from  the  business  of  the  House,  in  excursions  to  the 
neighboring  cities,  or  in  pleasure  parties  about  this  city 
and  the  surrounding  country,  or  from  any  other  cause 
whatever,  except  sickness  or  the  order  of  the  House. 

5th.  Of  establishing  a  rule  to  prevent  members  from 
drawing  their  pay  up  to  the  close  of  the  session,  who 
leave  several  days  prior  to  the  adjournment. 

Mr.  HARDIN  asked  if  it  would  be  in  order  to  move 
to  lay  the  amendments  on  the  table. 

The  CHAIR  (temporarily  occupied  by  Mr.  Pattoh) 
said  that  (t  would  not. 

Mr.  BOON  then  demanded  the  previous  question; 
which  was  seconded:  Yeas  74,  nays  56;  and. 

On  ordering  the  main  question  to  be  put, 

Mr.  PARKER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered,  and  the  result  was  as  follows: 

YiAB— Messrs.  Heman  Allen,  Anthony,  Ash,  Ashley» 
Beale,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Bockee,  Boon,Borden,  Bovee, 
Brown,  Burns,  Bynum,  Cambreleng,  Campbell,  Carr, 
Casey,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Childs,  John  F.  H. 
Claiborne,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor,  Cramer, 
Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dickerson,  Doubleday, 
Dromgoole,  Efner,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fowler,  Fry, 
Philo  C.  Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  James 
Garland,  Rice  Garland,  Gillet,  Glascock,  Grantland, 
Grayson,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hiland  Hall,  Hamer, 
Hard,  Harlan,  Samuel  8.  Harrison,  Hawkins,  Haynes, 
Haxeltine,  Henderson,  Holsey,  Howard,  Hubley, 
Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingersoll,  Ingham,  William 
Jackson,  Jabez  Jackson,  Janes,  Jarvis,  Richard  M. 
Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  Benjamin 
Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingen- 
smith,  Lane,  Linslng,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Joshua  Lee, 
Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Job  Mann,  Manning, 
Martin,  William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  May,  McKeon, 
McKim,  McLene,  Miller,  Milligan,  Montgomery, 
Moore,  Morgan,  Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks, 
Patterson,  Franklin  Pierce,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  James  A. 
Pearce,  Pinckney,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds, 
Ripley,  Rogers,  Schenck,  Seymour,  Shinn,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Steele,  Sutherland,  Taylor,  John  Thomson, 
Toucey,  Towns,  Turrill,  Vanderpoel,  Ward,  Wardwell, 
Washington,  Webster,  Weeks— 133. 

Nats— Messrs.  J.  Q.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Banks, 
BelU  Bond,  Boyd,  Briggs,  Bunch,  John  Calhoon, 
William  B.  Calhoun,  Carter,  George  Chambers,  John 
Chambers,  N.  H.  Claiborne,  Clark,  Craig,  Crane, 
Cushing,  Denny,  Dunlap,  Evans,  French,  Graham, 
Granger,  Graves,  Grennell,  Griffin,  Hannegan,  Hardin, 
Harper,  Hawes,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Hopkins,  Howell,  Hunt, 
Joseph  Johnson,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Luke  Lea,  Lincoln, 
Love,  Lyon,  John  Y.  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  Maury, 
McComas,  McKay,  McKennan,  Mercer,  Morris,  Parker, 
Patton,  Peyton,  Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  Rencber,  Roane, 
Robertson,  Russell,  William  B.  Shepard,  Spanker, 
Standefer,  Storer,  Taliaferro,  Thomas,  Turner,  Under- 
wood, Vinton,  Wagener,  White,  Whittlesey,  Lewis 
Williams,  Wise— 76. 

So  the  House  determined  that  the  main  question, 
which  was  on  the  passage  of  the  bill,  should  be  put;  and 
the  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  RENCHER  asked  leave  of  the  House  to  offer  a 
resolution  respecting  the  mileage,  &c.,  of  members  of 
Congress. 

Objections  being  made, 

Mr.  CAVE  JOHNSON  moved  to  suspend  the  rukt; 
and 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  adked  for  the 
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ye&s   and    nays;    which    being  orderedi   Mr.    CAVE 
JOHNSON  withdrew  his  motion;  and 

Mr.  HA  WES  renewed  it,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
nayif  which  were  ordered;  and  the  question  being  ta- 
ken, was  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas  158,  nays  43, 
as  follows: 

VxAS — Messrs.  J.  Q.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Uemah 
Allen,  Anthony,  Banks,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Bell,  Bond, 
Borden,  Boyd,  Brown,  Bunch,  Bynum,  John  Cal- 
boon,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Carter,  Casey,  George 
Chambers,  Chaney,  Chkpman,  Chapin,  Childs,  Na- 
thaniel H.  Claiborne,  Clark,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Con- 
nor, Corwin,  Craig,  Cushing,  Darlington,  Deberry, 
Denny,  Dickerson,  Doubleday,  Evans,  Everett,  Fair- 
field.  Forester,  Fowler,  French,  Fry,  Galbraith,  James 
Garland,  GAiscock,  Graham,  Granger,  Grantland, 
Graves,  Grennell,  Griffin,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hiland 
Hall,  Hamer,  Hammond,  Hannegan,  Samuel  S.  Harri- 
son, Hawes,  Hawkins,  Hazeltinei  Henderson,  Hiester, 
Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howell,  Hunt,  Huntsman,  Ingersoll, 
Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Janes,  Joseph  Johnson,  Rich- 
ard M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  Ben- 
'jamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kilgore,  Klingensmilb,  Lane,  Lan- 
sing, Laporte,  L.aw]er,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Joshua  Lee, 
Luke  Lea,  Lincoln,  Logan,  Love,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon, 
Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  John  Y. 
Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  Maury,  McCo- 
nas,  McKay,  McKennan,  McKim,  Miller,  Milligan, 
Montgomery, 'Moore,  Morgan,  Morris,  Owehs,  Par- 
ker, Parks,  Patterson,  Patton,  Franklin  Pierce, 
Petligrew,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Phillips,  Pickens,  Pinck- 
ney.  Potts,  Reed,  Bencher,  John  Reynolds,  Smith, 
Spangler,  Sprague,  Standefer,  Steele,  Storer, 
Roane,  Robertson,  Rogera,  Russell,  Shields,  Sloane, 
Thomas,  John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Turner,  Under- 
wood, Vanderpoel,  Wagener,  Ward,  Washington, 
Webster,  Weeks,  White,  Whittlesey,  J^wis  Williams, 
Wise— 158. 

NATS—Messrs.  Ash,  Barton,  Beale,  Bockee,  Boon, 
Bovee,  Burn?,  Campbell,  Coles,  Cramer,  Cushman, 
Davis,  Dickson,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  William  K.  Pul- 
ler, Gillet,  Grayson,  Hard,  Hardin,  Haynes,  Howard, 
Hubley,  Huntington,  Jarvis,  Leonard,  May,  McLene, 
Muhlenberg,  Page,  James  A.  Pearce,  Joseph  Reyn- 
olds, Ripley,  Schenck,  Seymour,  Shinn,  Sutherland, 
J.\".'^*''°»  Taylor,  Turrill,  Vinton,  Wardwell,  Sherrod 
Williama— 43. 

So  the  rules  of  the  House  were  suspended.  The  res- 
olution was  then  read,  as  follows: 
^  "lUtolvedt  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any,  and  what,  alteration  is  necessary  to 
be  made  relative  to  the  pay  and  mileage  of  members  of 
Congress*  whether  any,  and  what,  legislation  is  neees- 
aary  to  limit  and  curtail  the  contingent  expenditures  of 
this  House. 

Mr.  HIESTER  moved  to  insert  "  select  committee" 
in  plsce  of  the  "Committee  on  Accounts;"  which  Mr. 
RENCIIER  accepted  as  a  modification. 

Mr.  GRENNELL  moved  that  the  committee  consist  of 
twenty-four,  one  from  each  State}  agreed  to >  Ayes  89. 
noes  74.  o  ^         t 

And  then  the  House  adjourned. 

Friday,  FiaavAnT  5. 
SUSPENSION  OP  RULES. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS  moved  that  the  rules  be  suspended 
in  order  to  offer  the  following  resolution: 

Mesolved,  That  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
CoDgresa  of  the  United  States,  in  regard  to  the  execution 
of  the  treaty  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831,  by  France,  approve 
of  the  President's  late  message  recommending  the  prohi- 


bition *'  of  French  products  and  the  entry  of  French 
vessels  into  our  ports." 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Ohio,  moved  that  the  motion  to  sus- 
pend be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this  mo- 
tion, and  they  were  refused. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive: 119  rising  in  the  affirmative,  noes  not  counted.  So 
tfie  motion  of  Mr.  Rbtitglds  to  suspend  the  rules  of  the 
House,  for  the  purpose  indicated  by  him,  was  ordered 
to  Ije  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  moved  to  suspend  the  rules  in  order 
to  move  certain  instnictiona  to  the  select  committee  of 
twenty-four,  yesterdsy  ordered  to  be  appointed,  on  the 
subject  of  pay  and  mileage  of  members. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  was  not,  he  said,  particularly  anx- 
ious about  the  first  instruction,  as  twenty  or  thirty  years 
hence  might  answer  for  that{  but,  in  case  of  a  French 
war,  the  Capitol  might  be  again  sacked,  and  it  would 
therefore  be  expedient. 

The  CHAIR  interposed,  and  said  that  the  question 
was  not  debatable. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  bis 
motion,  snd  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolins,  moved  to  lay  the 
motion  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HANNEGAN  asked  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they 
were  refused. 

The  motion  to  lay  the  motion  to  suspend  the  rules  on 
the  table  was  then  agreed  to. 

MANAGEMENT  OF  THE  POST  OFFICE. 

The  following  resolution,  heretofore  ofl^red  by  Mr. 
Smitb,  was  Uken  up  for  consideration: 

**Rtaol9ed,  That  the  letter  of  the  late  Hon.  Wm.  T. 
Bari7,  formerly  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  Stalc»» 
received  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepresenUtives 
at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  on  the  hst  day  of  said 
session,  be  taken  from  the  files  of  the  House,  laid  upon 
the  table,  and  printed." 

Mr.  BOND  asked  whether  the  mover  intended  to  found 
any  legislation  upon  the  resolution. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  he  did  not.  He  made  the 
motion  as  an  act  of  simple  justice  to  the  late  Poatmaster 
General,  who  thought  the  letter  necessary  to  hia  defence 
from  charges  brought  agsinst  him.  The  reason  that  it 
was  not  ordered  to  be  printed  at  the  last  session  was» 
that  the  letter  was  received  at  too  late  an  hour  of  the 
session,  when  there  was  not  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  BOND  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution.  It  was  a  proposition  like  one  already  before 
the  House,  of  the  resurrection  order,  and  was  calculated 
to  excite  ill  will  snd  warm  debates,  without  effecting  any 
good  object  whatever.  The  letter  had  been  printed  in 
the  newspapers,  and  extensively  circulated.  He  moved 
to  lay  the  motion  on  the  table;  but  withdrew  it  at  the 
request  of 

Mr.  BRIGGS,  who  said  he  should  vote  for  the  motion, 
but  did  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Maine  as  to 
the  reason  tliat  the  letter  was  not  printed  last  year.  Two 
gentlemen,  he  recollected,  oppoaed  the  motion  to  print, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was,  in  its  terms,  disrespectful  to  ^ 
committee  of  this  House,  which  had  made  a  report  on 
the  condition  and  management  of  the  Post  Office  De*> 
partment.  He  was  in  fsvor  of  printing  the  letter,  as  an 
act  of  justice,  or  at  least  of  generosity,  to  an  individual, 
Iste  a  high  officer  of  the  Government,  and  now  no  more. 
Two  reports  had  been  made  from  committees  of  Con- 
gress, which  brought  the  Post  Office  Department  into  a 
notice  by  no  means  complimentary  to  the  head  of  that 
Department.  Feeling  that  be  could  vindicate  himself 
from  all  imputation  upon  his  own  conduct,  as  the  head 
of  the  Department,  he  had  drawn  up  this  paper,  and 
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presented  it  to  the  House.  He  was  now  beyond  the 
reftch  of  censure  or  of  praise  {  but  as  he  had  stood  ac- 
cused before  the  country,  it  was  due  to  his  memory^  and 
to  his  family  and  friends,  to  let  his  defence  go  forlh  to 
the  country. 

Mr.  MASON»  of  Ohio,  called  for  the  reading  of  the 
letter;  which  was  objected  to. 

Before  the  Chair  Md  decided  whether  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  had  a  right  to  call  for  the  reading, 

Mr.  HAMER  moved  that  the  further  consideration  of 
the  resolution  be  postponed  till  Friday  next.    Rejected. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Ooio,  renewed  his  demand  that  the 
letter  be  read. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
had  a  right  to  demand  the  reading  of  the  letter^  and 
the  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  it  accordingly. 

The  hour  assigned  for  the  consideration  of  resolutions 
having  expired,  the  reading  was  suspended,  and  the 
House  proceeded  to  the  orcters  of  the  day;  which  were 
private  bills. 

JESSE  SMITH. 

The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Jesse  Smith  and  others. 

The  Question  being  on  the  passage  of  the  bill,  it  was 
opposed  by  Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  and  advocated 
by  Mr.  WARDWELL;  when 

Mr.  61LLET,  in  order  to  give  further  time  for  exam- 
ination, moved  to  postpone  the  fuKher  consideration  of 
the  bill  until  Friday  next. 

The  motion  to  postpone  wu  advocated  by  Messrs. 
GILLBT,  WILLIAMS  of  North  Carolina,  and  PAR- 
KER, and  opposed  by  Messrs.  CHAMBERS  of  Ken- 
tucky, and  WHITTLESEY;  when  it  was  lost. 

The  bill  was  further  opposed  bv  Mr.  PARKER. 

Mr.  HUNT  advocated  the  bill  in  the  following  re* 
marks: 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  aware  of  the  difficulty,  at  this  late 
hour  of  the  day,  and  upon  a  private  claim,  of  giving  to 
the  subject  under  consideration  an  interest  commensu- 
rate with  its  importance.  Sir,  perceiving  upon  my  files 
a  bill  concerning  the  citizens  of  my  own  State,  I  have 
possibly  been  induced  to  give  the  matter  an  examina- 
tion which,  in  another  case  (reposing,  as  does  this 
House  most  justly,  an  entire  confidence  in  the  ability 
and  vigilance  of  the  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims)  I  might  not  have  done.  And  the  re- 
sult of  that  examination  has  been  a  perfect  conviction 
of  the  justice  of  the  claim  now  presented.  Nay,  fur- 
ther, a  simple  statement  of  the  case  will  show  that, 
■could  the  claim  be  presented  as  between  man  and  man, 
lio  judicial  tribunal  in  our  country  could  or  would  re- 
fuse to  sanction  it.  As  regards  the  characters  of  the 
chiimants,  perhaps  sufficient  has  already  been  said  by 
my  colleague,  and  I  will  only  add  that,  if  any  reliance 
can  be  placed  upon  human  testimony,  we  hiave  ample 
evidence  furnished  by  those  who  hsve  long  filled  the 
the  high  pUces  of  life,  in  that  portion  of  the  State  of 
New  York  where  the  claimanU  reside,  of  their  standing 
and  integrity. 

We  have,  also,  ample  evidence  (not  attempted  to  be 
contradicted)  that  whenever  the  drafts  and  due  bills  in 
question  have  been  transferred  from  the  original  hold- 
ers, they  have  been  so  at  par;  and  In  the  ordinary  course 
of  business.  The  holders  of  this  paper,  unlike  the  apec- 
ulators  in  your  continenUl  currency,  have  taken  it  bona- 
fide  at  par  value. 

It  may  not  be  amiss,  sir,  to  look  for  a  moment  to  the 
history  of  the  times  which  gave  rise  to  the  issue  of  the 
paper  in  question. 

There  was  no  quartermaster  general's  department  es- 
tablished at  Washmgton  until  the  year  1818;  previous 
to  that  time*  the  country  was  divided  into  military  dis- 


tricts—Colonel Elisha  Jenkins  being  (Quartermaster  gen* 
eral  of  the  military  district  embracmg  the  northern 
frontiers,  and  having  his  headquarters  at  Albany,  and 
Samuel  Brown  being  deputy  quartermaster  general 
from  1813  to  1816,  and  stationed  at  Sackett's  Harbor. 
Previous  to  and  during  the  period  of  which  I  speak, 
the  Government  labored  under  great  pecuniary  embar- 
rassments. The  disbursing  officers  were  left  unsupplied 
with  funds;  and  yet  your  armies  were  to  be  fed  and  sup- 
ported. Work  must  be  done.  Provisions  snd  stores 
were  daily  re<iuired.  How  were  they  to  be  obtained  ^ 
Colonel  Jenkins  tells  you. 

In  an  official  letter  to  deputy  quartermaster  Brown, 
under  date  of  lOth  December,  1814^  he  says,  « I  ob- 
tain everjT  thing  I  can  upon  credit;  I  receive  vouchers, 
take  receipts,  and  give  certificates  of  sums  due,  promis- 
ing to  pay  out  of  any  public  funds,  when  the  certificates 
are  presented.  This  expedient  must  be  resorted  to  un- 
til we  have  better  times." 

This  expedient,  thus  sanctioned  by  the  commanding 
officer,  was  resorted  to,  and  enabled  the  Government  to 
carry  on  its  operations. 

The  practice  was  well  understood  by  the  Government, 
and  these  due  bills,  or  certificates,  signed  in  an  official 
capacity  by  the  disbursing  officers,  passed  current  from 
hand  to  hand,  and  constituted  in  many  places  almost  the 
entire  circulating  medium  of  your  country. 

In  May,  1816,  Major  General  Brown  gave  orders  fur 
the  building  of  the  Madison  Barracks,  at  Sackett's  Har- 
bor-^the  erection  was  deemed  necessary  for  the  troops 
the  ensuing  winter.  These  barracks  were  built  under  thd 
general  superintendence  of  Thomas  Tupper,  who,  in 
November,  1816»  was  appointed  assistant  deputy  quar- 
termaster at  Sackett's  Harbor,  taking  the  post  fbrmerly 
occupied  by  Samuel  Brown,  and  well  understanding, 
from  long  experience,  the  practice  of  the  department. 

Thomas  Tupper  issued,  for  the  building  of  these  bar- 
racks  in  his  official  capacity,  certificates  and  due  bills 
to  the  amount  of  some  117,000;  which  due  bills  have 
never  been  paid,  and  now  form  the  subject  of  the  claim 
presented  to  us. 

Now,  sir,  in  reference  to  the  well-known  practice  of 
the  disbursing  officers,  sanctioned  by  the  Government 
for  a  series  of  years— In  view  of  the  fact  that,  apart  from 
some  particular  agreement  with  the  individuals,  the  officer 
was  from  the  beginning,  and  so  remained,  the  agent  of 
the  Government,  I  hesitate  not  to  say,  as  a  professional 
man,  that  the  Government  is  responsible  for  the  acts  of 
its  agents;  and  if  in  this  case  the  agent,  Tupper,  has  re- 
ceived funds  from  the  Government,  and  not  paid  theM 
out  to  the  Government  creditors,  we  are  bound  to  see  to 
the  payment  of  these  creditors. 

There  is,  sir,  another  feature  in  this  case:  Tupf>er 
gave  no  bonds,  though  required  by  law  so  to  do.  I  do 
not  mention  this  with  a  view  of  casting  censure  upon 
any  officer  or  department  of  the  Government;  but  it 
shows  that,  had  the  Government  done  its  duty,  no  loss 
would  have  fallen  either  upon  the  claimants  or  itself,  but 
must  have  been  bound  by  Tupper's  bsil. 

But  again,  sir:  whstever  may  be  thought  of  the  legal 
position  assumed  by  me  above,  I  now  present  anothei* 
feature  of  this  cascr^which  seems  to  me  to  relieve  it  from 
all  embarrassment  and  doubt. 

In  November,  1817,  we  find  Tupper  at  Washington, 
presenting  the  receipts  taken  from  the  claimants,  amongst 
his  other  vouchers,  to  the  proper  department  for  settle- 
ment; and  he  then  apprized  Mr.  Hagner  that  these  du6 
bills  Tnow  presented)  were  outstanding  and  unpaid. 
Nay,  further,  he  desired  to  adjust  the  residue  of  his 
account,  leaving  the  Govrrnment  to  pay  these  due  bills 
when  they  should  be  presented.  In  answer  to  this  re- 
quest, Mr.  Hagner,  the  Auditor,  under  date  of  5th  June, 
1818,  writes  to  Tupper:  "You  must  take  up.  your 
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own  due  billi,  and  I  adyue  that  no  more  be  iiaued  in 
future  on  any  occasion/'  The  Touchera  for  theae  due 
bills  were  not  passed  to  Tupper's  credit  until  April, 
]818»  five  months  after  actual  notice  that  these  due  bills 
were  unpaid. 

The  brief  history  I  have  attempted  of  this  transaction 
is  sustained  by  the  entire  body  of  evidence  upon  your 
Ubie. 

In  view  of  such  facts^  can  we  say  to  the  claimants^ 
True,  we  have  had  the  benefit  of  your  labor,  but  you 
must  look  for  your  pay  to  Captain  Tupper.  Can  gen- 
Uemen  for  a  moment  contend  that  the  workmen  who 
erected  Madison  Barracks  looked  at  all  to  the  personal 
responsibility  of  Tupper.  Sir,  he  had  no  personal  nor 
pecuniary  responsibility.  He  contracted  as  the  agent  of 
the  Government — ^he  signed  the  due  bills  in  bis  official 
capacity,  and  I  trust,  air,  we  shall  in  our  collective 
legislative  character  do,  what  every  gentleman  in  private 
life  would  feel  constrained  to  do,  an  act  of  at  least  very 
Urdy  justice  to  the  claimants,  and  pass  the  bill  upon  your 
table. 

Mr.  PARKS  now  moved  an  adjournment;  lost. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  moved  to  post- 
pone the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  until  to-mor- 
row i  not  carried. 

The  bill  was  further  opposed  by  Messrs.  GILLET 
and  PARKS,  and  advocated  by  Mr.  STOKER. 

Mr.  PARKS  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules,  in  order 
to  submit  a  motion  that  when  the  House  adjourns  to-day 
it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday.  Agreed  to:  Ayes  112, 
Does  44. 

Mr.  PARKS  then  submitted  to  above  motion  {  which 
was  agreed  tO{  and,  on  Mr.  P's  motion. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 

MOITDAT,   FSBBUABT  8. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  asked  the  consent  of  the  House  to 
offer  the  resolution  heretofore  indicated  by  him  on  the 
aubject  of  the  abolition  of  slavery. 

Objections  being  made, 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  moved  the  suspension  of  the  rules 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  offer  the  resolution. 

Mr.  PARKER  asked  if  it  was  the  object  of  the  mover 
to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House  for  consideration 
this  day. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  replied  that  it  was. 

Mr.  BROWN  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  mo- 
tion, and  they  were  ordered. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive: Yeas  138,  nays  65. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  then  submitted  the  following  reso- 
lution: 

Rnohtd^  That  all  the  memoriala  which  have  been 
offered,  or  may  hereafter  be  presented,  to  this  House, 
praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  also  the  resolutions  offered  by  an  honor- 
able member  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Jabtis,]  with  the  amend- 
ment thereto  proposed  bv  an  honorable  member  from 
Virginia,  [Mr.  Wise,]  and  every  other  paper  or  propo- 
sition that  may  be  submitted  in  relation  to  that  subject, 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to 
report  that  Congress  possesses  no  constitutional  authority 
to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  Institution  of  slavery  in  any 
of  the  States  of  this  confederacy;  and  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  Congress  ou^ht  not  to  interfere  m  any 
way  with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  because  it 
would  be  a  violation  of  the  public  faith,  unwise,  impoli- 
tic, and  dangerous  to  the  Union;  assigning  such  I'easons 
for  these  conclusions  as,  in  the  judgment  of  the  commit- 
tee, may  be  best  calculated  to  enlighten  the  public  mind, 
to  repress  agitation,  to  allay  excitement,  to  sustain  and 


preserve  the  just  rights  of  the  aUvehoUing  States  and 
of  the  people  of  this  District,  and  to  re-establish  harmony 
and  tranquillity  amongst  the  various  sections  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  said  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
long.  He  had  offered  the  resolution  before  the  House 
upon  the  most  deliberate  reflection,  and  aAer  consulta- 
tion with  several  highly  respected  and  judicious  friends, 
and  because  he  honestly  believed  it  to  be  the  very  best 
course  that  could  be  adopted  in  relation  to  the  danger- 
ous and  exciting  subject  to  which  it  refers.  Mr.  P.  said 
he  was  aware  of  the  responsibility  he  assumed,  but  know- 
ing that  he  wu  acting  for  the  highest  good  of  the  whole 
country,  he  was  perfectly  ready  and  willing  to  encoun- 
ter it.  He  wu  acting  for  the  true  interests  of  his  con- 
stituents, for  the  true  welfare  of  his  native  State  and  of 
all  the  South,  and,  he  was  neither  afraid  nor  ashamed  to 
add,  with  a  view  to  the  peace  and  preservation  of  the 
Union.  But,  because  he  had  dared  to  adopt  this  courK, 
he  had  been  bitterly  assailed  by  a  certain  print,  [the  Tel- 
egraph,] and  that,  too,  before  he  had  even  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  assign  his  reasons.  Sir,  said  Mr.  P.,  let  me  say 
once  for  all  that  I  am  not  to  be  driven  by  newspaper  as- 
saults,  or  calumnious  imputations  upon  my  motives,  from 
my  settled  convictions  of  public  duty,  nor  from  my  de- 
termined purpose  to  take  high  and  patriotic  ground 
upon  this  subject,  and  to  prevent  it,  as  far  as  I  am  able 
to  do  so,  from  being  made  a  perpetual  source  of  agita- 
tion, to  the  ruin  of  the  South,  and  the  destruction  of  the 
Union.  I  have  no  fear  that  the  assaults  to  which  I  have 
alluded  will  injure  me  in  the  estimation  of  the  citizena 
of  Charleston.  My  constituents  have  known  me  lonr, 
and  they  know  me  well.  They  know  that  I  am  utterly 
incapable  of  being  tempted  to  desert  my  duty  to  then, 
in  any  matter  in  which  their  righta  or  interests  are  invol- 
ved; and  they  will  spurn  the  base  imputation  upon  me, 
as  an  insult  to  themselves.  But  I  do  plead  guilty  to  the 
heinous  accusation  of  desiring  harmony — of  desirinj^  to 
produce  a  safe,  and  advantageous,  and  honorable  adjust- 
ment of  this  question.  But  how,  Mr.  Speaker!  By 
e^Mling  the  resolutions  offered  by  the  honorable  mem- 
bers from  Maine  and  Virginia,  as  I  am  charged  with  do- 
ing? No  sir:  all  who  know  me,  either  here  or  in  South 
Carolina,  know  that  I  never  have  evaded  or  avoided  any 
vote  or  any  question,  upon  which  it  has  ever  been  my 
duty  to  act  as  a  public  representative.  It  is  not  my  na- 
ture: it  is  not  my  character.  I  would  disdam  to  ahrink 
from  an  open  avowal  of  my  sentiments,  or  record  of  my 
vote,  upon  any  question  which  any  gentleman  could 
make  before  this  House.  How  then,  sir?  By  retracing 
ground  already  gained,  and  yielding  an  advantage  ob- 
tained from  the  enemy  ?  No  sir:  for  I  know  of  no  ground 
gained— no  advantsge  obtained— but  I  am  decidediv  of 
opinion,  on  the  contrary,  that  we  have  lost  ground  daily 
by  the  course  that  has  been  pursued,  and  tliat  we  shall 
lose  more  and  more,  the  longer  it  is  persisted  in.  This 
accusation,  then,  is  absurd.  I  have  evaded  nothing:  I 
have  yielded  nothing.  I  deny  the  imputation  and  every 
vile  insinuation  connected  with  it.  But,  sir,  I  do  desire 
harmony— by  producing  harmonious^  united,  and  efficient 
action— by  taking  higher  ground  than  has  yet  been  ta- 
ken—by covering  the  whole  field — by  bringing  up  the 
main  question  and  acting  upon  that;  and  by  doing  what 
no  one  else  has  yet  attempted  to  do— by  procuring  a  di- 
rect vote^  and  a  practical  result,  upon  the  whole  subject 
of  the  abolition  of  slavery!  This  is  my  object,  sir.  And 
am  I  to  be  denounced  for  thia?  Are  my  constituents  to 
be  incited  to  suspect  me,  because  1  am  honestly  endesv- 
orinif  to  bring  tliis  distracting  controversy  to  the  very 
best  issue  of  which  it  is  susceptible?  Is  it  treason  to  the 
South,  sir,  that  this  House  should  declare,  by  a  aolemn 
and  deliberate  vote,  that  Congress  possesses  no  constitu- 
tional authority  to  interfere  w\th  aUvery  to  any  of  the 
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SUtet  ^  It  it  treason  to  the  Sooth*  that  this  Home  should 
,  declare,  by  a  solemn  and  deliberate  vote*  that  Congress 
ought  not,  and  will  not,  interfere  in  any  way  with  slavery 
In  the  District  of  Columbia,  because  it  would  be  a  riola- 
tionof  the  public  faith,  and  dangerous  to  the  Union.' 
Has  such  a  point  as  this  erer  been  gained  before?  Has 
ever  such  a  rote  been  taken,  or  such  a  declaration  made, 
as  this'  Is  it  treason  to  the  South  to  wish  to  allay  ex- 
citement, and  to  repress  agitation?  Is  it  treason  to  the 
South,  that  a  committee  should  be  ordered  to  draught  a 
report,  as  ably  as  ther  can,  to  secure  and  maintain  the 
just  rights  of  the  slaveholding  States  and  of  the  people  of 
this  District,  on  the  one  side,  and  at  the  same  time  to  re- 
store concord  and  tranquillity  amongst  the  various  sec- 
tions of  this  confederacy,  on  the  other?  if  this  be  trea- 
son to  the  3outh,  sir,  let  my  constituents  judge  me.  I  am 
responsible  to  tliem — but  to  no  individual,  be  he  who  he 
may.  If  this  be  treason  to  the  Union,  let  the  people  of 
America  decide:  for  I  cheerfully  acknowledge  that,  as  a 
citiien  of  the  Union,  I  am  also  responsible  to  them. 
But,  at  all  events,  however  I  may  be  denounced  for  my 
audacity  in  having  acted  thus,  1  have  the  consolation  to 
know  that  the  propositions  I  have  offered  meet  the  cor- 
dial approbation  of  many  members  from  the  South,  than 
whom  there  are  no  purer  patriots,  or  more  devoted  south- 
erners, upon  this  floor.  Several  of  them  have  said  that 
they  would  have  rejoiced  if  this  very  course  had  been 
adopted  at  the  bejpnning  of  the  session «  and  I  have 
every  reason  to  believe  that  it  will  now  be  sustained  by 
the  almost  undivided  vote  of  the  whole  southern  dele- 
gation. What,  then,  Mr.  Speaker!  am  I  and  all  the 
•outhem  delegates  who  act  with  me,  are  all  of  us,  trai- 
tors; and  IS  the  individual  who  has  assailed  me  the  only 
man  who  understands  the  inlerests,  or  cares  for  the  rights 
and  honor,  of  the  South?  But,  sir,  I  feel  tlwt  I  ought 
to  ask  pardon  of  the  House  for  speaking  in  this  manner. 
It  is  eiceedingly  painful  to  me  to  speak  of  myself,  at  any 
time,  or  in  any  place,  but  especially  before  so  respectable 
and  enlightened  an  assembly  ss  thii{  but,  in  justice  to  my- 
self, I  could  not  have  avoided  it  upon  the  present  occa- 
aion.  Sir,  I  will  only  trouble  the  House  with  one  or 
two  observations  more.  I  wish  my  constituents  to  un- 
derstand my  motives.  It  is  my  duty,  as  the  representa- 
tive of  the  people  of  Charleston,  to  render  an  account 
to  them  of  every  thing  that  I  may  say  or  do  in  my  public 
capacity,  and  I  wish  them  to  understand  me  distinctly, 
that  they  may  judge  me  correctly,  and  especially  before 
any  fake  impressions  may  have  been  created  in  their 
minds.  I  say,  then,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have  three 
great  objects  in  offering  this  resolution.  The  first  is, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  arrest  the  discussion  of  the  subject 
of  slavery  within  these  walls,  which  I  believe  to  be  use- 
less—worse than  useless— pernicious  to  the  South,  and 
dangerous  to  the  whole  country.  The  second  is,  to 
bring  the  whole  subject  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  to  a 
practical  result,  in  a  manner  safe  and  advantageous  to 
the  South,  satisfactory  to  the  North,  and  calculated  also 
to  tranquillise  the  country  and  to  confirm  the  Union. 
My  last  object  is— and  this,  indeed,  substantially  in- 
cludes the  whole — my  last  object  is  to  put  down  the 
spirit  of  fanaticism,  to  repress  the  spirit  of  incendiary 
agitation,  by  disseminating  throughout  the  country  a 
calm  and  temperate  report,  emanating  from  this  body, 
having  the  high  sanction  of  the  national  Legislature,  and 
calculated,  both  by  its  own  arguments  and  the  high  source 
from  which  it  issues,  to  produce  that  sound  and  rational 
state  of  public  opinion,  in  the  non-sUveholding  States, 
which  'is  equally  due  to  the  South  and  to  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  Union.  And,  for  this  great  purpose,  sir,  I 
would  cover  the  whole  ground.  I  would  embrace  the 
States,  as  well  as  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  know  no 
reasonable  objection  to  doing  so,  and  it  ia  juatified  by 
precedent.    It  is  the  very  course  that  was  adopted  by 


Congress  in  the  mieaiorable  resolution  of  1790— «  course 
that  was  sustained  (I  believe  proposed)  by  the  venera- 
ble Madison,  and  that  received  the  unanimous  sanction 
of  the  whole  southern  delegation  of  that  day.  I  can  see 
no  reason  why  the  same  course  should  not  receive  the 
unanirooua  sanction  of  the  whole  southern  delegation  now. 
In  my  bumble  judgment,  it  is  the  onlv  course  by  which 
we  can  bring  this  matter  to  an  advantageous  issue. 
Hitherto  we  have  been  fighting  about  mere  abstractions. 
Hitherto  we  have  been  contending  about  the  right  of 
petition,  and  other  minor  and  unimportant  points. 
We  have  been  wasting  our  energies,  and  losing 
ground  upon  a  false  issue — an  issue  upon  which  we 
never  can  srrive  at  a  practical  result — an  issue  upon 
which  the  whole  North  is  united,  and  the  South  divided^ 
and  the  very  debate  upon  which,  so  far  from  doing  the 
least  good,  only  increases  the  spirit  of  abolition  at  the 
North,  inflames  excitement  at  the  South,  and  is  daily 
widening  the  breach  between  the  different  members  of 
the  Union.  Now,  sir,  I  am  for  overstepping  these 
minor  abstract  points,  and  taking  higher  ground.  I  am 
for  taking  the  question  upon  the  whole  subject.  I 
would  let  the  right  of  petition  alone,  as  no  way  material 
to  the  true  issue.  I  would  have  a  broad  and  compre- 
sive  declaration  that  Congress  possesses  no  author- 
ity over  slavery,  here  or  elsewhere,  and  will  not 
interfere  with  it  in  any  way  whatever.  Is  not  this 
the  true  position  for  the  South,  sir?  I  think  it  is, 
and  my  constituents,  too,  all  of  whom  own  shves^  will 
think  upon  it,  too.  Sir,  the  abolitionists  aim  at 
general  emancipation.  No  candid  man  can  doubt  If, 
or  deny  it.  All  their  writings  and  publications  prove 
it.  Tou  cannot  read  the  proceedings  of  a  single  anti- 
alavery  society,  or  a  sinele  production  of  the  incendiary 
press,  without  being  thorough]>  convinced  that  the^ 
contemplate  abolition  in  the  States  as  their  grand  ulti- 
mate object,  and  that  they  never  will  be  satisfied  with 
any  thing  short  of  it,  as  long  as  they  have  the  slightest 
shadow  of  a  hope.  Now,  sir,  I  would  meet  tliem,  and 
defeat  them,  at  once  and  forever,  upon  that,  I  consid- 
er that  we  do  but  little,  if  we  do  not  crush  their  hopes 
In  relation  to  the  States.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
all  their  attempts  to  procure  abolition  in  the  District, 
are,  that  it  may  constitute  a  foundation  for  their  general 
scheme.  They  regard  it  as  an  entering  wedge  by  which 
they  may  carry  on  their  operations  afterwards  to  an  in- 
definite extent.  Give  them  thia  District  as  a  lever,  and 
they  will  never  cease  until  they  bring  this  Government 
to  act  upon  th^  States.  I  would  therefore  cut  off  all 
their  hopes  at  once,  as  regards  the  States,  by  saying  to 
them,  plainly  and  distinctlv,  that  this  Government  pos- 
sesses no  power  whatever  by  which  they  could  be  aided 
in  their  views.  Satisfy  them  that  they  have  no  hope 
in  relation  to  the  States,  and  .they  will  soon  cease  to 
trouble  us  in  relation  to  the  District.  But,  **  to  make 
assurance  doubly  sure,"  I  would  also  extinguish  their 
hopes  as  regards  this  District.  I  would  meet  them  at 
every  point,  and  put  them  down  on  all.  I  would  say  to 
them,  that,  so  far  from  ever  obtaining  the  aid  of  thia 
Government  in  their  deatgns  upon  the  States,  they  shaH 
never  be  permitted  even  to  obtain  a  foothold  here. 
They  shall  never  be  permitted  to  use  this  District  for 
the  purpose  of  convulsion  and  disunion.  And  surely, 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  any  thing  on  earth  can  repress  the 
spirit  of  incendiary  agitation,  such  proceedings  on  the 
part  of  this  House  must  produce  that  effect.  And  not 
only  that,  siri  it  will  not  only  tend,  as  I  firmly  believe, 
to  check  aud  repress  the  fanatics,  but,  what  ia  still  more 
important,  it  will  tend,  powerfully  and  irresistibly,  to 
produce  a  high-toned,  generons  patriotism,  an  enlamd, 
magnanimous,  American  spirit,  in  the  great  body  of  the 
Don«ehiveholding  States,  eminently  favorable  to  the 
cause  of  peace  and  to  the  constitutional  rights  and  in- 
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teresU  of  the  loutbern  SUtei.  Only  let  tbis  Houae 
ftdopt  the  course  indicated  in  the  refolatiooB  I  have  of* 
fered,  and  my  life  upon  it  they  will  be  nistained  by 
every  honest  heart,  by  every  true  American  patriot,  in 
«very  non-alaveboldin^  State  in  this  great  republic. 
Now,  sir,  this  is  the  very  result  I  desire  to  produce.  The 
battle  of  abolition  is  to  be  fought,  not  at  the  South,  but 
in  the  non-slaveholding  States.  The  people  of  the  non- 
slaveholding  States  are  divided  into  two  classes— the  in- 
cendiary fanatics,  who  are  plotting  our  destruction  and  the 
destruction  of  this  Union;  andthe  great  body  of  the  people, 
who  respect  the  rights  and  feelings  of  their  southern  breth- 
ren, and  are  doing  all  that  they  can  to  put  the  fanatics  down. 
What,  then,  is  our  policy?  To  make  a  new  issue  upon 
abstract  points;  to  chan^  the  whole  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion, by  contending  against  the  right  of  petition,  and 
thus  increase  abolition,  and  drive  our  supporters^  from 
the  field.  No,  sir.  I  would  strengthen  our  friends, 
not  weaken  them.  I  would  let  them  fight  the  abolition- 
ists in  their  own  way,  and  not  hamper  or  trammel  them, 
by  making  new  contests,  or  creating  new  difficulties  of 
any  kind  whatever.  1  do  firmly  and  conscientiously 
believe  that,  if  this  course  is  adopted,  they  will  succeed 
in  putting  the  fimatics  down,  and  putting  an  end  to  this 
most  unnatural  war.  These,  then,  are  my  motives.  These 
are  my  objects.  I  go  for  the  suppression  of  abolition. 
I  go  to  maintain  the  just  rights  of  the  South  without  in- 
vading the  rights  of  others.  I  go  to  obtain  a  direct  vote 
upon  the  whole  subject  of  the  abolition  of  slavery,  with- 
out being  involved  in  conatitutioual  contests  upon  any 
other  points.  In  one  word,  I  go  for  a  decisive  settle- 
ment of  tbis  question  in  the  manner  that  I  honestly 
think  will  best  maintain  the  rights  of  the  South  and 
the  peace  and  perpetuity  of  this  Union.  And  as  I  do 
sincerely  believe  that  the  adoption  of  my  resolutions, 
accompanied  by  a  firm  but  temperate  report,  will  pro- 
duce these  blessed  results,  so  I  shall  esteem  myself 
truly  l>*Ppy  if  I  shi^ll  be  the  humble  instrument  of 
giving  enectua!  and  permanent  repose  to  the  South, 
(to  which  I  am  sttached  by  every  tie  that  can  bind  the 
heart  of  man  to  his  natal  soil,)  and  also  accomplish  the 
neat  obiect  of  placing  this  Union  once  more  upon  a 
firm,  and  solid^  and  immoveable  foundation. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  said  it  was  unpleasant  to  differ  with 
any  gentleman  from  the  South  on  a  question  of  such  im- 
portance as  this,  and  peciiliarly  so  to  differ  from  a  col- 
league on  a  question  involving  the  interests  of  our  con- 
stituents so  deeply.  [Mr.  Pixckhbt  said  his  colleague 
had  mistaken  him;  thev  did  not  differ  on  principle.] 
Mr.  H.  said:  sir,  we  do  differ,  differ  vitally, on  principle* 
I  consider  the  gentleman's  proposition  as  abandoning 
the  high,  true,  and  only  safe  ground  of  otir  rights,  to 
throw  ourselves  upon  the  expediency  of  this  House. 
With  regard  to  the  motives  of  my  colleague,  upon  which 
he  has  so  largely  descanted,  whatever  may  be  my  opin- 
ion of  them,  I  will  not  express  it  here.  It  would  not 
become  the  dignity  of  this  House,  nor  my  own.  This 
much  I  will  say,  that  every  member  of  this  House  knows 
that  these  propositions  of  the  gentleman  are  such  as 
would  have  been  cordially  hailed  by  every  friend  of  the 
abolitionists  at  any  period  of  tbis  session.  We  miglit  at 
any  time  have  had  peace  on  these  terms,  if  we  had  con- 
descended to  accept  it.  As  to  the  newspaper  article  of 
which  he  speaks,  I  knew  nothing  of  it  until  I  saw  it  in 
the  paper;  but,  so  far  as  my  recollection  of  it  serves  me, 
it  contains  nothing  calumnious  or  unjust. 

1  was  not  prepared  for  a  renewal  of  these  resolutions 
to-day.  I  thought  that  the  exhibition  of  southern  feel- 
ing on  them  the  other  day,  and  the  entreaties  of  his  col- 
leagues, had  induced  the  gentleman  to  abandon  them;  I 
regret  to  find  myself  mistaken.  What  does  he  proposed 
That  tbis  House  shall  say  they  have  no  power  over  the 
subject  of  slavery  in  the  States.     He  promises  himself 


great  advantages  to  result  from  this.  Is  he  so  ignorant 
as  not  to  know  that  do  man,  woman,  or  child,  in  thece 
United  States,  entertains  a  doubt  upon  this  subject^ 
Not  one  of  the  abolitionists  themselves,  in  any  portion  of 
the  coimtry,  has  ever  attempted  to  raise  the  queation. 
On  the  contrary,  they  have  every  where  given  it  up  in 
terms;  and  are  we  of  the  South,  of  South  Carolina,  to 
mske  this  new  point,  and  invite  them  to  attack  it?  The 
gentleman  promises  peace  and  harmony  from  auch  a 
course.  Sir,  his  constituents,  as  devoted  as  they  are  to 
peace  and  harmony,  will  not  sustain  him  in  brinjfing  it 
to  them,  at  the  expense  of  the  sacrifice  of  their  moat 
valuable  rie hta.  When  this  question  is  made,  it  can  be 
decided  only  by  arms,  and  the  people  of  tbe  South  will 
laugh  to  acorn  any  decision  of  this  House  upon  it.  I  en- 
tertain no  higher  respect  for  it,  and  for  the  gentleman's 
proposition,  myself. 

The  resolution  referring  all  the  matters  on  this  sub- 
ject heretofore  before  the  House  to  a  select  committee 
is  giving  up  the  ground  on  which  we  have  been  contend- 
ing this  whole  session.  We  deny  the  power  of  this 
House  to  act  upon  the  subject  at  all,  and  desire  to  ex- 
clude it  entirely  and  forever  from  these  walls.  My  col- 
league calls  upon  you  to  legislate  upon  it,  and  thereby 
yields  you  the  power  to  act  upon  it.  Sir,  in  the  name 
of  those  with  whom  I  act,  I  protest  against  it.  He  allu- 
ded to  what  was  done  in  1790.  Circumatancea  have 
greatly  changed  since  then;* there  were  not  then  100,000 
disciplined  troops  embarked  in  this  incendiary  project; 
there  were  no  societies  formed  for  the  express  purpose 
of  pressing  it  to  an  itsue;  with  Isrge  sums  and  steam- 
presses  at  their  command.  It  was  then  a  mere  specu- 
lative question;  it  is  now  a  practical  one,  of  fearful  im- 
port.  We  must  adopt  a  stronger  and  more  decided 
remedy.  What  good,  sir,  did  the  reports  of  1790  do? 
Let  the  present  situation  of  our  aflmirs  answer.  The  re- 
port now  sought  for  will  be  about  as  effectual.  The 
gentleman,  no  doubt,  has  in  his  possession  the  materials 
of  a  splendid  Sunday  mail  report;  for  that  is  the  thing 
which  seems  to  haunt  the  imaginations  of  some  mem- 
bers of  tbis  House. 

[Mr.  PivGxirxT  explained,  and  said  that  he  had  no 
such  purpose;  and  he  intended,  if  the  resolution  passed, 
to  ask  to  be  excused  from  serving  on  the  committee,  and 
turn  it  over  to  other  hands] 

Mr.  Hammohs  said  he  wished  his  colleague  had  mani- 
fested tbe  same  delicacy  with  regard  to  the  resolutions 
themselves,  and  permitted  any  other  person  to  have 
brought  them  in.  But,  «s  he  had  proposed  this  measure, 
it  would  be  great  injustice  to  himself  and  to  the  country 
to  permit  him  to  refuse  to  perfect  it.  I  hope  he  will 
not  repudiate  his  own  offspring.  Sir,  what  magic  does 
the  gentleman  suppose  a  report  like  this  is  to  possess? 
Does  he  think  that  he  can  paste  it  on  bis  shield*  and 
that,  like  the  Gorgon's  head,  it  will  turn  all  to  stone  who 
look  upon  it?  I  can  assure  him  it  will  be  powerless 
with  Tappan,  Garrison,  and  the  rest  of  the  gang.  They 
will  not  regard  it  in  the  least.  They  have  tasted  blood, 
and  are  too  keen  upon  tbe  scent  to  be  deterred  by  any 
thing  that  can  be  put  on  paper,  no  matter  what  rlietor- 
leal  excellences  it  may  possess. 

The  gentleman  says  he  wishes  by  this  means  to  pre- 
serve the  Union.  I.  should  like  to  know  how  long  it  is 
since  that  gentleman  learned  to  preach  homilies  on  the 
Union.  [Mr.  PiircKVST.  All  my  life.]  Yes,  sir,  we 
are  all  for  the  Union;  but  if  it  can  only  be  maintained  at 
the  sacrifice  of  our  rights,  that  gentleman  is  very  much 
mistaken  if  he  thinks  his  constituents  will  aid  him  in  that 
sacrifice.  Sir,  those  are  not  the  best  friends  of  the 
Union  who  are  always  preaching  it  up  to  us;  and  when 
I  hear,  a  person  here  or  elsewhere,  put  (he  **  Union*'  in 
the  foreground  of  his  argument,  I  always  suspect  be 
means  to  give  it  some  secret  stab.    Andy  sir,  1  believe 
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the  adoption  of  the  gentleman's  plan  of  settling  this  con- 
troTersy  will  give  it  one  of  the  most  fatal  blows  it  has  ever 
yet  received.  For  I  can  assure  this  House  that  a  Union 
based  upon  the  principles  of  that  resolution  cannot 
stand.  We  cannot  give  ap  rights,  and  consent  to  hold 
our  property  at  your  will.  We  cannot  give  up  the  con- 
stitution, and  consent  to  repose  our  all  upon  the  tender 
mercies  of  this  House,  to  be  withdrawn  whenever  they 
may  deem  expedient 

The  gentleman  says  he  wishes  to  avoid  discussion.  It 
is  very  clear  that  his  resolutions  will  produce  a  contrary 
effect.  They  throw  the  door  wide  open  for  discussion. 
They  do  more.  By  thus  entertaining  respectfully  these 
incendiary  petitions,  and  acting  upon  them,  we  shall 
encourage  the  abolitionists  to  persevere  in  their  efforts. 
They  are  not  men  to  be  deterred  by  a  defeat  of  this  sort. 
They  will  consider  it  a  great  point  gained,  if  they  can 
get  Congress  to  take  up  their  petitions,  and  institute  a 
{p^ve  legislative  action  on  them.  The  fanatics  will  re* 
joice,  heartily  rejoice,  to  see  these  resolutions. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  desire  to  impugn  the  motives 
of  gentlemen  from  the  South,  who  have  voted  to  intro* 
duce  these  resolutions.  1  hope  they  are  good.  I  hope 
we  all  desire  to  effect  the  same  object.  But,  sir,  in  the 
name  of  those  I  represent,  and  with  those  whom  I  have 
the  honor  to  act,  I  solemnly  protest  against  them.  I 
protest  apinst  them  as  conceding  to  this  House  a  pow- 
er to  legislate  upon  this  subject,  which  I  deny.  1  pro- 
est  against  them  as  weakening  our  position,  by  making  a 
new  question  before  the  country,  which  is  now  consid- 
ered as  settled  in  our  favor.  I  protest  against  them  as 
opening  a  wider  range  for  the  discussion  of  this  subject. 
I  protest  against  them  as  encouraging  abolition}  and, 
finally,  I  protest  against  them  as  abandoning  the  high 
and  true  grounds  upon  which  only  it  becomes  the 
South  to  place  herself  in  this  great  and  vital  contro- 
versy. 

Mr.  BOTD  moved  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  HUNT  appealed  to  him  to  withdraw  the  motion, 
to  allow  him  to  offer  an  amendment. 

Mr.  WISE  joined  in  the  appeal. 

Mr.  BOYD  was  compelled,  he  said,  to  persist  in  the 
motion,  as  he  thought  it  better  that  this  discussion  should 
stop. 

Mr.  MANN  moved  a  call  of  the  House;  which  was  neg- 
atived by  a  vote  of  75  to  91. 

The  motion  for  the  previous  question  was  seconded 
by  a  vote -of  102  to  86. 

Mr.  GRANGER  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  ques- 
tion, **  Shall  the  msin  question  be  now  put?" 

Mr.  PA TTON  moved  a  call  of  the  House;  which  was 
negstived. 

Mr.  WISE  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Chair  what  was  the 
meaning  and  object  of  the  resolution.  He  had  heard  it 
read,  but  did  not  yet  understand  it. 

I'he  CHAIR  said  the  gentleman  w'ks  out  of  order. 

Mr.  WISE  said  he  would  address  his  inquiry  to  the 
House. 

The  CHAIR  said  the  gentleman  must  take  his  seat 

Mr.  WISE  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair  to 
the  House,  and  would  state  his  reasons. 

The  CHAIR  said  the  gentleman  had  a  right  to  do  that. 

Mr.  WISE  contended  that,  as  gentlemen  were  com- 
pelled to  vote  upon  the  resolution,  they  had  a  right  to 
know  what  was  its  character  and  purport.  If  he  was 
called  upon  to  vote  for  a  resolution  before  he  knew  what 
it  was,  then  **  order!"  **  order!"  was  paramount  to  rea- 
son and  law. 

Mr.  BYNUM  would  like,  he  said,  to  know  what  was 
the  question  before  the  House. 

The  CHAIR  said  he  would  state  it  when  the  gentleman 
from  Virgitiia  had  concluded. 

•  Mr.  WISE  said  his  point  of  order  was  this:  he  wished 
Vot.  Xfl.— 157 


to  know  if  the  resolution  instructed  the  committee  to  re- 
port whether  Congress  had  the  power  to  legislate  on  the 
subject  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  If  it  did 
not,  he  was  opposed  to  it,  tolo  eah,  and  if  it  did,  he  was 
opposed  to  it  on  other  grounds.  The  Chair  had  decided 
that  he  had  no  right  to  put  the  question,  and  from  this 
decision  he  had  appealed.  He  submitted  whether  he 
had  not  a  right  to  inquire  what  was  the  true  meaning  of 
the  resolution.  True,  it  had  been  read;  but  every  reso- 
lution waa  not  to  be  understood  by  hearing  it  read.  It 
might  contain  more  than  it  was  understood  to  mean. 
Give  us  light  and  understanding,  he  said,  before  we  are 
dn^frged  up  here  to  vote  like  mules. 

The  CHAIR  said  he  would  state  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  WISE  withdrew  his  appeal. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  previous  question,  it 
was  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Yeas  118,  nays  47.  So 
the  main  question  was  ordered  to  be  put. 

Mr.  VINTON  called  for  the  division  of  the  resolution 
into  three  several  parts;  so  that  the  question  should  be 
taken  on  the  following  clauses  separately: 

1.  *'Iletolvedt  That  all  the  memorials  which  have  been 
offered,  or  may  hereafter  be  presented,  to  this  House, 
praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, and  also  the  resolutions  offered  by  an  honorable 
member  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Jarvis,]  with  the  amendment 
thereto  proposed  by  an  honorable  member  from  Vir- 
ginia, [Mr.  Wise,]  and  every  other  paper  or  proposition 
that  may  be  submitted  in  relation  to  that  subject,  be  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee." 

3.  *'  With  instructions  to  report  that  Congress  pos- 
sesses no  constitutional  authority  to  interfere  in  any  way 
with  the  institution  of  slavery  in  any  of  the  States  of  this 
confederacy." 

3.  **  And  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Congress 
ought  not  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  slavery  in  tlie 
District  of  Columbia,  because  it  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  public  faith,  unwise,  impolitic,  and  dangerous  to  the 
Union." 

The  CHAIR  stated  the  division  indicated  was  in  order. 

Mr.  HIESTER  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
several  questions,  and  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  HOLSEY  called  for  a  further  division  of  the  reso- 
lution, so  as  to  take  the  question  separately  on  the  refer- 
ence of  Mr.  Jasvis's  resolution,  and  on  the  reference  of 
Mr.  Wisb's  resolution. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  this  was  not  in  order. 

Mr.  HOLSEY  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

The  question  on  the  appeal  was  discussed  by  Messrs. 
HOLSEY,  BRIGGS,  PATTON,  WISE,  EVERETT, 
and  BELL. 

The  decision  of  the  Chair  was  affirmed  by  the  House. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  first  member  of  the 
proposition,  as  above  divided,  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative,  as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Adams,  Heman  Allen,  Anthony,  Ash, 
Ashley,  Bailey,  Banks,  Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beaumont, 
Bockee,  Bond,  Boon,  Borden,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Briggs, 
Brown,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Casey, 
George  Chambers,  Chaney,  Chapin,  Childs,  John  F.  H. 
Claiborne,  Clark,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connor, 
Corwin,  Cmtg,  Cramer,  Crane,  Cushing,  Cushman,  Dar- 
lington, Davis,  Deberry,  Denny,  Dickerson,  Doubleday, 
Dunlap,  Efner,  Evans,  Everett,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fow- 
ler, Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith^ 
Gillet,  Granger,'  Grantland,  Graves,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall, 
Hamer,  Hannegan,  Hard,  Hardin,  Samuel  S.  Harrison, 
Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawes,  Hawkins,  Haynes,  Haael- 
tine,  Henderson,  Hiester,  Hoar,  Hopkin?,  Howard,  How- 
ell, Ilubley,  Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingersoll,  Ingham, 
William  Jackson,  Jabez  Jackson,  Janes,  Jarvis,  Jenifer, 
Joseph  Johnson,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson, 
Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,   Kilgore,  KtDiwrdv 
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Klind^nsinilby  Lane,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawrence,  Lay* 
dideon  Lee,  Joshua  Lee,  Leonard,  Lincoln,  Logan, 
Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  William  Mason, 
Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  May,  McCarty,  McCo- 
roas,  McKay,  McKennan,  McKeon,  McRim,  McLene, 
Miller,  Milligan^  Montgomery,  Moore,  Morgan,  Morris, 
Muhlenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parker,  Parks,  Patterson, 
Franklin  Pierce,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Phelps,  Phillips, 
Pinckney,  Potts,  Reed,  Rencher,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph 
Reynolds,  Ripley,  Rogers,  Russell,  Schenck,  Seymour, 
Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shinn,  Sickles,  Sloane,  Smith, 
Spangler,  Sprague,  Storer,  Sutherland,  Taylor,  Thomas, 
John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Turrill,  Underwood,  Vander- 
poel,  Vinton,  Wagener,  Ward,  Ward  well,  Washington, 
Webster,  Weeks,  Whittlesey,  Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod 
William8~.174. 

Nats— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Bell,  Bouldin,  Bunch, 
Bynum,  John  Calhoon,  Campbell,  Carter,  John  Cham- 
bers, Chapman,  Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  Dickson, 
Bromgoole,  Forester,  French,  James  Ga'-land,  Rice  Gar- 
land, Glascock,  Graham,  Grayson,  Griffin,  Hammond, 
Holsey,  Henry  Johnson,  Lawler,  Luke  Lea,  Loyall,  Lu- 
cas, Lyon,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason,  Maury,  Mercer,  Pat- 
ton,  James  A.  Pearce,  Petligrew,  Peyton,  Pickens, 
Roane,  Robertson,  William  B.  Shepard,  Standefer, 
Steele,  Taliaferro,  Waddy_ Thompson,  Towns,  White, 
Wise— 48. 

So  the  first  clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  second  member  of 
the  proposition,  it  was  determined  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  He  man  Allen,  Anthony, 
Aah,  Ashley,  Bailey,  Banks,  Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beau- 
mont, Bell,  Bockee,  Bond,  Boon,  Borden,  Bouldin, 
Bovee,  Boyd,  Briggs,  Brown,  Bunch,  Bynum,  William 
B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Carter,  Casey,  George 
Chambers,  John  Chambers,  Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin, 
Childs,  Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  John  F.  H.  Claiborne, 
Clark,  Cleveland,  Coifee,  Coles,  Connor,  Corwin,  Craig, 
Cramer,  Crane,  Cushman,  Darlington,  Davi?,  Deberry, 
Djckerson,  Dickson,  Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap, 
Efner,  Evans,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  Forester,  Fowler, 
French,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  William  K.  Fuller,  Gal- 
braith,  James  Garland,  Gillet,  Graham,  Granger,  Grant- 
land,  Graves,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hamer,  Hannegan, 
Hard,  Hardin,  Samuel  S.  Harrison,  Albert  G.  Harrison, 
Hawes,  Hawkins  Haynes,  Hazeltine,  Henderson,  Hies- 
ter,  Hoar,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  Howard,  Howell,  Hubley, 
Hunt,  Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingersoll,  Ingham,  Jabez 
Jackson,  Jarvis,  Jenifer,  Joseph  Johnson,  Richard  M. 
Johnson,  Cave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  Benjamin 
Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith, 
Lane,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Lawrence,  Lay,  G.  Lee, 
Joshua  Lee,  Luke  Lea^  Leonard,  Lincoln,  Logan,  Love, 
Loyall,  Lyon,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  Mar- 
tin, John  Y.  Mason,  William  Mason,  Moses  Mason, 
Samson  Mason,  Maury,  May,  McCariy,  McKay,  McKen- 
nan, McKeon,  McKim.  McLene,  Mercer,  Miller,  Milli* 
fan,  Montgomery,  Moore,  Morgan,  Morris,  Muhlen- 
erg,  Owens,  Page,  Parker,  Parks,  Patterson,  Patton, 
Franklin  Pierce,  Dutee  J.  Pearce,  James  A.  Pearce, 
t>etligrew,  Phelps,  Phillips,  Pinckney,  Potts,  Reed, 
Bencher,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley, 
Roane,  Rogers,  Russell,  Schenck,  Seymour,  William  B. 
Shepard,  Aogustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shields,  Shinn, 
Sickles,  Smith,  Spangler,  Sprague,  Standefer,  Steele, 
Storer,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Thoma*?,  John 
Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turrill,  Underwood,  Van- 
derpoel,  Vinton,  Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Wasliing- 
ton.  Weeks,  While.  Whittlesey,  Lewis  Willianw,  Sher- 
rod  Williams.'201. 

Nam— Messrs.  Adams,  Denny,  Everett,  Rice  Garland, 
Glascock,  William  Jackson,  Robertson<-*7. 

So  Xkp  s^ond  clause  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  WISE,  when  his  name  was  called,  rose  and  said: 
I  refuse  to  vote  at  all  upon  such  a  proposition;  because 
to  affirm  any  proposition  by  declaratory  resolution  is  to 
admit  it  needs  affirpnation;  and  because  Congress  has 
no  constitutional  power  either  to  affirm  or  deny  any 
proposition  whatever.  In  relation  to  slavery  in'  the 
States. 

Mr.  PINCKNEY  moved  that  the  gentleman  be  excu- 
sed from  voting;  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  question  bein^  about  to  be  tsken  on  the  third 
branch  of  the  proposition — 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  called  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion on  this  branch,  so  as  to  take  the  question  on  the 
clause  declaring  that  Congress  <*  ought  not  to  interfere 
in  any  way  with  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,'* 
and  omitting  the  reasons  therefor. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  division  was  in  order. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  appealed  from  this  decision. 

Af>er  a  discussion  of  the  point  of  order,  by  Messrs. 
UNDERWOOD,  BOULDIN,  MASON  of  Virginia, 
BELT^  SUTHERLAND,  RIPLEY,  and  HARDIN, 

The  decision  of  the  Chair  w.as  affirmed  by  the  House. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  first  clause  of  the 
third  branch  indicated  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  Undbbwooo,]  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as 
follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Chilton  Allan,  Anthony,  Ash,  Ashley, 
Barton,  Beale,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Bell,  Bockee,  Boon, 
Bouldin,  Bpvee,  Boyd,  Brown,  Bunch,  Bynuai,  John 
Calhoon,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Carter,  Casey,  John  Cham- 
bers, Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  Nathaniel  H.  Clai- 
borne, John  F.  H.  Claiborne,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Cole^ 
Connor,  Craig,  Cramer,  Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry, 
Dickerson,  Doybleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Efner, 
Fairfield,  Farlin,  Forester,  French,  Fry,  William  K. 
Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland,  Gillet, 
Graham,  Grantland,  Graves,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hamer, 
Hannegan,  Hardin,  Harlan,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawef, 
Hawkins,  Haynes,  Henderson,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  How- 
ard, Howell,  Hubley,  Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingham, 
Jabez  Jackson,  Jarvis,  Jenifer,  Joseph  Johnson,  Rich- 
ard M.  Johnson,  Ca%'e  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  Benja- 
Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Kinnard,  Klingensmith, 
Lane,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Gideon  Lee,  Joshua 
Lee,  Luke  Lea,  Leonard,  Logan,  Loyall,  Lyon,  Abijah 
Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  John  Y.  Mason, 
William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Mauryi  May,  McComas, 
McKay,  McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Mercer,  Miller, 
Montgomery,  Moore,  Morgan,  Muhlenberg,  Owens, 
Page,  Parks,  Patterson,  Patton,  Franklin  Pierce,  James 
A.  Pearce,  Peltigrew,  Phelps,  Pinckney,  Rencher, 
Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane,  Robertson,  Rogers, 
Schenck,  Seymour,  William  B.  Shepard,  Augustine  H. 
Shepperd,  Shields,  Shinn,  Sickles,  Smith,  Spangler, 
Standefer,  Steele,  Storer,  Sutherland,  Taliaferro,  Tay- 
lor, Thomas,  John  Thomson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turrill, 
Underwood,  Vanderpoel,  Wagener,  Wardwell,  Wash- 
ington, Weeks,  White,  Lewis  Williams,  Sherrod  WiU 
liams— 163. 

Nats — Messrs.  Adams,  Heman  Allen,  Bailey,  Banks, 
Bond,  Borden,  Briggs,  William  B.  Calhoun,  George 
Chambers,  Childs,  Clark,  Corwin,  Crane,  Gushing,  Dar- 
lington, Denny,  Evans,  Everett,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  Gran- 
ger, Hard,  Hazeltine,  H tester.  Hoar,  Hunt,  Ingersoll, 
William  Jackson,  Janes,  LaM-rence,  Lay,  Lincoln,  Love, 
Samson  Mason,  McCarty,  McKennan,  Morris,  Parker, 
Dutee  J.  Pearce,  Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  Russell,  Sloane, 
Sprague,  Vinton,  Webster,  Whittlesey— 47. 

So  the  first  member  of  the  third  clause,  as  above  sta- 
ted, was  agreed  to. 

The  question  being  then  taken  on  the  remaining  part 
of  the  third  clause,  it  was  decided  as  follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.   Ash,   Ashley,  Barton,  Beale,   Bean, 
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Betl,  Bockee,  Bouldin,  Bovee,  Boyd,  Bunch,  Bynum, 
John  Calhoon,  Cambreleng^,  Carter,  Casey,  John 
Chamber!',  Chapman,  Chapln,  Nathaniel  H.  Ckiborne, 
John  F.  H.  Claiborne,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Con- 
nor, Craigf,  Cramer,  Cushman,  Davis,  Deberry,  Dou- 
bleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Efner,  Fairfield,  Far- 
lin.  Forester,  French,  William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraitb, 
James  Garland,  R.  Garland,  Gillet,  Graham,  Grantland, 
Graves,  J.  Hall,  Hamer,  Hannegan,  Hardin,  A.  G.  Harri- 
son, Hawes,  Hawkins,  Haynes,  Holsey,  Hopkins,  How- 
ard, Huntington,  Huntsman,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson, 
Jarvis,  JeniFer,  Joseph  Johnson,  Richard  H.  Johnson, 
€ave  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  Kinnard,  KUngensmith, 
lAnsing,  Lawler,  L.Lea, Leonard, Logafi,  Loyall,  Lyon, 
Abijah  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  JohnT.  Mason,  William 
Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Maury,  May,  McComas,  McKay, 
McKeon,  McKim,  McLene,  Mercer,  Montgomery,  Moore, 
Morgan,  Mulenberg,  Owens,  Page,  Parks,  Patterson, 
Patton,  Franklin  Pictce,  Pettigrew  Peyton,  Phelps, 
Pinckney,  Rencher,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Ripley,  Roane, 
Robertson,  Rogers,  Seym9ur,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd, 
Shields,  Standefer,  Steele)  Taliaferro,  Taylor,  Waddy 
Thompson,  Toucey,  Towns,  Turrill,  Vanderpoe),  Ward, 
Washington,  Weeks,  White,  Williams— 127. 

Nats— Messrs.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Heman  Allen, 
Anthony,  Banks,  Beaumont,  Bond,  Boon,  Borden, 
Brigg«»,  Brown,  W  .B.  Calhoun,  Carr,  G.Chambers,  Cha- 
ncy, Childs,  Clark,  Corwin,  Crane,  Gushing,  Darlington, 
Denny,  Dickerson,  Evans,  Everett,  Philu  C.  Fuller, 
Granger,  Haley,  Hard,  Harlan,  Hazeltine,  Henderson, 
Hiester,  Hoar,  Howell,  Hunt,  Ingersoll,  W.  Jackson, 
Janes,  Judson,  KiTgore,  Lane,  Laporte,  Lawrence,  Lay, 
J.  Lee,  Lincoln,  Love,  Job  Mann,  Samson  Mason,  Mc- 
C  arty,  McKennan,  Miller,  Milligan,  Morris,  Parker,  D. 
J.  Pcarce,  Phillips,  Potts,  Reed,  Russetl,  Schenck,Shinn, 
Sloane,  Smith,  Spangler,  Spragiie,  Storer,  John  Thom- 
son, Underwood,  Vinton,  Wardwell,  Webster,  Whittle- 
sey, Sherrod  Williams — 75. 

So  the  remainder  of  the  third  clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  question  being  on  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
resolution,  it  was  read  as  follows: 

"  Assigning  such  reasons  for  these  conclusions  as,  rn 
the  judgment  of  the  committee,  may  be  best  calcula- 
ted to  enlighten  the  public  mind,  to  repress  agitation, 
to  allay  excitement,  to  sustain  and  preserve  the  just  rights 
of  the  slaveholding  States  and  of  the  people  of  this 
District,  and  to  re-establish  barroony  and  tranquillity 
amongst  the  various  sections  of  the  Union." 

The  question  was  taken  on  agreeing  to  this  residue 
of  the  resolution^  and  determined  it  the  affirmative,  as 
follows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Adams,  Chilton  Allan,  Anthony,  Ash; 
Banks  Beale,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Bell,  Bond,  Boon,  Bor- 
den, Bouldin,  Boyd,  Brown,  Bunch,  Bynum,  John 
Calhoon,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Cambreleng,  Carr, 
Carter,  Casey,  George  Chambers,  John  Chambers, 
Chaney,  Chapman,  Chapin,  N.  H.  Claiborne,  J.  F.  H. 
Claiborne,  Cleveland,  Coffee,  Coles,  Connpr,  Corwin, 
Craig,  Cramer,  Crane,  Gushing,  Cushman,  Darlington, 
Deberry,  Dickerson,  Doubleday,  Dromgoole,  Dunlap, 
Fairfield,  Forester,  French,  Fry,  Philo  C.  Fuller,  Wil- 
liam K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice  Garland, 
Gillet,  Graham,  Grantland,  Graves,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall, 
Hamer,  Hannegan,  Hardin,  Harlan,  Albert  G.  Harrison, 
Hawkins,  Haynes,  Hazeltine,  Henderson,  Hobey,  Hop- 
kins, Howard,  Howell,  Hubley,  Huntington,  Huntsman, 
Ingersoll,  Ingham,  Jabez  Jackson,  Janes,  Jarvis,  Jenifer, 
R.M.  Johnson,  Qave  Johnson,  Judson,  Kilgore,  Kinnard, 
.  Klingensmith,  Lane,  Lansing,  Laporte,  Lawler,  Joshua 
Lee,  Luke  Lea,  Leonard,  Lincoln,  Logan,  Love,  Loy- 
all, Abijah  Mann,  J.  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  J.  Y.  Mason, 
William  Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  Maury, 
McComa-s  McKay,  McKeon,  McKim,  Mercer,  Milter, 


Milligan,  Montgomery,  Morris^  Muhlenberg,  Owens, 
Page,  Parker,  Parks,  Patterson,  Franklin  Pierce,  Du- 
tee  J.  Pearce,  Pettigrew,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Pinckney, 
Rencher,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Roane,  Robertson,  Rogers^ 
Schenck,  Seymour,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd,  Shields, 
Shinn,  Smith,  Spangler,  Sprague,  Standiefer,  Steele,  StO* 
rer,  Sutherland,Taliarerro,  Taylor,  Thomas,  John  Thom- 
son, Toucey,  Towns,  Turrill,  Underwood,  VanderpoeU 
Vinton,  Wagener,  Ward,  Wardwell,  Washington,  Web^ 
ster.  Weeks,  White,  Whittlesey,  Lewis  Williams, 
Sherrod  Williams— 167. 

Nats— Messrs.  Heman  Allen,  Evans,  William  Jackson* 
Lawrence,  Phillips,  Sloane— 6« 

So  the  whole  resolution  was  carried,  and  the  commit- 
tee ordered  to  consist  of  nine.* 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Louisiana,  asked  the  consent  of 
the  House  to  permit  him,  and  also  the  gentlemen  from 
Georgia  and  Virginia,  [Messrs.  Glascock  and  Robsht** 
soir,]  to  enter  their  reasons  on  the  journal  for  the  vote 
given  by  them  on  the  resolution  just  adopted. 

Objection  being  made,  Mr.  GLASCOCK  moved  to 
suspend  the  rules  for  that  purposes  which  was  dit* 
agreed  to. 

UNITED  STATES  AND  FRANCE. 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States: 
7\)  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bqtreseniaiives:  ' 

The  Government  of  Great  Britain  has  offered  its  me- 
diation for  the  adjustment  of  the  dispute  between  the 
United  States  and  France.  Carefully  guarding  that 
point  in  the  controversy,  which,  as  it  involves  our  honor 
and  independence,  admits  of  no  compromise,  I  have 
cheerfully  accepted  the  offer.  It  will  he  obviously  im- 
proper to  resort  even  to  the  mildest  measure  of  a  com«' 
pulsory  character,  until  it  is  ascertained  whether  France 
nas  declined  or  accepted  the  mediation.     I  therefore 

*  From  the  National  Intelligencer, 

HOUSX  OF  RBPBXSSirTATIYlS, 

February  10,  1836. 

Messrs.  Gales  &  Seatoit:  I  perceive  in  the  daily  In- 
telligencer of  this  morning,  a  statement  of  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  resolution  of  Mr,  Pinckney  In  relation  t^ 
the  subject  of  slavery.  I  was,  unavoidably,  absent  fron^ 
the  House  on  Monday.  Had  I  been  present,  I  should 
have  voted  ay  on  the  first  clause  of  the  resolution,  fully 
believing  that  the  whole  subject  ought  to  be  referred  to 
a  committee.  On  the  second  clause,  which  affirms  <'  that 
Congress  possesses  no  constitutional  power  to  interfere 
with  slavery  in  the  States,"  I  should  have  also  voted  af . 
On  the  third  clause,  which  declares  that  "Congress  ought 
not  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  slavery  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,"  I  should  have  voted  no,  for  this,  among 
other  reasons:  that  I  believe  Congress  ought  to  interfere 
with  the  slave  trade  in  the  District.  The  last  clause, 
which  directs  the  committee  to  assign  reason^  why  Corf- 
P^ess  ought  not  to  interfere  with  slavery  in  the  Stated  or 
in  the  District,  would  have  presented  sortie  difficulties,  es- 
pecially as  all  the  other  parts  of  the  resolution  had  beet^ 
adopted  when  the  vote  was  taken  on  it.  I  ahould,  how- 
ever, have  placed  my  name  among  those  of  the  six  gentle- 
men who  voted  no,  on  the  (^und  that  the  appointment  of 
counsel  by  the  House  to  argueone  side  of  a  question  sub- 
mitted to  their  consideration,  without  power  to  investU 
gate  the  other,  is  not  well  sustained  by  precedent,  uad 
but  poorly  calculated  to  give  weight  and  character  to 
the  argument  they  might  produce. 

Tou  will  oblige  me,  gentlemen,  by  inserting  this  in 
your  to-morrow's  paper. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HILAND  HALL. 
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Shecry  in  the  District  of  Columbia^Nixxal  Appropriation  BUI. 


[Feb.  9, 1836. 


recommend  a  suspension  of  all  proceedings  on  that  part 
of  my  spetial  message  of  the  15th  of  January  last«  which 
proposes  a  partial  non-intercourse  with  France.  While 
we  cannot  too  highly  appreciate  the  elevated  and  disin- 
terested motives  of  the  offer  of  Great  Britain,  and  have 
A  just  reliance  upon  the  great  influence  of  that  Power 
to  restore  the  relations  of  ancient  friendship  between 
the  United  States  and  France,  and  know,  too,  that  our 
own  pacific  policy  will  be  strictly  adhered  to  until  the 
national  honor  compels  us  to  depart  from  it,  we  should 
be  insensible  to  the  exposed  condition  of  our  country, 
and  forget  the  lessons  of  experience,  if  we  did  not 
eflicientiy  and  sedulously  prepare  for  an  adverse  re- 
sult. The  peace  of  a  nation  does  not  depend  exclusive- 
ly upon  its  own  will,  nor  upon  the  beneficent  policy  of 
neighb,oring  Powers{  and  that  nation  which  is  found 
totiuly  unprepared  for  the  exigencies  and  dangers  of 
war,  although  it  come  without  having  ^iven  warning  of 
its  approach,  is  criminally  negligent  of  its  honor  and  its 
duty.  I  cannot  too  strongly  repeat  the  recommendation 
already  made  to  place  the  seaboard  in  a  proper  state  of 
defence,  and  promptly  to  provide  the  means  for  amply 
protecting  our  commerce. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

WASBiKGToir,  JFhbruary  8»  1S36. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  the  message 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  House  then,  at  a  quarter  afler  five  o'clock,  P. 
M*»  adjourned. 

TusssAT,  Fkbruart  9. 
SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Louisiana,  oflered,  on  the  part  of 
himself  and  Messrs.  Glascock,  of  Georgia,  and  Robbbt- 
BOK,  of  Virginia,  a  protest,  to  be  entered  on  the  journal, 
against  the  first  clause  of  the  instructions  contained  in 
the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
adopted  yesterday. 

The  protest  was  read,  as  follows: 

The  undersigned,  who  voted  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives on  Monday,  the  8th  instant,  against  the  first 
clause  of  the  instructions  to  the  select  committee  pro- 
posed to  be  raised  under  the  resolution  offered  by  Mr. 
PiHcxHBT,  to  which  "all  the  memorials  which  have 
been  offered  or  may  hereaAer  be  presented  to  this 
House,  praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  and  also  tha  resolution  offered  by  an 
honorable  member  from  Maine,  {Mr.  Jabtis,]  with  the 
aniendment  thereto  proposed  by  an  honorable  member 
from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Wise,]  together  with  every  other 
paper  or  proposition  that  may  be  submitted  in  relation 
to  the  subject,"  are  to  be  referred)  which  clause  is  as 
follows:  <*  that  Congress  possesses  no  constitutional 
authority  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  institution  of 
slavery  m  any  of  th«  States  of  this  confederacy,"  did  so 
vote,  and  now  protest  against  said  clause: 

1.  Because  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  **to 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  institution  of  slavery  in 
any  of  the  States  of  this  confederacy"  is  not  brought  in 
Question,  or  in  any  manner  referred  to,  in  any  memorial 
that  has  been  presented,  or  in  the  resolution  mentioned, 
or  the  amendment  thereto,  and  we  will  not  consent  to 
have  so  vital  and  important  a  proposition  brought  forward 
gratuitously,  referred  to  a  committee  of  this  House,  re- 
ported on,  and  reasons  given  for  a  conclusion,  not  open 
to  discussion,  thereby,  as  we  conceive,  admitting  the 
power  of  Congress  to  entertain  the  question,  and  asking 
its  opinion  upon  a  subject  about  which  it  has  no  right  to 
express  one. 

2.  Because  believing,  as  we  do,  that  it  is  undeniable 
*'  Congress  possesses  no  constitutional  Milhority  to  in- 


terfere in  any  way  with  the  institution  of  slavery  in  any 
of  the  States  of  this  confederacy,"  it  is  our  intention  to 
prevent  any  discussion  of  that  question,  so  far  as  it  is  in 
our  power,  or  even  its  submission  as  a  proposition  to 
Congress  {  and  being  determined  now,  and  at  all  other 
times,  to  resist  any  such  assumption  of  atitbority,  we  will 
not  permit  any  doubt  of  such  absence  of  constitutional 
power  to  be  questioned  or  inferred  by  consenting  to  re- 
fer it  to  the  committee  of  a  body  having  no  jurisdiction, 
and  obtainiug  from  it  a  disclaimer  of  a  want  of  such 
authority. 

The  undersigned  having  been  prevented  from  stating 
their  objections  in  the  House  to  the  aforesaid  clause  in 
the  instructionfi,  by  the  previous  question  having  been 
called  for  and  sustained,  within  one  hour  after  this  most 
important  resolution  was  submitted,  now,  to  prevent  all 
misconception  or  misconstruction  as  to  their  motivea  and 
opinions,  submit  this  their  solemn  protest  against  thia 
House  entertaining  any  such  proposition,  and  respectful- 
ly ask  that  it,  and  their  reasons,  as  herein  briefly  stated, 
may  be  entered  on  the  journal. 

RICE  GARLAND, 
THOMAS  GLASCOCK, 
JOHN  ROBERTSON. 

Rouse  or  RapBESEHTATiyxs,  February  9,  1836. 

Objections  being  made, 

Mr.  GARLAND  moved  that  the  rules  be  suspended 
for  the  purpose' of  enabling  him  to  offer  the  paper;  and, 
thereupon,  he  aaked  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  or- 
dered. 

The  question  being  taken  on  suspending  the  rules  for 
this  purpose,  it  was  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeaa  81, 
nays  136. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  House  then 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  Mr.  Millbb  in  the  chair. 

NAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  committee 
took  up  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  ser- 
vice for  the  year  1836. 

The  bill  had  before  been  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  the  pending  amend- 
ment was  Mr.  Cakbbxlrho'b  to  strike  out  $950^000 
and  insert  the  sum  of  |2,000,000^  for  repairs  of  vessels 
in  ordinary,  and  the  repairs  and  wear  and  tear  of  vesseb 
in  commission,  and  completing  those  on  the  stocks. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  withdrew  the  amendment,  so  as 
not  to  embarrass  the  passage  of  the  present  bill,  and  es- 
pecially as  the  subject  would  come  up  in  a  separate  bill, 
to  be  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs.  This 
being  the  ordinary  appropriation  bill,  and  Mr.  C.  having 
withdrawn  the  only  amendment  pending,  he  hoped  it 
would  pass  without  delay. 

Mr.  BELL  moved  to  reduce  the  several  appropriations 
for  the  navy  yards  one  half  the  amount  proposed  in  the 
bill.  Mr.  B.  read  the  various  items  proposed,  and  main- 
tained that  such  large  appropriations  might  not  be  passed, 
in  the  prospect  of  a  contingency  that  might  probably 
ensue.    The  items  were  as  follows: 

For  improvements  and  necessary  repairs  of  the  navy 
yard — 

At  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  -  -  $67,000 
At  Charlestown,  Massachusetts,  •  .  199,000 
At  Brooklyn,  New  York,  -        -        -    84,300 

At  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,         -        -     11,750 

At  Washington, 37,500 

At  Gosport,  Virginia,        -        -        -        -  167,000 

AtPensacola, 64,000 

Mr.  JARVIS  thought  the  gentleman  should  at  least 
eiamine  whether  the  appropriations  were  necessary  or 
not,  before  he  made  a  sweeping  motion  to  reduce  the 
whole  of  them  indiscriminately  one  half.    Mr.  J.  then 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3505 


OP  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


250e 


FxB.  9,  1836.] 


Naval  Jfypropnation  BUL 


[H.  OT  R. 


read  various  estimates  and  details  from  the  officers  of  the 
Department,  in  reference  to  the  proposed  items.  Mr.  J. 
said,  whether  there  was  peace  or  war,  these  works  should 
be  coropieted. 

Mr.  BELL  again  opposed  the  items,  on  the  ground 
that  this  was  not  the  time  to  make  such  an  extraoratnary 
outlay  of  the  public  money,  when  the  public  resources 
might  be  wanted  for  other  objects.  He  then  modified 
his  motion,  in  order  to  test  the  ouestion,  by  confining 
the  amendment  at  present  to  the  nrst  item,  and  moved 
that  the  appropriation  for  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth, 
New  Hampshire,  be  reduced  to  $33,500,  being  one  half 
the  amount  proposed  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  said  he  would  vote  for  the  pro- 
posed appropriations,  unless  gentlemen  could  show  that 
they  were  unnecessary,  or  incorrect.  In  the  first  place, 
an  appropriation  was  afked,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  timber  shed:  that  he  considered  necessary  for  the 
preservation  of  the  timber.  Another  was  for  a  mast  and 
boat  house:  that  he  also  considered  necessary,  whether 
there  should  be  war  or  not.  A  timber  dock  was  also 
asked  for:  that  the  officers  whose  duty  it  was  to  attend 
to  that  business  had  thought  necessary;  and  he  would 
Uke  their  word,  unless  gentlemen  could  show  that  ihey 
were  incorrect. 

Mr.  CUSHMAN  hoped  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Bsu]  would  not  prevail.  It  was 
his  intention,  if  the  pending  amendment  was  negatived, 
to  ask  for  an  additional  sum  for  the  navy  yard  at  Ports- 
mouth.  New  Hampshire.  The  improvements  proposed 
by  the  Naval  Committee  were  absolutely  necessary  in  time 
of  peace,  and  no  remark  which  he  should  make  would 
be  predicated  upon  the  supposition  of  a  war  with  France. 
That  Power,  he  was  persuaded,  would  not  persist  in  her 
refusal  to  carry  into  effect  the  treaty  of  1831.  The  ap- 
propriation asked  for  was  not  made  upon  the  ground 
supposed  by  tke  gentleman  from  Tennessee;  it  had  no 
reference  to  a  war  with  France.  It  was  a  wise  saying 
and  a  correct  principle,  which  should  never  be  lost  sight 
of,  that  in  peace  we  should  prepare  for  war.  He  repeated, 
tbatlhe  proposed  improvements  and  repair  of  the  navy 
yard  at  Portsmouth  were  absolutely  necessary,  under 
any  state  of  things.  He  had  three  weeks  ago  submitted 
a  resolution,  directing  an  inquiry  into  the  expediency  of 
erecting  one  or  more  wharves  at  this  navy  yard,  and  it 
was  for  this  object  he  contemplated  asking  for  an  addi- 
tional sum  to  that  contained  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  PARKER  replied  to  Mr.  Bsll,  and  recited  the 
clauses  of  an  act  of  Congress  authorizing  the  construction 
of  certain  navy  yards,  and  the  report  of  the  Department 
made  to  Congress.  Mr.  P.  maintained  at  length  that  the 
proposed  appropriations  were  necessary,  and  it  was  false 
economy  to  suppose  any  thing  would  be  saved  by  redu- 
cing them  onelialf. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Florida,  said,  so  far  from  the  reduc- 
tion of  that  for  the  navy  yard  at  Pensacola  being  possi- 
ble, he  intended  to  move  to  double  the  proposed  appro- 
priation as  soon  as  the  proper  time  arrived. 

The  CHAIR  said  that  point  was  not  then  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  said  he  had  looked  into  the  ap- 

Jiropriations  for  Portsmouth  for  the  last  two  years.  He 
blind  that  in  1834  it  was  $40,700,  and  in  1835,  $59,925, 
while  $67,000  was  proposed  for  the  present  year,  the 
only  explanation  of  which  was,  that  a  large  portion  of  it 
was  required  for  erecting  sheds  to  preserve  the  live  oak 
timber.  He  thought,  at  least,  the  appropriation  should 
be  reduced  to  the  limit  of  the  last  two  years,  and  not 
contain  an  excess  of  between  $30,000  and  $30,000.  He 
said  the  House  was  very  economical  in  small  matters, 
and  a  trifling  proposition,  handed  in  by  himself  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Rules,  to  furnish  lists  of  yeas  and  nays 
for  the  people,  was  returned  to  him  by  the  chairman  of 


that  committee,  [Mr.  Maw,  of  New  York,]  on  the 
ground  of  the  expense.  Mr.  CJ.  complained  of  the  ex- 
travagance of  the  proposed  items  in  this  bill,  and  hoped 
they  would  be  amended.  The  members  of  the  commit- 
tees in  charge  of  this  bill  came  generally  firom  the  large 
cities,  and  they  were  therefore  more  interested  in  the 
proposed  appropriations. 

Mr.  D.  J.  PEARCE,  of  Rhode  IsUnd,  said  it  was  ar- 
gued that,  they  ought  to  curtail  these  appropriations,  be- 
cause there  was  a  surplus  on  hand  from  last  year.  All  the 
money  on  hand,  he  conceived,  was  pledged;  some  portions 
for  the  payment  of  the  crews  of  vessels  on  long  voyages^ 
and  for  timber  and  other  materials  contracted  for.  There 
was,  at  the  end  of  every  fiscal  year,  an  unexpended  bal- 
ance, but  that  balance  was  pledged,  and  could  not  be 
transferred,  for  any  other  purpose  whatsoever.  He  was 
in  favor  of  making  appropriations  speedily,  to  finish  the 
works  already  commenced;  because  delay inj^  the  com- 
pletion of  the  kind  of  work  contemplated  in  this  item 
generally  resulted  in  a  loss  of  twenty  per  cent.  He 
would  take  the  estimates  and  recommendations  of  the 
navy  board,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  correct, 
unless  gentlemen  could  show  that  those  statements  were 
erroneous. 

-  Mr.  PHILLIPS  should  vote  for  this  appropriation,  as 
he  should  vote  for  every  other,  for  a  public  object, 
where  nothing  could  be  adduced  against  its  propriety 
and  necessity.  He  was  satisfied  that,  from  the  increase 
of  materials,  and  for  other  reasons,  the  estimated  amount 
was  not  too  large.  Mr.  P.  entered  at  length  into  sundry 
statements  connected  with  the  subject,  and  the  unex- 
pended balances  under  the  acts  of  1827  and  1833.  Mr. 
P.  should  like  to  know  from  the  chairman  of  the  Naval 
Committee,  what  amount  remained  of  the  unexpended 
balance  on  this  navy  yard,  for  the  last  year. 

Mr.  JARVIS  replied  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
say  what  amount  remained  unexpended  of  a  balance  of 
$1,750. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  admitted  the  item  was  very  trifling, 
but  he  should  apply  the  same  principle  to  all  the  unex- 
pended balances  of  the  other  items,  and  he  should  renew 
the  same  inquiry  upon  each  of  them.  He  complained 
that  no  statements  of  those  balances  had  been  fumiabed 
from  the  Departments.  He  thought  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  should  be  prepared  with  them. 

Mr.  DUNLAP  said  it  could  not  be  expected  that  those 
who  came  from  a  difierent  section  of  country  than  that 
where  these  works  were  situated  should  vote  for  them 
without  statements  or  estimates.  He  was  ever  ready  to 
vote  for  appropriations  that  were  requisite,  but  he  could 
not  conceive  that  it  was  necessary  to  vote  a  sum  of 
$18,000  to  erect  a  shed  to  protect  timber,  at  least  until 
bis  mind  was  satisfied  that  it  was  indispensable:  he  never 
should  vote  to  appropriate  the  people's  money  for  this 
purpose.     He  hoped  the  amendment  would  prevail. 

Mr.  BELL  explained  that  he  was  not  so  much  opposed 
to  the  appropriation  itself,  as  he  was  to  such  large  ap- 
propriations at  this  time.  It  was  with  him  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  expediency;  for,  in  case  of  war,  the  money  would 
be  wanted  to  equip  ships  of  war,  and  put  the  country 
in  a  state  of  defence.  He  did  not  want  to  delay  this  bill, 
but  he  pledged  himself  at  a  future  day  to  ^  into  the 
whole  subject,  not  only  of  6ur  foreign  relations,  fortifi- 
cations^ &c.,  but  of  the  whole  civil  establishment  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  was  happy  to  hear  that  it  was 
not  the  gentleman's  [Mr.  Bbul's]  purpose  to  oppose  the 
passage  of  the  ordinary  appropriation  bill,  for  Mr.  C. 
thought  he  knew  that  gentleman  too  well  to  suppose  he 
would  waste  his  fire  upon  so  small  an  occasbn.  The 
gentleman  had  told  them  that,  on  a  proper  occasion,  he 
would  come  forward.  Mr.  C.  hoped  the  gentleman 
would  then  give  them  his  views,  and  he  hoped|  when  h« 
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did  so,  that  he  woaM  b6  more  suceessful  in  ezpUining 
them  than  he  bad  been  on  this  present  occasion,  to  this 
House.  Mr.  G.  had  been  unable  to  understand  what  th« 
gentleman  bad  been  driving  at.  The  g^entleman  said, 
whether  war  or  peace  was  to  ensue,  he  wished  to  re- 
serve our  funds,  in  order,  if  called  upon  fbr  lurge  appro- 
priations, they  might  apply  them  to  the  proper  object. 
Well,  taking  this  for  granted,  supposre  they  should  be 
called  upon  to  make  Targe  appropriations  during  the 
present  session,  to  defend  ourselves  from  war  with 
France,  was  this  the  place  the  gentleman  proposes  to 
save  the  means  to  do  it?  Would  he  propose  to  diminish 
the  conveniences  of  the  navy  yards  in  such  a  crisis?  Let 
any  man  look  to  the  present  condition  of  our  navy  yards, 
and  compare  them  with  the  most  insignificant  Power  of 
Europe — Sweden,  Denmark,  or  any  other  petty  Power 
of  the  Atlantic — and  what  were  they?  They  were  in  as 
bad  a  condition  as  our  fortifications.  Mr.  C.  then  refer- 
red to  the  acts  by  which  a  gradual  increase  of  the  navy 
had  been  authorized,  and  compared  the  proposed  items 
in  this  bill  with  those  of  former  years,  to  show  that  they 
varied  in  some  particulars,  some  more  and  some  less. 
He  had  hoped,  when  he  withdrew  the  amendment  of 
$3,000,000,  that  the  bill  would  have  gone  speedily 
through  the  committee.  He  had  withdrawn  that  propo- 
sition for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  passage  of  the 
ordinary  appropriation  bill,  and  he  did  not  anticipate  the 
opposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Bill.] 
Mr.  C.  said  that,  be  the  result  of  our  foreign  relations 
what  they  might,  he  should  vole  to  put  this  country  in 
an  attitude  for  war,  not  only  upon  the  ground  of  expe- 
diency, but  upon  the  ground  of  policy,  not  to  suffer  this 
nation  to  be  insulted  by  every  Power  on  earth.  He 
hoped  the  bill  would  pass  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  HARDIN  said  he  could  not  but  admire  the  large- 
ness of  the  views  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
CAVBRtivvo]  upon  the  subject  of  those  appropriations. 
A  bill,  amounting  altogether  to  the  sum  of  about  four 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  was  considered  so  small  a  mat- 
ter in  his  eyes  that  he  could  not  perceive  how  gentlemen 
could  object  to  it.  And  a  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  SuTEKMLAirD]  had  said  that  they  ought  to  take  all 
the  estimates  and  recommendations  of  the  Departments 
as  correct,  until  the  contrary  was  shown.  He  thought 
if  that  gentleman  would  look  around  he  would  see  that  it 
was  almost  impossible  for  members  on  that  floor  to  show 
that  those  estimates  were  not  correct,  even  if  thai  should 
be  the  case;  and,  according  to  that  doctrine,  the  House 
would  have  to  give  all  that  the  Departments  asked.  He 
thought,  however,  he  saw  the  object  of  gentlemen  in 
recommending  large  appropriations.  He  thought  they 
were  in  reality  nothing  but  a  trick  to  get  all  the  surplus 
revenue  expended  on  the  seaboard;  and  not  to  give  the 
western  country  a  cent  of  It. 

Mr.  PARRBR  said  that  a  part  of  the  increase  of  ex- 
penditure was  on  account  of  the  increase  in  pay  of  offi- 
cers of  the  navy,  and  the  greater  number  of  men  required 
this  year  over  the  last;  and  he  hoped  the  committee 
was  ready  to  vote  on  the  subject,  and  that  the  original 
appropriation  would  be  sustained. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS  explained.  He  said  he  had  asked  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Naval  Affiiirs,  whether  he 
could  furnish  the  committee  with  a  statement  of  the 
amount  of  the  unexpended  balance  of  last  year,  as  he  could 
not  ascertain  from  the  documents  whether  it  had  been 
Expended  or  not;  and  he  thought  the  House  was  getting 
into  a  loose  way  of  making  appropriations.  With  regard 
to  the  navy,  he  was  in  favor  of  the  most  liberal  expendi- 
ture; but  he  did  not  wish  to  expend  money,  unless  it  was 
actually  necessary.  If  they  would  g[ive  him  the  informa- 
tion, he  would  probably  go  as  far  in  favor  of  appropri- 
ations for  the  defence  of  the  country  as  any  other  gen- 
tleman. 


On  motion  of  Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  the  commits 
t^e  then  ros^,  reported  progress,  and 
The  House  adjourned. 


WsBarXSBAT,    FXBBUABT  10. 

NAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  committee  resumed  the  conrfderation  oF  the  biA 
making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  year 
1836.  The  question  pending  was  the  proposed  amend- 
trient  of  Mr.  Bxti,  to  reduce  the  appropriation  for  the 
improvement  and  necessary  fepairft  of  the  navy  yard  at 
Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  from  ^,000  to  133,500. 

Mr.  MANN,  of  N«w  York,  said  that  when  he  mad« 
the  motion  yesterday  that  the  cotnmittee  rise,  it  was  not 
with  a  view  to  enter  into  this  debate,  and  he  would  not 
trouble  the  committee  with  but  a  very  few  general  re- 
mkrks.  On  looking  into  the  estimates  for  the  current 
year,  for  the  navy,  it  will  be  perceived  that  the  whole 
increase  asked  for  by  the  itavy  board,  constituted  for  the 
express  purpose  of  supervising  this  important  arm  of  the 
public  service,  combining  great  experience  and  fidelity, 
*•  having  seen  some  service,"  amounts  to  the  sum  of 
$623,151  r5j  a  sum  certainly  very  moderate,  consider- 
ing the  state  of  the  country,  and  its  proud  financial  con- 
dition. This  increase,  we  are  informed,  is  occasioned  by 
the  proposed  addition  to  the  force  to  be  employed  rn 
commission,  and  in  consequence  of  the  increased  pay  of 
the  officers,  under  the  law  of  the  last  session.  As  to  the 
immediate  question  before  the  committee,  the  improve- 
ment and  repair  of  lh6  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth,  and  the 
other  navy  yards  of  the  United  States,  it  seems  to  me, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  its  importance  must  be  apparent  to 
the  committee,  and  to  the  country,  whether  we  contem- 
plate the  contingencies  of  our  foreign  relations  or  not. 
For  this  purpose  the  increase  of  appropriation  asked  for 
is  $S8r,010.  The  commissioners  deem  this  necessary 
to  meet  the  immediate  wants  of  the  public  service.  The 
commissioners  remark  that,  "although  much  has  been 
done  in  the  different  yards  since  the  adoption  of  ap- 
proved plans  under  the  law  of  3d  of  March,  1827,  much 
still  remains  to  be  done  to  provide  adequate  means  for 
the  preservation  of  the  materials  which  a  prudent  fore- 
sight has  directed  to  be  collected  for  future  use,  or  to 
prepare  the  necessary  conveniences  for  building,  repair* 
ing,  and  equipping  ships  with  proper  economy  and  de- 
spatch." This  recommendation  is  clear  and.expKclt,  em- 
anating from  a  source  entitled  to  great  respect,  and  which, 
I  presume,  will  not  be  suspected  of  •*  Executive  dicta- 
tion to  Congress,"  to  use  the  favorite  language  of  some 
gentlemen.  The  importance  of  these  great  naval  depots, 
for  the  construction  and  repair  of  the  navy,  must  be  ap- 
parent, even  to  gentlemen  representing  the  great  West: 
for  they  are  equally  so,  in  truth,  to  every  part  of  this 
wide  country.  Sir,  let  me  ask  those  gentlemen  to  reflect 
upon  their  vast  interests;  their  immense  commerce  float- 
ing down  the  Mississippi,  and  requiring  more  protection 
in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  than  is  now  afforded  to  it,  and 
that  too  from  the  navy.  That  portion  of  our  Coast  seems 
to  me  to  require  more  adequate  provision  for  its  defence; 
and  I  would  vote  without  scruple  an  appropriation  for  a 
dry  dock,  to  be  constructed  at  the  navy  yard  at  Pensaco- 
Ja,  to  enable  our  ships  cruising  there  and  in  the  West 
Indies  to  repair  and  refit;  to  enlarge  that  navy  yard,  and 
supply  it  with  every  requisite  to  be  useful  and  efficient. 
The  true  policy  of  ihe  country  requires  that  these  great 
naval  depots  should  be  well  prepared  and  supplied  with 
all  the  material  of  naval  preparation.  Relieving  this,  for 
myself,  sir,  (said  Mr.  M.,)  I  do  not  see  the  propriety  of 
agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee, 
[Mr.  Bell,]  to  reduce  the  appropriation  for  the  improve- 
ment and  repair  of  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth. 
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Generally,  sir,  (said  Mr.  M.,)  I  believe  I  have  been 
considered  as  radical  in  respect  to  appropriations  of  the 
public  money.  True,  sir,  I  have  always  endeavored,  as 
far  as  my  vote  would  go,  to  withhold  appropriations  of 
a  personal  chatacter,  made  for  individual  and  personal 
objects  of  aggrandizement  to  the  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment.    So,  too,  for  local  and  sectional  purposes. 

In  respect  to  public  objects — great  purposes  of  na- 
tional defence— objects  confided  to  tbe  national  ^Gov- 
ernment by  tbe  constitution,  1  have  endeavored  to  dis- 
tinguish in  mv  action.  Believing  these  distinctions, 
to  eiist,  and  that  they  are  apparent,  it  will  not  be  ne- 
cessary for  me  to  defend  myself  against  any  chaises  of 
seeming  inconsistency  in  voting  for  this  appropriation, 
and  such  others  of  tbe  same  character  as  may  appear  ne- 
cessary and  proper. 

These  estimates  (said  Mr.  M.)  are  made  upon  the  (ba- 
sis of  peace,  with  a  prudent  foresight,  however,  to  any 
contingencies  which  await  us.  It  is  not  necessary  now 
to  consider  or  debate  our  relations  with  other  nations. 
Those  relations  are  in  a  delicate  condition  at  present, 
but  we  have  a  right  to  hope  they  will  not  be  more  se- 
riously disturbed.  Whether  they  are  so  or  not,  the 
measure  now  under  consideration  seems  to  be  required 
by  all  the  motives  of  prudence  and  patriotism. 

Mr.  EVERBTT  inquired  of  the  Cbair,  if  it  would  be 
in  order  to  move  to  atrike  out  the  whole  clause. 

The  CHAIR  replied,  not  at  that  stage  of  the  bill.  The 
motion  would  be  in  order  after  the  amendment  bad  been 
acted  on. 

Mr.  EVERETT  said  he  was  in  lavor  of  putting  the 
navy  yards  that  were  necessary  for  tbe  service  in  per- 
fect condition.  He  thought,  however,  that  the  present 
number  was  more  than  was  necessary.  We  had  now 
seven,  viz:  at  Portsmouth,  Charlestown,  New  York, 
(Brooklyn,)  Philadelphia,  Washin|;ton,  Gosport,  and 
Fensacola;  that,  of  these,  three  might,  without  injury 
to  the  service,  be  discontinued,  viz:  at  Portsmouth, 
Philadelphia,  and  Wasliingtoni  at  least,  that  we  ought 
not  to  erect  any  new  works  at  these  places,  but  only 
keep  them  in  repair  for  the  present,  and  ultimately  dis- 
continue them;  and  that  all  the  appropriations  for  addi- 
tional improvements  should  be  thrown  on  the  four  navy 
yards  that  were  to  be  continued.  The  expense  of  main* 
taining  the  yards,  independent  of  the  cost  of  the  per- 
manent works,  was  worth  saving.  To  each  yard  were 
attached  commandants,  navy  agents,  clerks,  guards, 
&c.  &c.  If  gentlemen,  however,  would  not  be  willing 
to  go  with  him  in  discontinuing  the  three  navy  yards, 
he  thought  there  were  strong  reasons  for  discontinuing 
the  one  at  Portsmouth.  It  was  within  sixty  miles  of 
that  at  Charlestown.  That  yard  was  sufficient  for  the 
coast  e|ist  of  tlie  Cape;  the  principal  materials  from  the 
South,  live  oak,  &c.,  must  all  pass  that  depot  in  their 
way  to  Portsmouth.  He  saw  no  reason  for  mainUining 
two  yards  so  near  each  other,  and  which  were  not  re- 
quired for  the  use  of  the  naval  service.  The  appropria- 
tion now  asked  for  was  for  tbe  erection  of  new  works, 
with  a  view  to  the  permanent  continuance  of  the  station. 
For  one,  all  he  was  willing  to  do  at  present  was,  to  pro- 
vide for  its  present  preservation;  whatever  should  be 
necessary  for  this  purpose  he  would  vote  for.  What 
the  unexpended  balance  of  appropriation  was  for  Ports- 
mouth he  was  not  informed.  On  the  1st  January,  1834^ 
it  was  over  $12,000,  and  $39,925  was  then  appropriated; 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  this  had  been  expend- 
ed. When  the  present  motion  was  decided,  he  should 
move  to  strike  out  tbe  whole  appropriation,  with  a  view 
to  elicit  information  of  what  was  necessary  for  repairs, 
and  to  have  the  appropriation  limited  to  that  purpose 
only. 

When  called  upon  to  vote  for  appropriations,  he  was 
desirous  of  being  informed  for  what  object  the  money 


was  to  be  expended*  of  the  character  of  the  works  rc^ 
quired,  as  well  as  of  their  necessity.  A  new  doctrine, 
and  to  him  it  aeemed  a  dangerous  one,  had  been  ad- 
vanced, to  which  he  could  not  assent — ^tbat  we  should 
receive  tbe  estimates  of  the  Departments  as  primm  facie 
evidence  of  the  necessity  ana  propriety  of  the  worka 
proposed.  This  was  a  degree  of  confidence  which,  at 
a  representative  of  the  people,  he  was  unwilling  to 
repose  In  any  administration.  This  House  wjis  the 
keeper  of  the  keys  of  the  Treasury*  and  resiponsible  to 
the  people  for  the  expenditure  of  its  treasure.  We 
could  not  surrender  the  keys  to  tbe  Executive  without 
betraying  our  trust.  The  people  were  entitled  to  call 
on  their  representatives  for  a  reason  for  every  expendi'^ 
ture.  Would  the  people  be  satisfied  with  the  answer 
that  it  was  asked  for  by  the  Executive?  For  one,  he 
was  desirous  in  all  cases  to  bbtain  such  information  as 
would  enable  him  to  give  a  more  satisfactory  answer. 

If  the  estimated  are  to  be  taken  as  prima  faeiety'idena^ 
of  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  public  works*  they  roust 
to  nineteen  twentieths  of  the  House  be  conclusive. 
Those  few  representatives  who  reside  in  the  vicinity  of  tbe 
place  where  tbe  works  are  to  be  erected  only  can  judge 
from  actual  knowledge,  and  they,  too»  are  not  very  like* 
ly  to  be  prejudiced  against  them.  They  will  not  at 
least  be  indueed  to  aearoh  for  objections.  Take  the 
present  case  as  an  illustration:  The  honorable  gentle- 
man, [Mr.  CusHMAV,]  who  represents  the  section  oC 
country  around  Portamouth,  is  not  even  satisfied  with 
the  present  estimate,  and  lias  given  notioehe  shall  move 
to  increase  it.  A  similar  notice  has  been  given  in  rels* 
tion  to  the  appropriation  fpr  Pensacola.  He  contended 
that  such  information  should  accompany  the  estimates 
as  would  satisfy  the  committees,  and  enable  them  to 
satisfy  the  House*  of  the  propriety  of  the  appropriations. 

Mr.  E.  further  contended  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
informed*  not  only  of  the  necessity  of  tbe  won  propo* 
sed,  but  of  the  plan  on  which  the  money  was  to  be  ex- 
pended. They  had  a  right  to  know,  not  only  the  gene- 
ral object  proposed*  but  tbe  means  by  which  it  was  to 
be  effected;  to  see  that  their  money  was  not  wasted  by  in- 
efficient or  extravagant  expenditures.  All  that  seemed 
now  required  of  the  representatives  was  to  vote  the 
money  for  general  objects,  and  let  tbe  Executive  ex- 
pend it  at  its  own  discretion.  In  his  opinion*  in  appro- 
priations for  all  new  wor^s,  the  plan  of  expenditure 
should  be  exhibited  to  the  House*  and  not  only  exhibit- 
ed, but  should  be  sanctioned  and  prescribed  by  the  act 
of  appropriation,  lliis  was,  he  thought,  very  properly 
proposed  to  be  done  in  a  bill  now  pending,  for  tbe 
erection  of  buildings  for  the  State  and  Treasury  Depart- 
ments; the  bill  prescribed  they  should  be  erected  ac- 
cording to  the  plan  which  is  now  exhibited  on  the  wall 
of  this  House.  He  could  refer  to  instances  of  an  op- 
posite character,  in  which  the  country  had  suffered,  and 
might  yet  suffer,  for  the  want  of  similar  provisions. 

An  appropriation  was  made  for  tiie  armament  of  the 
navy:  the  manner  was  left  to  the  Executive,  and  by  the 
Executive  to  experiments  of  the  navy  commissioners. 
Under  their  experiments*  the  weight  of  the  guni^  in 
proportion  to  their  caliber,  was  reduced;  and  the  result 
is,  that  you  have  now  seven  hundred  and  fifty  guns  in 
your  navy  more  dangerous  to  the  crews  than  to  an 
enemy. 

Another  case:  In  1833,  an  act  passed  appropriating 
1300,000,  on  estimates,  too,  for  building  a  bridge  over 
the  Potomac,  between  this  city  and  Alexandria.  The 
estimates  were  for  a  bridge  of  wood,  and  sufficient  for 
the  purpose;  yet  the  act  did  not,  though  the  estimatea 
did*  say  that  the  bridge  should  be  made  of  wood«  The 
act  merely  provided  for  a  bridge,  but  prescribed  no 
plan  on  which  it  was  to  be  built.  Under  this  #300,000 
act*  a  contract  va>  made  with.a  Mr.  Dibble  to  creot  e 
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•tone  bridge,  for  which  he  wis  to  receive  one  million  three 
hundred  and  fiftjr  thousand  dollara,  ($1,350,000.)  And 
even  this,  by  a  very  competent  Judge,  was  deemed  less 
than  one  third  of  what  the  bridge  would  have  ultimate- 
ly cost.  Mr  Baldwin,  an  eminent  practical  engineer, 
estimated  that  it  would  cost  four  millions  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-one  thousand  six  hundred  and  twenty  dol- 
lars. The  country  owes  the  defeat  of  this  magnificent- 
expenditure  to  the  vigilance  of  the  honorable  diairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals,  [Mr.  Mxactx.] 
On  his  report  the  act  was  repealed  by  the  almost  unani- 
mous vote  of  the  House,  and  a  wooden  bridge  ordered; 
and  which  has  been  completed  for  something  less  than 
$130,000. 

He  would  instance  another  magnificent  project  now 
in  progress— the  New  York  custom-house.  The  House 
had  prescribed  no  plan  for  this  work,  nor  fixed  any  limit 
to  Its  cost.  They  had  voted  ahead  half  a  million,  and 
the  work  was  hardly  yet  visible  above  ground {  what, 
with  its  columns  and  decorations,  it  would  cost,  he  could 
not  estimate;  probably  some  millions  of  dollars.  A 
fourth  case:  Vie  had  now  before  us  a  bill  appropriating 
large  sums  for  what  migrht  be  called  floating  fortifications, 
yet  to  be  erected,  oo  sites  yet  undesignated  and  unpur- 
chased. 

In  all  cases,  he  thouj^ht  the  House  should  not  only 
judge  of  the  general  utility  of  any  proposed  object  of 
expenditure,  but  should,  as  far  as  practicable,  limit  the 
discretion  of  the  Executive  in  the  expenditure. 

A  new  and  strong  motive  for  economy  is  now  present- 
ed—-a  motive  which  would  have  its  influence  on  him  in 
regard  to  every  expenditure.  He  looked  forward  to 
the  passage  of  a  bill  now  in  progress  for  the  distribution 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  in  eflTect,  of  the  sur- 
plus revenue,  among  the  States.  He  trusted  the  bill 
would  pass  the  present  session.  The  principle  was  one  of 
those  on  which  the  present  Executive  came  into  power; 
it  had  been  fiivorably  noticed  in  the  message  of  1829;  it 
had  been  recommended  by  the  Legislatures  of  many  of 
the  States.  He  would  now  guat^  the  Treasury  with 
the  same  vigilance  as  though  it  were  already  a  law,  with 
the  same  vigilance  as  though  the  surplus  revenue  had 
already  been  actually  divided  among  the  Statep,  and  the 
<]|ue8tion8  now  were  on  calling  it  back  and  reappropria- 
tmg  it  to  objects  of  national  concern. 
-  Some  gentlemen  had  advocated  the  appropriation  as 
more  necessary  in  view  of  our  present  relations  with 
France,  and  had  taken  the  occasion  to  avow  their  course 
on  war  appropriations.  He  considered  this  as  a  bill 
founded  on  peace  estimates.  Other  bills  repoKed  looked 
to  other*  prospects.  He  would  not  regard  this  bill  as 
having  any  relation  to  war.  And  he  wished  to  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  he  would  not  be  induced  to  aban- 
don the  principle  of  economy  to  which  he  had  referred 
from  any  imaginary  danger  of  war;  that  he  would  vote 
for  no  war  appropriation,  unless  he  believed  there  was 
danger  of  war;  that  then  he  would  go  as  far  as  the 
farthest,  but  that  at  present  he  had  no  such  apprehen- 
sion; that  he  could  not,  from  any  mere  imaginary  dan- 
ger, be  induced  to  depart  from  the  principle  of  economy, 
and  permit  irrevocable  appropriations  to  be  made,  to  the 
peculiar  advantage  of  anv  section  of  the  country.  He 
thought  it  not  improbable  that  some  who  agreed  with 
him  on  the  leading  principle  might  difier  from  him  in  its 
application.  The  appropriations  for  the  navy  and  For 
fortifications  would  be  expended  on  the  seaboard.  The 
money  of  the  Government,  like  the  water  of  its  streams, 
runs  to  the  ocean.  He  trusted  that  those  who  represent- 
ed the  hill  country  would  not  be  uncharitably  judged  by 
their  brethren,  if  they  should  not  be  satisfied  so  easily 
as  themselves  of  the  necessity  of  every  appropriation. 
Should  the  current  be  reversed — should  the  money  ever 
run  up  stream^  and  beyond  the  proper  constitutions! 


limits  of  internal  improvement—they  would  expect  a 
similar  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  seaboard.  Indeed, 
they  think  they  have  seen  something  of  the  kind  al- 
ready. 

Two  years  since  it  pleased  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  to  drop  from  the  harbor  bill  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  $30,000  for  surveys— this  only  remnant  of  the 
system  of  internal  improvement  left  to  its  friends.  A 
motion  was  made  to  insert  it,  but  failed,  and  failed,  too,  hy 
the  opposition  of  the  tide-water  votes.  What  was  the 
consequence^  The  hill  country  saw  that,  while  they 
were  voting  millions  for  others,  not  a  cent  could  be  ex- 
pended above  tide  water.  They  united,  and  laid  the 
harbor  bill  on  the  table  by  a  majority  over  twenty;  and 
there  it  would  have  laid  till  this  time,  had  not  the  $30,000 
been  inserted.  He  would  excite  no  sectional  jealousy, 
but  would  insist  that  equal  justice  should  be  done  to  all 
parts  of  the  country;  and  it  would  be  the  fault  of  those 
who  united  on  that  occasion  if  it  was  not  done.  He  was 
not  willing  there  should  be  one  constitution  for  the  sea- 
board and  anottier  for  the  country. 

He  was  willinfj^  to  vote  for  every  necessary  appropria- 
tion for  fortifications,  for  the  navy,  and  for  navy  jrards. 
He  would  put  the  four  principal  navy  yards  in  the  best 
condition,  but  he  could  not  vote  for  unnecessary  objects, 
useless  objects  of  expenditure.  Such  he  conceived  that 
of  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth.  Though  he  did  not 
propose  now  to  abandon  it,  he  would  not  consent  to 
enlarge  it.  Ultimately,  be  trusted,  it  would  be  discon- 
tinyed. 

Mr.  LINCOLN  was  in  favor  of  the  whole  bill  as  it 
stood,  and  contended  at  length  for  the  necessity  of  keep- 
ing the  navy  yards  in  a  state  of  complete  repair;  for,  both 
in  time  of  war  and  in  time  of  peace,  they  were  indispen- 
sable. -  It  was  an  error  to  say  that  no  statements  had 
been  furnished  to  the  House;  for  a  report  had  been  sent 
in  embracing  the  very  subject  under  consideration,  both 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  general  terms,  and 
from  the  commissioners  of  the  navy,  in  detail.  Better 
authority,  better  evidence,  could  not  be  adduced. 
Would  any  gentleman  in  the  House,  or  the  gentlemen 
from  Tennessee  and  Kentucky  in  particular,  [Messrs. 
BxLt  and  Hardih,]  presume  to  say  they  understood  the 
subject  better  than  the  head  of  the  Navy  Department, 
or  the  commissioners  of  the  navy }  Mr.  L.  then  referred 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  the  state- 
ments and  recommendations  of  the  board  of  commis- 
sioners, a  body  of  gentlemen  selected  as  being  the  best 
qualified  in  the  country,  and  conversant  with  the  sub- 
ject from  their  youth.  The  works  were  proved  indis- 
pensable, and  the  onus  was  upon  the  mover  of  the  amend- 
ment to  prove  that  one  half  the  sum  proposed  in  the  bill 
would  be  sufficient  for  the  completion.  Mr.  L.  did 
not  believe  there  would  be  war;  and  he  was  mistaken  if 
he  did  not  see  the  lowering  cloud  dispelled  by  the  Pres- 
ident's recent  message.  He  did  not  believe  war  was 
contemplated  or  anticipated,  and  the  very  appropria- 
tions now  asked  for  justified  that  conclusion.  He  be- 
lieved, if  war  had  been  apprehended,  more  direct,  specific 
measures  would  long  ere  this  have  been  recommended. 
This  he  believed,  too,  in  view  of  the  admonition  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  [Mr. 
CAMBasLXHo]  yesterday,  that  he  would  put  this  country 
into  a  state  of  defence.  If  war  should  come,  Mr.  L. 
would  stand  by  his  country  to  the  last,  but  he  had  no 
anticipations  of  any  thing  but  peace  at  present.  He 
hoped  the  bill  would  pass  without  reduction. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  there  were  two  features  in  the  re- 
marks  of  the  honorable  member  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Kvekxtt]  which  excited  his  special  admiration.  1  al- 
lude now,  sir,  to  his  profound  love  of  economy  in  the 
expenditure  of  the  public  money,  and  to  his  frankness 
in  avowing  the  ultimate  purpose  which  he  has  in  view 
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in  oppoBing  the  particular  appropriation  now  before  the 
committee,  for  toe  nayy  yard  at  Portsmouth. 

But,  sir,  it  has  often  fallen  under  the  obserTation  of 
most  men,  that  those  who  set  up  for  great  economists  ki 
the  abstract  are  not  always  the  most  economical  in  fsct, 

.  when  they  come  to  the  application  or  practice  of  what 

.they  call  economy.  And  !  belicTe  (said  Mr.  S.)  that 
this  remark  will  be  found  particularly  true  in  relation 
to  that  class  of  expenditures  of  the  public  money  to 
which  the  honorable  member  from  Vermont  has  ever 
been  foremost  in  giving^  liis  most  liberal  support.  But 
of  this  by  and  by. 

The  gentleman  from  Vermont  avows  his  object  in  op- 
posing this  item  in  the  bill  for  the  Portsmouth  navy  yard 
to  be,  not  simply  to  defeat  this  appropriation,  but  to 
discontinue  and  abolish  the  yard  at  Portsmouth  entirely. 
And  what,  sir,  are  his  reasons  for  opposing  the  appro- 
priation itself?  Why,  the  Brst  reason  with  which  be 
sets  out  cannot  but  illustrate  to  every  member  of  this 
committee,  most  satisfactorily,  that  the  gentleman  has 

.  taken  but  a  one-sided  view  of  the  subject — ^that  he  looks 
but  one  way  in  relation  to  it.     He  says  there'  is  no  ne- 

.  cessity  for  building  up  and  keeping  in  repair  the  yard 
at   Portsmouth,   because  within  sixtv  miles  westward- 

.  ly,  that  is,  at  Charlestown,   Massachusetts,   the   Gov- 

.ernment  has  an  extensive  navy  yard  and  depot. 
Why,  sir,  if  the.  gentleman  had    but  looked  in    the 

.  other  direction,  he  would  have  at  once  seen  a  dis- 
tance of  three  hundred  miles  of  seacoast,  upon  the  east 
of  Portsmouth,  where  not  a  single  dollar  of  naval  prep- 
aration has  been  made  by  Goi'eniment  for  the  defence 
of  the  country  against  any  enemy,  if  it  be  an  argu- 
ment against  the  continued  existence  of  the  navy  yard 
at  Portsmouth,  that  another  yard  is  supported  within 
sixty  miles  on  the  west  of  it,  is  it  not  a  much  stronger 
argument  in  frvor  of  its  continmnce  at  Portmooth,  that 
no  other  navy  yard  or  depot  has  been  provided  by  Gov- 
ernment for  the  wide  distance  of  three  hundred  miles 
on  the  east  of  it?    If  it  be  true,  sir,  that  the  absence  of 

.  all  naval  preparation  by  the  Government  through  the 
whole  extent  east  of  Portsmouth  is  the  result  of  neces- 
sity, and  from  the  want  of  suitable  waters  for  the  pur- 
pose on  that  seacoast,  or  thst  it  is  the  result  of  other 
sufficient  causes,  it  is  equally  obvious  that  the  nearest 

.  point  that  .you  can  approach  to  that  unprotected  coast 

.  is  the  most  suitable  point  for  such  a  provision  of  Gov- 

.  ernment  as  is  in  question.  With  this  understanding  of 
localities,  no- j^entleroan,  as  it  seems  to  me,  should  think 
of  discontinuing  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth  under  any 
circumstances. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  urges  other  reasons 
in  opposition  to  this  appropriation,  and  perhaps  they 
are  equally  cogent  with  that  to  which  I  have  just  ad- 
verted.    He  ssys  the  appropriation  ought  not  to  be 

.  made,  because  the  Government  has  appropriated,  or  is 
about  appropriating,  some  million  or  more  of  dollars  to 
erect  a  custom-house  in  the  city  of  New  York;  and  be- 
cause, forsooth,  the  Government  appropriated  some 
considerable  amount — I  know  not  how  much,  but  proba- 
bly an  extravagant  sum^to  construct  a  bridge  across 
the  Potomac  river.  Sir,  there  is  no  doubt  a  very  stri- 
king connexion  between  these  subjects  and  the  na¥y 
yard  at  Portsmouth,  in  the  mind  of  the  gentleman  from 
Vermont,  although  1  confess  I  am  totally  unable  to  per- 
ceive it. 

[Mr.  EvxasTT  asked  leave  to  explain.  He  said  the 
gentleman  from  Maine  had  misunderstood  his  remarks. 
That  he  alluded  to  the  expenditures  relative  to  the  cus- 
tom-house at  New  York,  and  the  Potomac  bridge,  as 
cases  in  which  the  acts  of  appropriation  prescribed  no 
plan  of  the  works  to  be  constructed.  The  same  objec- 
tion, said  he,  applies  to  the  appropriation  now  proposed 

.  at  Portsmouth.    We  want  evidence  of  its  neceseity.] 
Vol,  XII.— 158 


Mr.  Smith  proceeded.  I  am  happy  to  take  the  ex- 
planations of  the  gentleman.  But  how  is  his  argument 
relieved  by  it?  Have  we  not  evidence  before  us  of  the 
necessity  and  p  ropriety  of  this  appropriation  >  The  hon- 
orable member  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Libtcoibt]  has 
already  adverted  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Secreta- 
ry of  the  Navy  upon  the  subject;  and  also  to  that  of  the 
board  of  navy  commissioners.  Yet  another  document 
from  the  board  of  navy  commissioners  pronounees,  in 
so  many  words,  this  class  of  works,  at  the  navy  yards 
mentioned  in  the  document,  including  the  one  at  PoKs- 
mouth,  as  among  the  "  most  important"  of  the  Govern- 
ment's works.  Besides  these  recommendatiojis  from 
the  board  of  navy  commismoners,  backed  by  the  rec- 
ommendation of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  you  have 
also  the  report  of  a  committee  of  this  House,  reiterating 
the  same  recommendation.  And  yet  the  gentleman 
says,  we  have  no  information,  we  have  not  sufficient  in- 
formation to  show  the  propriety  of  this  appropriation! 
Why,  sir,  what  other  information  would  the  gentle- 
man have  than  this  accumulation  of  it  in  the  printed 
documents  upon  this  table,  and  from  the  appropriate 
sources?  He  says  it  is  impossible  for  all  the  members 
of  the  House  to  understand  the  necessity  of  the  work. 
But,  sir,  it  is  not  impossible,  if  he  will  but  make  the 
effort.  If  he  be  not  negligent  of  the  opportunity  given 
him  to  understand  it,  or  blinded  by  prejudice  against 
every  recommendation  that  emanates  from  the  heads  of 
Departments,  he  can  fully  understand  the  propriety  of 
tvwy  recommendation  made.  If  he  suspects  their  pro- 
priety or  expediency,  and  the  recommendations  of  the 
appropriate  officers,  he  can,  at  very  little  trouble,  possess 
himself  of  their  wliole  merits;  and  unless  he  chooses  to  do 
this,  with  all  due  respect  to  the  gentleman  from  Vermont 
be  it  said,  he  cannot,  with  propriety*  complain,  or  object, 
that  lie  has  not  sufficient  authority  for  the  appropriation. 

I  maintain,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  have  all  the  neces- 
sary information  to  not  only  justify,  but  to  require,  this 
appropriation.  We  have  all  that  is  usual,  and  all  that 
ought  to  be  desired,  unless  we  are  also  actuated  by  the 
ulterior  purpose  avowed  by  the  gentleman  from  Ver- 
mont, of  destroying  and  abolishing  entirely  the  navy  yard 
at  Portsmouth— a  purpose  which  I  apprehend  very  few 
members  of  this  committee  are  disposed  to  entertsin. 
Look  at  the  question  in  point  of  economy,  and  how  will 
the  case  stand?  Is  it  not  good  economy  to  construct 
sheds  and 'docks  at  our  navy  yards,  to  preserve  the  prop- 
erty of  the  Government  that  necessarily  accumulatea 
there?  The  gentleman  from  Vermont  is  himself,  I  be- 
lieve, an  agriculturist,  or  if  not,  the  region  he  repre- 
sents upon  this  floor  is  made  up  of  agriculturists.  ^  I 
would  ask  him,  what  would  be,  what  must  be,  his  opin- 
ion of  the  individual  who  is  in  the  management  of  an 
extensive  farm,  requiring  an  extensive  body  of  imple- 
ments and  materials,  and  who  totally  neglects  to  make 
preparation  of  suiuble  sheds  and  buildingrs  for  the  pro- 
tection and  preservation  of  them  from  the  elements  that 
destroy  them — f^om  rain,  snow,  dampness,  and  decay  ? 
Would  you,  sir,  would  that  gentleman,  pronounce  such  a 
man  a  good  husbandman,  a  prudent  sgricuhurist?  Would 
he  say  such  a  man  was  practising  upon  principles  of  econ- 
omy? It  cannot  be.  Well,  sir,  apply  the  same  reason- 
ing to  your  Government.  It  necessaiily  engages  an  ex- 
tensive navy;  it  must  maintain  naval  depots  at  different 
points.  Vast  amounts  of  property,  in  a  wrought  and  in 
an  unwrought  condition,  are  necessarily  accumulated 
there.  And  is  it  not  economy  in  the  Government  to 
construct,  at  such  points,  the  sheds  and  docks  by  which 
alone  we  can  hope  to  preserve  the  property  thus  accu- 
mulated from  the  action  of  the  elements  that  destroy  it, 
that  it  may  be  ready  for  the  service  of  the  Government 
on  any  emergency?  It  would  be  neglect  and  waste  not 
to  make  such  preparation. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2515 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


2516 


n.  Of  ti.] 


Naval  Appropriation  £ilL 


[Pkb/«10»  1836. 


The  question  that  mione  remains  is,  are  tlie  appropria- 
tions proposed— #18,000  for  timber  slieds,  $95,000  for 
mast  and  boat  luiuse,  $30,000  for  a  timber  dock,  and 
#4^000  for  repairs—proportioned  to  tlie  character  of  the 
works  needed?  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  LiKcoui]  has  well  said  that,  before  objection  be 
made  to  these  propositions,  regard  ought  to  be  had  to 
the  nature  of  the  works  designed.  They  are  proposed 
to  Iw  permanent  and  durable  works,  and  not  to  be  con- 
atnicted  of  materials  and  afVer  the  fashion  of  many  of  that 
•chss  of  works  for  which  the  honorable  member  from 
Vermont  has  invariably  voted  most  liberally  to  support — 
works  of  internal  improvement,  in  harbors  and  rivers, 
of  which  the  first  parts  constructed  have  actually,  in  nu- 
merous instances,  fnllen  into  decay  and  ruin  before  the 
other  parts  were  completed.  It  is  not  such  a  kind  of 
economy  ss  the  gentleman's  favorite  works  have  l>een 
conducted  upon  that  is  dengned  to  be  applied  in  the 
construction  of  the  navy  buildings  at  Portsmouth.  The 
•works  are  to  be  permsment  and  durable— of  lasting  ma- 
terials)  and  if  they  should  cost  more  in  the  outset,  they 
are  designed  to  be  cheapest  in  the  result. 

But,  sir,  we  hear  the  cry  of  wAr  sounded  upon  this 
subject,  and  with  what  view  I  can  scarcely  conceive. 
War,  and  war  measures,  and  war  appropriations,  appear 
to  have*  in  the  estimation  of  some  gentlemen,  an  intimate 
connexion  with  almost  every  proposition  that  comes  be- 
fore the  House  at  the  present  session.    No  proposition, 
'  however  trivial,  no  appropriation,  however  small,  comes 
up,  which  does  not  seem  to  partake  of  war  in  some  way. 
This  panic  jippears  to  be  very  much  of  the  character 
with  that  which  pervaded  the  British  nation  subsequent 
to  the  French  Revolution.    Nothing  could  occur  there, 
nothing  could  be  proposed,  at  all  out  of  the  common 
course,  either  in  public  or  private  circles,  though  it  were 
.that  a  letter  was  discovered  to  have  two  seals  instead  of 
one,-  which  did  not  excite  alarm  at  once,  as  partaking  in 
some  way  of  French  influence,  or  having  some  connexion 
with  the  French  Revolution!     Sir,  I  see  no  war  measure 
in  the  proposed  appropriations  for  the  navy  yard  at  Ports- 
mouth.   It  is  a  work  of  economy,  of  expediency,  and  of 
necessity.     The  idea  of  rejecting  it,  with  a  view  of  dis- 
continuing the  navy  yard  at  that  place,  cannot,  I  trust, 
influence  any  considerable  portion  of  this  committee.    It 
wotild  be,  in  my  estimation,  the  extreme  of  folly  in  the 
Government  to  forego  the  privileges  which  that  yard 
combines,  the  facilities  which  that  harbor  furnishes  for 
ship-building.     In  no  place  of  the  Union  is  ship-building 
carried  on  with  higher  reputation  than  at  Portsmouth. 
The  best,  or  among  t^e  best,  vessels  that  float  upon  the 
ocean  were  constructed  at  Portsmouth i    and  the  facil- 
ities of  the  Government  for  the  purposes  of  a  navy  yard 
of  certain  magnitude  at  Portsmouth  are  unsurpassed  at 
any  other  point  of  our  seacoast,  from  one  end  to  the 
other  of  the  Union.     And  I  trust  that  the  item  of  the 
•bill  now  before  the  committee  will  not  be  stricken  out, 
with  a  view  to  delay  the  construction  of  the  necessary 
buildings,  and  much  less  with  a  view  to  discontinue  the 
navy  yard  at  Portsmouth.    It  would  not  only  be  bad 
economy  to  do  so,  but  a  direct  and  serious  injury  to  the 
public  service. 

Mr.  JENIFER  thought  the  estimates  of  the  proper 
Department,  sustained  as  they  were  by  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  were  sufficient,  in  the  absence  of 
any  evidence  against  their  proprieiy,  to  justify  him  to 
vote  for  all  these  appropriations.  He  was  entirely  op- 
posed to  the  proposed  reduction,  whether  with  reference 
to  war  or  peace;  though  Mr.  J.  did  not  consider  war  to 
be  at  all  improbable  {  for  the  acceptance  of  the  mediation 
of  England  was  so  conditional  that  no  one  could  say  what 
would  be  the  result,  though  he,  from  his  htari,  hoped 
such  a  crisis  would  be  averted. 
Mr.  WISE  wished  to  make  known  a  fact  of  which 


the  House  was  uninformed.  A  communication  had  been 
made  f^om  the  Navy  Department  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs,  some  days  or  a  week  ago,  recommendlni^ 
a  large  appropriation  in  reference  to  opr  present  foreign 
relations.  That  committee  had  ordered  this  communi- 
cation to  be  reported  to  the  House;  and  it  woithl  be 
done,  doubtless,  as  soon  as  the  chairman  had  an  oppor- 
tunity. That  communication  expressly  stated,  that  when 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  made  his  recommendation,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  session,  for  an  increase  of 
two  frigates  and  three  sloops  of  war,  be  made  it  solely 
with  a  view  to  a  peace  establishment.  He  now  recom- 
mended an  increase  of  appropriations  to  the  enormous 
sum  of  $6,337,000. 

Mr.  W.  supported  the  motion  of  Mr.  Bsii,  and  drew 
a  contraat  between  the  sums  expended  on  the  east  and 
those  on  the  south  coast,  and  condemned  the  whole 
policy  of  the  Government  in  constructing  navy  yards 
near  the  large  cities.  There  was  not  a  nngle  navy  yard 
in  the  country  but  what  was  defenceless.  He  was  op- 
posed to  the  item  under  consideration,  and  said  that, 
while  so  large  a  sum  was  proposed  for  Portsmouth  navy 
yard,  which  was  not  necessary,  Charleston,  South  Caro- 
lina, would  require  at  least  $250,000,  and  Penascola 
$500,000,  to  put  them  in  a  fit  condition.  With  regard 
to  war,  it  was  not  a  war  with  France,  with  Louis  Phil- 
lip pe,  but  it  was  a  war  on  our  own  public  Treasury. 

Mr.  CUSHMAN  said  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth  was 
not  only  one  of  the  oldest  in  the  country,  but  one  of  the 
most  important  for  its  locality.  It  was  approachable  at 
all  seasons  of  the  year,  which  was  not  the  ease  of  any  one 
yard  north  of  the  Potomac.  Even  from  four  to  six 
weeks,  in  the  winter,  Boston  harbor  was  frozen  up, 
while  there  was  not  a  day  in  the  whole  year  that  ships 
could  not  enter  Portsmouth. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENQ  said  he  had  made  application  at 
the  proper  Department  to  ascertain  whether  the  appro- 
priations for  the  yard  at  Portsmouth  were  necessary,  and 
bad  ascertained  that  the  estimate  submitted  by  the  naval 
officer  of  that  station  was  one  hundred  and  eleven  thou- 
sand dollars,  which  the  navy  commissioners  had  redueed 
to  sixty-seven  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  JARYIS  said  that  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth 
had  been  long  in  existence,  and  was  a  very  important 
one.  In  consequence  of  its  situation,  it  was  to  be  ap- 
proached at  all  seasons  of  the  year.  Efforts  had  hereto- 
fore been  made  to  abolish  that  station,  which  proved  un- 
successful for  that  very  reason.  One  argument  made  use 
of  against  these  appropriations  was  that  gentlemen  could 
not  depend  on  the  estimates  submitted  by  the  Depart- 
ments. He  thought  those  estimates  were  to  be  relied 
on,  because  they  came  through  the  hands  of  persons  of 
long  experience.  In  the  first  place,  the  estimates  were 
submitted  by  the  commanders  of  those  stations,  «ho  are 
always  old  and  experienced  officers,  to  the  navy  com- 
missioners. Then  it  was  the  duty  of  the  commissioners 
to  visit  those  stations  yearly,  to  ascertain  whether  those 
estimates  were  correct;  and,  if  so,  to  concur  in  them. 
They  were  then  laid  before  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
and  had  to  pass  his  inspection,  and  from  him  they  came 
to  the  House.  Another  objection  to  the  appropriation 
was^  that  there  was  an  unexpended  balance  in  the  Treas- 
ury. Mr.  J .  said  there  must  necessarily  be  a  balance 
in  the  Treasury  on  the  1st  of  December;  otherwise 
there  would  have  to  be  a  auspension  of  operations  in  the 
navy  yards  between  that  time  and  the  time  that  our 
appropriations  would  be  available. 

Mr.  BELL  had,  in  the  first  instance,  risen  to  pro- 
pound an  inquiry,  whether  this  appropriation  was  ne- 
cessary or  not,  without  going  into  the  general  question; 
for  on  that  he  would  tike  the.  very  authorities  ad- 
duced by  gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  which  went  to 
demonstrate  that  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth  ought  to 
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be  abolished  altogether.  He  had  not  got  a  specific  an- 
swer to  his  inquiry.  But  with  regard  to  the  general 
question,  the  propriety  of  having  seven  navy  yards,  it 
was  generally  admitted,  by  competent  officers,  that  a 
single  station  was  better.  England,  with  her  thousand 
ahips  of  war,  had  but  two  naval  stations,  by  which  means 
she  was  enabled  to  concentrate  the  beat  talent,  and  to 
cariy  on  her  works  with  more  vigor.  He  had  made  the 
motion  he  had  to  test  the  sense  of  the  House,  and  see 
whether  or  not,  with  a  view  to  a  probable  contingen- 
cy, they  were  inclined  to  dispense  with  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  unnecessary  buildings.  He  could  not  him- 
self conceive  them  to  be  necessary.  He  could  not  see 
the  necessity  of  erecting  a  timber  shed  to  preserve  the 
accumulated  timber  in  the  yard.  But  it  was  not  so 
much  into  this  inquiry  he  wished  to  ^^  a^  whether  or 
not  some  part  of  these  large  appropriations  might  not 
be  wisely  and  prudently  dispensed  with  during  the 
present  year.  He  intended  to  apply  the  same  principle 
to  tYtty  part  of  this  bill,  to  an  amount  of  three  or  four 
hundred  thousand.  Mr.  B.  referred  to  the  unexpended 
balances,  and  said  it  appeared  that  the  estimates  of  the 
Navy  Department  had  been  made  Without  reference  to 
those  unexpended  balances  made  for  the  same  objects 
last  year. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  would  inform  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  that,  on  the  Ist  of  December,  the  whole 
of  the  unexpended  balance  remaining  on  hand  was 
$135,000,  the  whole  of  which  would  probably  be  ex- 
pended before  this  bill  passed  both'  Houses.  The  ar- 
gument of  the  gentleman,  that  only  two  navy  yards  ex- 
isted in  England,  would,  if  carried  out,  create  at  least 
thirty  on  our  three  thousand  miles  of  coast  i  Plymouth 
and  Portsmouth,  in  England,  being  only  one  hundred 
and  htly  miles  apart.  Mr.  C.  agreed  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia,  that  the  southern  coast  had  been  neg- 
lected,  and  he  would  cheerfully  go  with  the  gentleman 
from  Florida  to  increase  the  appropriation  for  Pensa- 
cola. 

Mr.  PEARCE,  of  Rhode  Island,  then  moved  that  the 
committee  rise;  agreed  to:  Ayes  83,  noes  48. 

The  committee  accordingly  rose,  reported  progress, 
and  asked  leave  to  sit  againi  and,  on  motion,' 
.    Tne  House  adjourned. 


Tbussdat,  Fsbbvast  11. 
PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  following  resolution,  heretofore  submitted  by  Mr. 
Yirrov,  was,  by  consent,  taken  up: 

^  i?efo/oe<i^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  communicate  to  this  House  any  information  in  his 
possession  of  frauds  or  fraudulent  praeticei^  under  the 
existing  pre-emption  laws;  and  that  he  also  inform  the 
House  what  has  been  the  eflTect  of  the  pre-emption  laws 
now  in  force,  or  heretofore  passed,  upon  the  sales  of 
the  public  lands,  and  upon  that  branch  of  the  public 
revenue." 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Louisiana,  offered  the  following 
amendment,  which  was  accepted  as  a  modification  by 
Mr.  Vistoh: 

Also»  the  quantity  of  land  entered  or  purchased  in  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  under  the  pre-emption  law  approv- 
ed the  19th  June,  1834,  deaipiating  the  quantity  entered 
or  purchased  in  each  land  district,  and  the  quantity  en- 
tered as  floats  in  each  district,  under  the  several  sections 
of  the  pre-emption  law  approved  May  39,  1830,  revised 
by  the  pre-emption  law  of  June  19,  1834;  together  with 
copies  of  all  documents  and  papers  on  file  in  the 
Department  relating  to  the  official  conduct  of  the  late 
register  of  the  land  office  and  receiver  of  public  moneya 
at  Ope lousas,  in  the  aforesaid  State,  or  either  of  them; 


also,  copies  of  all  letters  written  by  the  late  Commis- 
sioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  and  Gideon  Fits, 
Esq.,  formerly  register  of  the  land  office  at  Mount  Salus 
or  Clinton,  in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  upon  the  subject 
of  allowing  pre-emption  on  floats,  under  the  second  sec- 
tion of  the  pre-emption  law  approved  May  39,  1830{ 
together  with  copies  of  all  the  instructions  that  have 
been  given  to  the  registers  of  land  offices  and  receivers 
of  publie  moneys,  for  their  government  in  executing 
the  preemption  Uws  of  May,  39, 1830,  and  the  19th 
June,  1834. 

Mr.  VINTON  further  modified  his  resolution  by  adding 
the  following: 

^  Also,  that  he  communicate  to  the  House  any  informa- 
tion in  his  possession  respecting  combinations  of  per- 
sons, bv  force  or  otherwise,  to  prevent  or  obstruct  the 
sales  of  the  public  land,  either  at  public  sale  or  private 
entry. 

Mr.  BOON  moved  to  strike  out  so  much  of  the  reso- 
lution as  called  for  the  *<  opinion"  of  the  head  of  the 
Department.  Mr.  B.  was  willing  to  vote  for  any  re- 
quisition for  information,  but  was  decidedly  opposed  to 
asking  the  opinion  of  that  officer. 

Mr.  VINTON  had  no  objection  to  modify  that  clause 
so  as  to  inauire  of  the  Department  what  had  been  the 
••  effect"  of  the  pre-emption  laws. 

Mr.  BOON  assented;  and  after  a  few  remarks  from  Mr. 
HOWARD,  the  resolution,  as  modified,  was  agreed,  to. 

FRENCH  AFFAIRS. 

The  following  resolution,  heretofore  offered  by  Mr. 
Masov,  of  Virginis,  was  taken  up: 

*'Jtetohedt  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  this  Hotise  a  statement 
showing  the  amount  of  duties  received  into  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  on  wines  and  silks,  of  the  produc- 
tion of  France,  aince  the  passage  of  the  act  entitled 
*  An  act  to  carry  into  effect  the  convention  between  the 
United  SUtes  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  French,' 
concluded  at  Paris  on  the  4th  of  July,  1831,  approveil 
13th  July,  1833;  and  the  amount  of  duties  which  would 
have  been  chargeable  on  the  same  importations  under  the 
revenue  laws  as  they  existed  at  the  time  of  the  paaia^  of 
that  act,  with  the  amount  of  importations  of  those  articles 
in  each  year,  for  five  years  past;  that  he  be  also  re- 
(luested  to  communicate  to  this  House  a  statement  show- 
ing, in  analytical  form,  the  awards  made  b^  the  commis- 
sioners who  acted  under  the  act  aforesaid,  in  execu- 
tion of  the  said  convention,  their  amount,  the  several 
classes  or  categories  in  which  they  are  arransed,  and 
the  amount  of  the  awards  belonging  to  each  clasib  and 
the  persons  and  companies,  and  the  sums  awarded  to 
each." 

Mr.  ADAMS  moved  as  an  amendment  the  following 
resolution,  heretofore  offered  by  him: 

Aeas/nerf,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
also  requested  to  communicate  to  this  House,  if  not  incom- 
patible with  the  public  interest,  a  copy  and  tranalation  of 
the  act  qf  the  Legislative  Chambers  of  France,  making 
appropriations  for  carrying  into  effeot  the  indemnity  stip- 
ulated for  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  by 
the  treaty  of  4th  of  July,  1831t  and,  also,  copies  of  all  the 
communications  from  the  French  Qovemment,  and 
their  representatives  in  the  United  States,  in  relation  to 
the  execution  of  that  treaty,  in  the  French  language. 

Mr.  EVANS  moved,  as  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment, the  followingi  which  was  s^^ed  to: 

And,  also,  to  communicate,  if  it  be,  in  his  opMdn, 
compatible  with  the  public  interest,  so  much  of  the 
several  letters  of  Mr.  Livingston,  addresKd  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  SUte,  of  October  4^  1833,  of  November  33, 
1834^  of  December  6, 1834^  and  of  Deee«ber  S3, 1834^ 
as  have  not  been  heretofore  communicated  to  Congress; 
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and,  also,  the  enclosure  refierred  to  in  the  letter  of  October 
4, 1833;  and*  also,  so  much  of  the  instructions  to  Mr.  Liv- 
ingston, on  his  appointment  as  minister  to  France,  as  re- 
lates to  the  execution  of  the  treaty  of  July  4^  1831. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
resolution  as  amended  was  adopted. 

INDIAN  AFFAIRS. 
The  following  message  was  received  from  tlie  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  SUtet: 

7b  tht  House  of  Reprewktaiita: 

I  transmit  herewith  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
War,  with  copies  of  so  much  of  the  correspondence  re- 
lating to  Indian  affairs,  called  for  by  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  January  33,  1835,  as  can  be  furnished  by 
that  Department.  I  transmit,  also,  a  report  on  the  same 
subject  from  the  Treasury  Department,  from  which  it 
appears  that,  without  a  special  appropriation,  or  the  sus- 
pension, for  a  considerable  period,  of  much  of  the  urgent 
and  current  business  of  the  General  Land  Office,  it 
•  impracticable  to  tske  copies  of  all  the  papers  de- 
scribed in  the  resolution.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  subject  is  again  respectfully  submitted  to  the  consid- 
eration of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

WASHiveTOV,  February  10,  1836. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  McCAKTY,  the  mesisge  was  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  and  the  report 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

NAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  House  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG, 
resolved  itself  into  a  COnunittee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  Mr.  Millsb  in  the  chair. 

The  committee  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  year 
1836.  The  question  pending  was  the  proposed  amend- 
ment of  Mr.  Bsu,  to  reduce  the  appropriation  for  the 
improvement  and  necessary  repairs  of  the  navy  yard  at 
PoHsmouth,  New  Hampshure,  from  $67,000  to  #33,500. 

Mr.  PEARCE,  of  Rhode  Island,  addressed  the  House 
at  length  on  the  whole  system  of  our  navy  yards.  He 
was  in  fivor  of  the  proposed  item  as  It  stood,  although 
the  whole  system  required  revision,  >nd  he  believed 
some  of  them  ought  to  be  abolished  entirely,  and  new 
sites  chosen  for  others.  The  sum  of  $67,000,  proposed 
for  the  navy  yard  at  Portsmouth,  without  reference  even 
to  its  permanency,  was  by  no  meana  extravsgant  or  im- 
moderate. He  also  replied  to  the  remarks  of  ihe  gen- 
tleman from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Bell,]  and  contended 
that,  whether  the  appropriation  be  proposed  with  refer- 
ence to  war  or  peace,  it  should  pass.  He  then  w'ent  at 
brge  into  the  whole  subject,  and  detailed  various  ac- 
tions and  encounters,  to  prove  that  New  York  harbor 
was  not  such  a  place  of  ingress  and  egress  as  Justified 
the  establishment  originally,  or  the  nsaintenance  now,  of 
a  naval  depot  there.  He  also  read  various  extracts  in 
reference  to  the  same  subject,  and  cited  a  lar^e  mass  of 
documentary  evidence,  reports,  and  papers,  for  the  purw 
pose  of  showing  that  Narraganset  bay  possessed  greater 
natural  advantaees  for  such  an  establishment  than  any 
other  place  in  the  United  States,  contrasting  it  with  the 
disadvantages  of  Boston  and  Brooklyn.  He  likewise 
went  into  numerous  statements  to  prove  that  the  money 
expended  on  those  two  places  was  thrown  away,  and 
cited  the  reports  and  opinions  of  various  engineers  and 
others,  who  were  competent  judges,  in  support  of  his 
argument. 

Mr.  CUSHING  said:  It  baa  been  my  intention  to 
address  the  committee  at  a  proper  time,  in  behalf  of  the 
general  meriu  of  this  bill;  but  I  am  diverted  from  that 
object,  for  the  present,  by  the  new  turn  given  to  the 
debate  in  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from   Rhode 


Island,  [Mr.  Piascb.]  That  gentleman  rose,  profesKd- 
ly,  to  show  the  peculiar  fitness  of  some  spot  in  Narraganset 
bay^to  be  the  site  of  one  of  our  naval  stations.  He  hav 
submitted  no  motion,  however,  to  amend  the  bill  i«  thit 
respect,  and  his  remarks  are  not  strictly  applicable  to  the 
question  pending  before  the  committee.  Most  of  what 
he  has  said  consisted  of  objections  to  the  present  nayy 
yards,  to  their  numbers  and  their  locality,  and  especially 
the  naval  depots  at  Washington,  Philadelphia,  Brooklyn, 
and  Charlestown.  He  has  presented  a  pUuaible  case 
with  some  force  of  argument,  and  I  rise  to  reply  to  what 
he  baa  said,  at  least  so  far  as  regards  the  navy  yard  at 
Charlestown. 

His  whole  argument  proceeds  upon  the  assumption 
that  the  only  point  to  be  regarded,  m  selecting  the  site 
for  a  navy  yard,  is  the  nature  of  the  harbor.  Its  depth  of 
water,  and  accessibility  to  or  from  the  sea.  These,  of 
course,  are  important  considerations;  but  they  are  not 
exclusively  important,  since  there  are  other  things  alike 
essential  to  the  usefulness  and  value  of  a  naval  station 
and  tometimes  even  of  more  consequence  than  mere 
superiority  of  harbor. 

What,  then,  are  the  great  leading  considerations  to  be 
kept  in  view  in  the  formation  of  naval  dep'its  for  such  a 
country  as  the  United  States^ 

In  the  first  place,  I  admit,  of  course,  that  a  roadstead 
of  more  or  less  capacity  and  convenience  of  access,  or, 
in  the  language  of  the  navy  commissioners,  **a  safe  and 
eonunodious  harbor,  with  sufficient  depth  of  water,  easy 
of  ingress  and  egress,*'  is  essential,  under  qoalification 
of  the  facts  which  I  shall  hereafter  state. 

In  the  second  place,  it  is  desirable,  other  things 
being  equal,  that  a  naval  station  should  have  near  at 
hand  a  large  settled  population.  This  is  important  rn 
reference  to  the  seamen  and  laborers  needed,  who,  if 
they  be  not  drawn  from  the  neighborhood,  must  be  ob- 
tained elsewhere  at  an  enhanced  cost,  and  numbera 
of  whom  are  liable  to  be  required  on  sadden  emer- 
gencies and  short  notice.  It  is  yet  more  important  in 
another  point  of  view.  If  you  place  a  naval  depot  in  a 
spot  removed  from  population,  you  must  construct  fo^ 
it  special  military  defences,  and  establish  in  it  a  garriaon 
of  strengh  proportioned  to  the  consequence  of  the  sta- 
tion and  the  value  of  the  public  property  collected  there: 
whereas,  if  it  be  located  in  the  centre  of  a  dense  popu- 
lation, that  population  will  have  military  defences  on  ita 
own  account,  and  may  be  in  part  relied  upon  to  repel 
the  attack  of  invading  enemies. 

In  the  third  place,  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  the  con- 
struction and  reparation  of  ships  of  war  is  a  species  of 
manufacture.  U,  indeed,  we  consider  the  great  variety 
of  materials  combined  in  its  construction,  the  cooi- 
plicated  process  of  art  necessary  to  the  perfection  and 
union  of  those  materials,  and  the  stupendous  capabilities 
and  powers  of  the  machine  itself,  we  bhall  find,  1  think, 
that  a  ship  of  war  is  the  most  complete  and  remarkable  of 
all  the  fabrics  of  human  in^nuity.  The  manufacture 
of  it  is  by  means  of  mechanic  art,  aided  by  commerce  in 
the  collection  of  materialsi  and  it  will  flourish  under  the 
same  circumstances  which  promote  the  success  of  other 
mechanic  arts  associated  with  maritime  trade.  Of 
course  it  is  desirable,  in  the  location  of  a  navy  yard,  to 
pay  some  regard  to  these  circumstances. 

Lastly,  it  is  not  less  important  to  have  attention  to 
the  geographical  configuration  of  a  country,  its  extent, 
the  relative  situation  of  the  various  ports,  and  the  locality 
of  its  business  and  population. 

Now,  apply  these  general  principles,  by  way  of  tebt, 
to  the  arguments  of  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island. 

Doubtless  it  is  true  that  Narraganset  bay  affords  ^n 
excellent  roadstead,  accessible  at  all  seasons,  of  great 
capaciousness,  well  sheltered,  and  otherwise  fitted  t^ 
nature  to  form  a  naval  station.    I  shall  not  dispute  this. 
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And  if  this  had  been  the  only  faet  proper  to  be  consid- 
ered, in  the  location  of  the  seven  nayal  depots  upon  our 
naritime  frontier,  it  is  possible  enoufi^h  that  there  would 
or  oug^ht  to  have  been  a  nayy  yard  m  Narraganset  bay: 
still,  I  utterly  deny  the  conclusion  that,  because  this  har- 
bor possesses  great  natural  advantages,  there  should  be 
no  naval  station  at  Charlestown,  or  that  the  public  works 
in  that  place  should  be  abandoned  for  the  sake  of  trans- 
ferring its  business  to  Newport. 

All  the  objections  which  the  gentleman  urges  against 
the  location  of  a  naval  depot  at  Charlestown  consist 
of  alleged  defects  in  the  harbor  of  Boston.  I  shall 
not  go  into  these  objections  minutely.  That  harbor  has 
its  advantages  and  disadvantages.  The  advantages  are 
such  as  to  afford  ample  accomodation  to  the  vast  and  in- 
creasing commerce  of  that  flourishing  city,  and.to  place 
it  hie h  in  the  list  of  the  best  ports  of  the  country.  The 
gentleman  says  it  is  occasionally  obstructed  by  ice;  but 
be  knows  perfectly  well  that  but  few  days  in  the  year 
occur,  when  there  is  any  such  accumulation  of  ice  as  to 
prevent  the  largest  vessels  from  entering  and  sailing  up 
to  the  inner  harbor,  in  front  of  the  very  wharves.  In- 
'  stead  of  being  four  or  six  weeks  in  each  winter,  as  sta- 
ted the  other  day  by  a  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire, 
[Mr.  CusHKAH,]  I  doubt  whether  it  averages  so  many 
days.  Possibly  it  may  have  happened,  as  alleged  by  the 
gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  that  in  some  peculiar  po- 
sition, or  state  of  tide  or  weather,  a  man-of-war,  in  warp- 
ing around,  has  touched;  but  it  is  perfectly  notorious  to 
that  gentleman,  and  to  all  the  world,  that  there  is  no 
want  of  safe  and  abundant  anchorage  in  Boston  liarbor 
for  any  squadron  of  ours,  wliich  may  repair  thither  for 
shelter  or  refitting,  in  peace  or  in  war. 

The  gentleman  seems  to  think  that  the  establishment 
of  a  navy  yard  in  Massachusetts,  as  in  New  York  and 
New  Hampshire,  is  a  consequence  of  the  fact  that  each 
of  those  States  has  had  a  citizen  of  its  owif  at  the  head 
of  the  Navy  Department.  If  such  effects  flow  from  such 
causes,  there  may  yet  be  a  navy  yard  in  Narraj^nset 
bay;  since,  for  aught  I  know,  the  gentleman  himself, 
who  seems  familiar  with  these  subjects,  is  destined  to  be 
a  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  However  this  may  be,  the  gen- 
tleman knows  full  well  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  naval  station  at  Charlestown  was  by  no 
manner  of  means  the  efi*ect  of  mere  personal  favoritism. 
It  is  to  be  traced  to  higher  and  better  causes.  It  was 
the  necessary  consequence  of  the  natural  fitness  of 
the  spot,  and  of  the  intelligence,  wealth,  industry,  and 
wide-spreading  commercial  enterprise,  which  have  stud- 
ded Massachusetts  bay  with  populous  communities,  pos- 
sessing previously  the  arts  and  resources,  and  drawing 
together  the  stores  and  materials  needful  to  the  useful- 
ness of  a  great  naval  station;  which  advantages^  natu- 
ral and  acquired,  caused  it  to  be  designated,  by  persons 
of  the  utmost  weight  of  authority,  wholly  without  local 
biases  in  its  favor,  as  the  great  naval  arsenal  of  the  North. 

If  the  United  States  could  be  created  by  us  at  will:  if 
this  continent  were  a  mere  tabula  rasOf  on  which  to  map 
out  States  and  cities  with  exclusive  reference  to  consid- 
erations of  geographical  position;  if  the  shores  of  the 
Atlantic  were,  at  this  day,  an  unpeopled  waste,  to  be 
covered  at  a  word  by  the  millions  who  now  dwell  here; 
then  indeed  there  might  be  pertinency  and  force  in  the 
arguments  of  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island .  But  it  is 
not  so.  We  have,  it  is  true,  much  power  to  draw  popula- 
tion and  business  to  selected  points  possessed  of  great  nat- 
ural advantages;  but  there  are  limits  to  this  power.  Even 
we,  with  all  our  immense  unsettled  territory,  must,  to  a 
certain  extent,  take  the  world  as  we  find  it,  and  make 
the  best  of  existing  circumstances.  Signal  examples 
will  recur  to  the  mind  of  every  gentleman,  of  great  and 
populous  cities,  which  have  grown  up  in  the  progress  of 
eventsy  and  which  it  is  now  seen  might  have  been  loca-' 


ted  more  advantageously  in  some  different  spot.  Stilt 
it  would  be  mere  madness  to  attempt  to  remove  such  a 
city  to  this  or  that  neighboring  locality.  Population, 
buildings,  business,  have  become  fixed,  and  upon  them 
it  is  natural  that  incidental  advahtagesy  of  a  political  char- 
acter, should  attend. 

Boston  is  great,  net  exclusively  because  of  its  local 
situation,  but  also  because  of  the  principles  of  liberty 
and  the  energy  of  character  which  the  pilgrim  seCtlertf 
of  New  England  brought  with  them  from  Britain;  be-* 
cause  of  the  industrious  population  gathered  gradually, 
along  with  the  general  improvement  of  the  country  and 
of  its  institutions,  upon  and  around  the  tin»>honored 
heights  of  Tri-raount.  I  am  not  a  native  of  Boston;  I 
do  not  reside  in  it;  but  I  should  be  wanting  in  doty  tcr 
my  State,  if  I  biled  to  bear  witness,  here  and  every 
where,  to  the  energetic  spirit,  the  moral,  religious,  and 
intellectual  cultivation,  the  comprehensive  intelligence 
of  enterprise,  the  munificent  liberality  of  temper,  and 
the  inborn  k>ve  of  well-ordered  freedom,  which  distin* 
guish  the  inhabitants  of  that  city  and  of  its  environs. 
These  circumstances,  added  to  the  qualities  of  its  har- 
bor, and  the  particular  habits  and  employments  of  thtt 
people,  have  given  it  an  aptness  lor  the  site  of  a  naval 
station,  far  superior  to  the  naked  eonsideration  ef  ma^ 
rine  fitness;  by  reason  of  which,  ships  of  war  have  bar* 
bored  there  from  the  earlieM  history  of  the  country. 
And  the  same  circumstances  have  in  reality  led  to  the 
establishment  of  the  actiwl  navy  yard  at  Charlestown. 

Nor  am  1  prepared,  at  least  upon  such  view  of  the 
subject  as  the  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  presents,  to 
agree  with  him  in  opinion  of  the  expediency  of  having 
only  two  or  three  large  navy  yards.  The  number  of 
our  naval  stations  should  bear  some  relation  to  the  ex* 
tent  of  our  seacoast,  and  the  necessity  of  access  from 
various  points  of  the  Atlantic  or  the  Gulf;  and,  in  refer- 
ence to  this  fact,  if  another  station  be  needed  in  th^ 
South,  and  if  there  be  any  fit  locality  for  one,  at 
Charleston  or  elsewhere,  let  it  be  established.  For  it 
should  be  remembered,*  that  this  country  is  of  vast  intt^ 
rior  expansion;  that  it  has  a  most  extensive  ocean  fron- 
tier; that  its  resources,  territorial  and  financial,  are  of 
magnitude  almost  unexampled  in  the  historjr  of  nations; 
and  that,  extlted  as  is  its  present  grandeur,  it  may  look 
forward  with  assured  certainty  to  a  future  of  yet  higher 
elevation.  Our  public  defences,  and  the  mechanical 
means  of  maintaining  them,  should  keep  pace  with  the 
national  dig[nity  and  greatness  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  obvious  to  perceive,  at  the  same  time,  how  it 
happens  that  so  large  a  number  of  our  naval  stations  lie 
on  the  waters  of  the  middle  and  eastern  States;  owing 
in  part  to  the  natural  character  of  the  coast,  which,  on 
the  one  hand,  is  more  open  to  the  sea  and  affords  more 
accessible  ports,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  approach  ia 
more  obstructed  by  shoal  water  and  reefs  of  sand;  but 
owing  still  more  to  the  respective  employments  of  the 
people.  Nature  has  given  to  the  southern  States  a  soil 
and  climate,  and  they  possess  a  class  of  laborers,  which 
render  the  prosecution  of  agriculture,  on  a  great  scale, 
the  readiest  and  most  profitable  objects  of  pursuit.  We 
at  the  North,  and  in  New  England  especially,  with  our 
rock-bound  shores,  and  our  hard  soil,  incapsble  of  af- 
fording bread  enough  for  our  daily  subsistence,  aKe 
driven  to  other  departments  of  enterprise,  spreading 
the  banner  of  our  country  in  every  distant  sea,  and  task- 
ing our  skill  in  all  the  arts  of  mechanic  ingenuity  and 
invention.  Thus  it  is  that  we  are  merchants  and  mano- 
facturers,  and  of  consequence  possess  facilities,  in  iria- 
terials,  artisanship,  and  other  respects,  for  the  business 
to  be  performed  at  a  naval  station.  But  these  consider- 
ations, as  I  remarked  in  the  outset,  should  not  be  exclu- 
sive; and  the  immense  importance  to  us  of  the  navip- 
tion  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  embracing  the  vast  and  m- 
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creasing^  commerce  of  the  greatTSlley  of  the  Missiaiippl 
and  its  tributary  waters,  evidently  commends  to  us  the 
policy  of  fostenng  in  adi  eyents  the  naval  depot  estab- 
liftbed  at  Pensacola. 

Before  closing  these  remarks,  I  take  occision  to  say  a 
few  words  in  reply  to  an  observation  of  a  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Hamdiv,^  who,  speaking*  to  the 
pending  question  a  day  or  two  since,  charged  upon  the 
members  from  the  Atlantic  States  the  being  actuated  by 
sinister  motives  in  the  support  of  the  bill.  For  myself,  I 
i^pel  the  charge  with  the  scorn  and  indignation  it  mer- 
its. It  is  not  true.  And  that  gentleman,  however  much 
he  may  be  licensed  in  this  House,  shall  not,  with  impu- 
nity, tell  me  that  we  vote  on  the  narrow  gitnind  of  ex- 
clusive and  mercenary  sectional  inducements,  or  that 
we  are  engaged  in  a  conspiracy  to  misapply  and  squan- 
der the  public  funds  on  the  seaboard,  to  me  injury  of  the 
West. 

The  imputation,  I  repeat,  is  false,  in  reference  to  this 
particular  bill;  and  it  is  unjust  in  the  general;  for  I 
deny  that  the  Atlantic  States  are  stctuated  by  any  such 
motives  or  views  concerning  the  West.  Whatever  the 
gentleman's  purpose  may  be  in  this  wholesale  impeach- 
ment of  the  motives  of  gentlemen  from  the  seaboard,  I 
urn  suoe  it  can  exert  no  auspicious  influence  upon  tlie 
public  service  of  the  country {  for  it  should  be  the  duty 
and  pleasure  of  all  of  us  to  cultivate  a  mutual  good  un- 
derstandinp^  between  the  different  sections  of  the  Union, 
in  the  spirit  of  compromise  which  pervades  the  consti- 
tutifin.  And,  so  far  as  regards  Massachusetts  at  least, 
I  will  undertake  to  go  with  the  gentleman,  chapter  by 
chapter,  and  verse  by  verse,  and  to  show,  by  the  rec- 
ords of  this  Government,  that  she  and  her  representa- 
tives, actuated  by  a  just  pride  In  the  expanding  great- 
ness of  the  United  States,  and  a  patriotic  interest  in  the 
whole  count]7a  ^nd  every  part  of  it,  have  cordially  en- 
tered into  all  proper  plana  for  the  improvement  and 
Itublic  prosperity  of  the  West. 

And  while  I  deem  the  imputation  unjust,  I  think  it 
unkind  also,  considering  the  relation  which  the  Atlantic 
States  bear  to  the  West  We  are  one  country,  united 
by  the  bonds  of  a  common  ai|oeatry,  and  flouri^ing 
together  by  means  of  a  community  of  national  interests, 
protected  by  the  same  constitution.  The  people  of  the 
West  sprang  from  the  old  thirteen  States)  its  territory 
was  opened  to  civilization  and  prosperity  by  t|ie  war  of 
the  Revolution,  and  the  independence  we  purchased 
with  our  blood  and  treasure;  and  the  new  States  have 
fully  participated  with  the  old  in  the  general  advanta- 
ges to  the  whole  country  which  have  resulted  faom  the 
Union. 

True,  our  foKifioations  and  naval  stations  are  on  the 
aeaboardi  and  it  is  the  expense  of  these  which  the  gen- 
tleman complains  of  as  injurious  to  the  West.  But  have 
we  not,  in  this  particular,  evils  to  encounter  on  the  sea- 
board, compared  with  which  the  petty  advantage  de- 
rived from  the  locality  of  these  expenditures  is  but  as 
dust  in  the  balanced  Let  us  look  at  the  thing  practi- 
cally. Let  us  interrogate  history  on  this  point.  It  is 
from  lessons  of  the  past  that  we  are  to  learn  to  under- 
stand and  prepare  for  the  future.  If  a  foreign  enemy 
.were  to  seek  to  subdue  the  United  States,  where  would 
the  irentleman  from  Kentucky  have  us  make  a  stand? 
Shall  it  be  in  the  interior?  Would  he  have  the  war 
Ibttght  on  the  soil  ol  his  dwu  State,  for  instance?  On 
its  boundary  line?    Of  course  not.    The  foe  should  be 

•  repelled  on  our  very  shores.  He  would  not  ^e  suffered 
.  to  penetrate  into  the  heart  of  the  land.  The  broad  At- 
.  lantic  is  the  great  natural  deience  of  the  country,  which 

•  God  himself  gave  to  us,  and  which  it  is  the  part  of  wise 
.  and  prudent  men  to  strengthen  by  the  application  of 
.human  art,  for  the  general  protection,  not  merely  of  the 

seaboard  itself,  but  of  the  entire  Union. 


Consider  the  fact  in  another  point  of  view.  Suppose 
that  the  storm,  which  is  now  lowering  upon  us  from  the 
other  side  of  the  ocean,  should  burst  in  fury  over  our 
heads{  suppose— which  I  do  not  believe,  and  which  may 
a  good  Providence  in  mercy  avert— that  we  are  to  be 
forced  into  a  war  with  France,  either  by  rashness  on 
our  part,  or  by  faithlessness  on  the  part  of  others; 
where,  in  such  event,  would  the  thunderbolt  strike? 
Upon  us,  it  is  manifest,  on  the  seaboard  of  the  Atlantic 
or  the  Gulf.  The  eneniy  would  seek  to  gain  a  foot- 
hold on  tiie  coast.  There  his  invading  forces  would  be 
Isnded.  He  could  not  venture  into  the  interior,  leaving 
behind  him  strong  posts,  well  armed  and  garrisoned; 
nor,  if  he  desired  it,  would  he  be  suffered  to  do  so. 
Our  own  military  operations  would  lean  upon  fortified 
points  of  the  coast;  those  of  the  enemy  would  be  aimed 
against  some  great  maritime  city,  or  commodious  har- 
bor, by  means  of  the  possession  of  which  his  troops  and 
munitions  might  at  all  times  find  entrsnce  into  the  coun- 
try, and  where  his  fleets  could  obtain  assured  refuge  in 
emergencies,  or  prepare  themselves  for  ulterior  action; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  war  must  be  fought  on 
the  high  seas,  or  on  the  soil  of  the  States  and  Territory 
contiguous  to  the  ocean  or  the  gulf.  We  shouid  be 
compelled  to  bear  the  brunt  of  the  conflict.  The  brave 
men  of  the  West  would  fly  to  our  sucCor,  with  the  g^- 
lantry,  generosity,  and  patriotic  love  of  country,  which 
have  always  distinguished  them  in  the  hour  of  peril; 
but  they  Would  leave  their  homes  behind  them  in  safety 
and  in  peace.  They  would  not  be  doomed  to  see  their 
dwellings  consigned  to  the  fire-brand,  their  wives  to 
violation,  their  children  to  slaughter,  and  all  they  held 
most  dear  given  up  to  the  unutterable  horrors  of  war. 

Should  not  these  considerations  be  borne  in  mind 
when  gentlemen  are  disposed  to  think  that  iniustice  is 
done  to  the  West,  by  expenditures  for  the  naval  service, 
or  for  fortifications  on  the  maritime  frontier  of  the  At- 
lantic States? 

Mr.  HARDIN  rejoined.  He  intended  to  address  the 
House  at  length,  he  said,  when  the  subject  of  fortifica- 
tions came  up,  and  had  prepared  various  stateipents 
from  the  Departments  upon  the  subject.  He  had  com- 
plained that  the  appropriations  in  the  present  bill  ex- 
ceeded, by  about  a  million  of  dollars,  the  estimates  of 
former  years.  He  said  he  had  made  up  a  table,  partially 
exhibiting  the  expenditures  for  fortifications  smce  the 
war,  and  they  amounted  altogether  to  about  fourteen 
millions  of  dollars.  Some  system  of  defence  must  be 
adopted;  but  to  erect  fortifications  at  proper  points  from 
Maine  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  would  cost  from  fifteen 
hundred  to  twenty  hundred  millions  of  dollars,  and  a 
standing  army,  including  the  western  foKs,  of  not  less 
than  eighty  thousand  men;  a  thing  the  people  of  this 
country  would  never  permit.  The  time,  however,  had 
arrived,  when  the  subject  must  be  investigated;  and  he 
pledged  himself  to  go  into  it  fully  when  the  other  bill 
came  up.  Mr.  H.  repelled  the  attack  made  upon  him 
for  speaking  to  **Buncomb,''  with  disdain,  and  pro- 
nounced It  a  false  calumny. 

Mr.  GUSHING  briefly  rejoined. 

Some  individual  in  the  south  gallery  of  the  House 
having  applauded  at  the  close  of  Mr.  C's  remarks, 

Mr.  BEEl)  moved  that  the  pUeries  be  cleared;  but 
subsequently  withdrew  the  motion. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  reported  progress. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HANNEGAN,  the  south  gallery 
was  ordered  to  be  cleared. 

Mr.  MERCER,  undersUndin^  that  the  officers  of  the 
House  had  recognised  the  individual  who  had  committed 
the  disorder  in  the  gallery,  moved  that  the  individual 
guilty  of  the  disturbance  be  taken  Into  custody;  and* 
pending  this  motion, 

•The  House  adjourned. 
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The  motion  of  Mr.  Mbbobb,  pending  at  the  adjourn- 
ment yesterday,  directing^  the  Speaker  to  issue  his  war* 
rant  for  the  arrest  of  the  indtvidual  who  caused  the 
disturbance  in  the  south  i^llery  of  the  House,  was 
taken  up. 

Mr.  MORGAN  moved  tu  by  the  motion  on  the  Ublei 
which  was  agreed  to. 

PENSION  LAWS. 

Mr.  ALLAN,  of  Kentucky,  moved  the  suspension  of 
the  rules,  for  the  purpose  of  Uking  up  for  consideration 
the  following  resolution,  heretofore  offered  by  him: 

••Metolvedt  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed, 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
extending  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress  for  the 
benefit  of  the  surviving  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  rev- 
olutionary army,  passed  the  7th  of  June,  1833,  so  as  to 
embrace  those  who  were  engaged  in  the  wars  of  the 
United  States  which  occurred  between  the  treaty  of 
peace  with  Great  Britain,  in  1783,  and  the  treaty  of 
Greenville  with  the  Indians,  in  1795;  and  that  the  said 
committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise." 

The  motion  pending  was  the  amendment  of  Mr. 
Mav7,  of  New  York,  to  strike  out  «<aselect  committee/* 
and  insert  the  <*  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Penrions." 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  said,  while  he  as  highly  ap- 
preciated the  meritorious  services  of  those  contemplated 
under  this  resolution  as  any  other  gentleman,  yet,  con- 
sidering the  operations  of  the  pension  system,  its  vast  ex- 
tent, and  the  vast  amount  of  public  funds  it  involved,  he 
was  utterly  and  entirely  opposed  to  any  further  exten- 
sion of  it  at  this  time.  There  were  evils  enough  result- 
ing from  the  system  in  the  section  of  country  he  had  the 
honor  to  represent;  and  he  himself  had  seen  so  much  of 
it  that  h^  was  perfectly  satisfied,  if  the  whole  case  could 
be  properly  presented  and  folly  understood,  there  would 
be  very  little  difiicully  in  confining  its  operations  to  that 
class  of  individuals  alone  who  had  sacrificed  their  all  in 
the  revolutionary  struggle. 

The  CHAIR  intimated  to  the  gentleman  that,  on  the 
question  of  reference,  the  merits  of  the  resolution  were 
not  open  for  debate. 

Mr.  MAKN  said  he  withdrew  his  motion.  He  did  not 
design  to  debate  the  merits  of  the  resolution,  but  to  make 
a  few  remarks  in  explanation  or  justification  of  the  mo- 
tion he  had  made  at  a  former  day,  and  which,  under  the 
•  peculiar  state  of  the  case,  he  now  saw  fit  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  YANDERPOEL  believed,  if  he  recollected  right, 
this  whole  subject  was  before  the  House  some  two  or 
three  weeks  last  year,  and  its  whole  merite  very  fully 
discussed.  If  Mr.  V.  were  now  called  upon  to  vote,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he  should  vote  against 
it,  without  more  light  than  he  had  upon  the  subject. 
The  only  question  now  before  them  was,  whether  they 
should  appoint  a  select  committee,  for  which  he  was 
perfectly  willine  to  vote,  so  that  the  merits  and  eUims  of 
thpse  individuals  might  be  laid  before  the  House.  But, 
in  so  voting,  he  was  not  to  be  considered  as  committing 
himself  upon  the  merits  of  the  case  ultimately,  when  the 
subject  came  fully  before  the  House,  though  he  would 
give  to  the  subject  the  best  consideration  in  his  power. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  Kentucky,  moved  to  amend  the 
resolution  by  instructing  the  committee  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  extending  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
the  7th  of  J«ne,  1833,  so  as  to  inchide  those  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States  in  the  revolutionary  war  for  a 
ahorter  period  than  six  months. 

Mr.  WARD  WELL  informed  the  gentleman  from  ^n- 
tucky,  that  If  he  would  refer  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  he  would  find  that  a  bill  was  already  reported, 
embracing  the  very  provision  contemplated  by  the  gen- 
tleman's amendment. 


Mr.  WILLIAMS  thereupon  withdrew  his  amendment. 

Mr.  DEBERRY  mpved  that  the  committee  be  further 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  extending 
the  act  of  the  7th  of  June,  1833,  as  to  embrace  the  wag« 
oners,  mechanics^  &c.,  during  the  revolutionary  war. 

Mr.  WARDWELL  suggested  that  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment  would  confound  the  two  objects,  that  of  the 
revolutionary  soldiers,  and  those  enpged  in  the  Indian 
wars,  which  ought  to  be  kept  distinct;  besides  which* 
there  was  a  constituted  committee  of  the  House  appoint- 
ed to  take  charge  of  the  former  already. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS,  of  Illinois,  for  the  purpose,  as  he 
said,  of  keeping  the  two  subjects  distinct,  moved  the  pre- 
vious question;  but  the  motion  was  not  seconded  by  the 
Honse. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  ADAMS  hoped  the  gentle msn  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Dxbxbbt]  would  withdraw  his  amendment, 
and  allow  the  resolution  to  stand  on  its  own  merits. 
The  subject  was  before  the  last  Congress,  and  was  full^ 
discussed;  and  the  more  it  was  discussed  the  more  satis« 
factory  it  was  to  his  mind  that  the  bill  then  reported 
ought  to  have  passed.  He  hoped  that  no  gentleman 
would  encumber  the  present  resolution  with  any  amend- 
ments, and  that  the  House  would  now  consider  and 
adopt  it. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Dxbxbbt  was  then  nega- 
tived, and  the  resolution  was  agreed  to,  without  a  count; 
and,  on  motion  of 

Mr.  LANE,  the  select  committee  was  ordered  to  con- 
sist of  nine. 

SUFPERERS  BY  FIRE  IN  NEW  YORK. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  presented  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  enclosing  a  letter  from  the  collector  of  the 
port  of  New  York,  and  other  documents,  representing 
the  urgent  necessity  for  some  action,  by  Congress,  on 
the  subject  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  stifferers  by  the 
late  fire  in  New  York;  which  were  committed  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  sUted  that  he  was  instructed  by 
the  committee  to  solicit  the  early  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  subject;  and,  that  the  business  now  before  the  House 
might  not  be  interrupted,  he  moved  that  the  bill  be  made 
the  special  order  of  tlie  day  for  Friday  next.  He  hoped 
that  the  House  would  then  take  up  the  subject,  and  de- 
cide upon  it  one  way  or  another. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  suggested  Tues- 
day week  as  a  convenient  day. 

Mr.  CAMBRELENG  said  he  had  no  objection  to  any 
day  that  the  House  might  decide  upon. 

Mr.  PEYTON  asked  whether  it  was  in  order  to  assign 
a  reason  for  not  voting  in  favor  of  the  motion. 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  the  question  was  not  deba- 
Uble. 

Mr.  PEYTON  said,  if  it  was  in  order,  he  would  move 
that  the  New  York  relief  bill  be  taken  up  the  day  af^er 
the  final  decision  on  the  resolution  submitted  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Adams]  on  the  last  year'a 
fortification  bill,  and  not  before.  If  this  was  not  In  order, 
he  would  fix  a  certain  day,  say  the  first  day  of  June,  or 
the  first  day  of  July,  till  which  time  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  said  the  decision  on  his  resolution  could  be 
deferred.  The  relief  bill  was,  by  an  arrangement,  made 
to  give  way  to  this  resolution.  He  therefore  should  move 
a  distant  and  aubsequent  day  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bill.     He  moved  the  first  day  of  June. 

This  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS,  of  North  Carolina,  moved  Toetdav 
week.  It  waa  not  fiur,  he  said,  to  encroach  on  the  prl* 
vate  bill  days. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 
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Mr.  EVANS  moved  Tuesday  next;  which  was  agreed 
.  tO|  by  a  rote  of  two  thirds. 

So  the  bill  was  made  the  special  order  of  the  day  for 
.Tuesday  next. 

THE  LATE  CHIEF  JUSTICE  MARSHALL. 
Mr.  1NGERS0LL,  with  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House,  offered  the  following  resolution: 

Heaolvedf  That  the  Committee  on  the  Library  be  in- 

.atructed  to  cause  a  marble  bust  of  the  late  Chief  Justice 

Marshall  to  be  prepared  by  an  artist  of  merit  and  repu- 

.  tation,  and  to  be  placed  in  the  chamber  of  the  Supreme 

.  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  a  position  corresponding 

with  that  of  the  bust  of  the  late  Chief  Justice  Jay. 

Mr.  INGERSOLL  said,  I  am  not  about  to  pronounce 
.an  eulogium  on  the  character  of  John  Marshall.     His 
merits  are  already  recorded  in  the  hearts  and  judgments 
of  his  countrymen.   A  recollection  of  them  will  be  cher- 
ished aa  long  as  a  just  estimate  can  be  formed  of  brilliant 

.  talents  and  unspotted  integrity,  as  long  as  gratitude  shall 
continue  to  be  a  virtue.  Few  men  since  the  formation 
.  of  the  Government  have  served  it  so  well,  and  none 

.  more  faithfully.  In  the  administration  of  the  laws,  under 
a  Government  of  Uws,  he  was  for  nearly  five-and-thirty 
years  supreme  in  station,  in  abifities,  and  in  usefulness. 

.  It  has  been  the  peculiar  fortune  of  this  republic  that  it 
has  found  on  different  occasions,  when  it  has  called  its 
eminent  citizens  to  posts  of  public  duty,  a  happy  fitneas 

.  in  the  individual  to  his  station,  a  devotion  of  purpose  in 
the  man,  and  a  confidence  in  his  designs  on  the  part  oF 
the  people{  a  union  and  an  aptitude  from  which  nothing 
but  lasting  benefits  can  arise.     Many  shining  properties 

»  were  centered  in  the  eminent  person  to  whom  it  is  the 
object  of  this  resolution  to  offer  a  feeble  tribute  of  re- 
spect and  gratitude — properties  which  justify  the  feeling 
universally  entertained  for  him  as  the  pride  and  the  boast 

,  of  his  countrymen.  When  this  and  much  more  shall  be 
done  by  them,  the  nation  and  posterity  will  continue  to 
be  immeasurably  his  debtors.     I  submit  the  resolution 

.  as  a  cheerful  acknowledgment  of  the  debt  we  owe,  and 
aa  the  pledge  of  an  effort  to  repay  it  in  the  emuUtion  of 

•  his  virtues. 

Mr.  8T0RER  remarked  tliat  aome  weeks  ago  he  had 
presented  a  memorial  from  Hiram  Powers,  requesting 

.  Congress  to  employ  him  for  the  purpose  of  executing 

.  the  work  proposed  in  tliis  resolution.     The  memorial 

.  was  before  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  who  would 
report  upon  it  in  a  few  days. 

Mr.  McKEON  suggested  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania the  expediency  of  modifying  the  resolution  so 
aa  to  refer  the  subject  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library. 

,  Mr.  INGERSOLL  modified  the  reaolution  accordingly; 
and. 

The  question  being  Uken,  the  resolution  was  agreed 
to,  nem,  dis. 

JESSE   SMITH  AND  OTHERS. 
At  one  o'clock,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WHITTLESEY, 
.  the  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  orders  of  the  day, 
.  which  were  private  bills. 

The  conaideration  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jesse 
.  Smith  and  others  was  resumed,  the  question  being  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

After  an  animated  discussion,  in  which  Messrs.  MANN 
of  New  York,  VANOERPOEL,  HARDIN,  WILLIAMS 
of  North  Carolina,  WARD,  WHITTLESEY,  and 
HA  WES,  participated, 

Mr.  OWENS,  after  three  o'clock,  moved  an  adjourn- 
'  menti  which  was  negatived. 

The  discussion  was  continued  by  Mr.  OWENS,  who 
yielded  the  floor  to 

Mr.  HOWARD,  who  moved  to  suapend  the  rule  in  I 


order  to  move  that,  when  this  House  adjourns,  it  adjourn 
to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

Mr.  GARLAND,  of  Louisiana,  asked  the  yeaa  and 
nays  on  this  motion,  and  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  EVERETT  moved  that  the  House  do  now  ad- 
journ; which  was  negatived. 

The  queation  was  taken  on  the  motion  to  suspend  the 
rule,  in  order  to  receive  a  motion  to  adjourn  over  to 
Monday,  and  decided  in  the  negative:  Yeas  71,  nays 
104«  (not  two  thirds,  as  required  on  such  questiona.) 

The  Rouse  then  adjourned  to  to-morrow. 

Satubdat,  Febbuart  13. 

The  whole  of  this  day  waa  spent  by  the  House  in  the 
reception  and  reference  of  resolutions  of  inquiry,  until 
the  hour  of  adjournment. 

MOITDAT,  FSBBUABT  15. 

After  the  reading  of  the  journal— 

Mr.  PIERCE,  of  New  Hampshire,  rose,  he  said,  lo 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  permission  to  repel 
an  assault  made  upon  his  personal  character,  and  im- 
pugning his  veracity.  Mr.  P.  stated  that  he  rarely,  on 
any  occasion,  trespassed  on  the  patience  of  the  House, 
nor  ahould  he  have  asked  the  present  indulgence,  had 
the  asdiult  been  confined  to  the  columns  of  a  newspaper. 
But  it  had  been  read  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  P.  would,  however,  take  that  occasion  to  say  that, 
so  far  as  the  Senator  who  brought  that  paper  forward 
was  concerned,  that  gentleman  [Mr.  Calbouit]  had 
made  to  Mr.  P.  all  the  apology  he  deemed  necessary; 
and  he  now  asked  permission  merely  to  reply  to  the  at- 
tack made  upon  him. 

Mr.  MERCER  rose  in  his  place  and  objected. 

Mr.  PIERCE  moved  a  suspension  of  the  roftrs. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  asked  for  the  yeas  and  naya,  but 
the  House  refuaed  to  order  them,  and  the  rulea  were 
suspended  without  a  count. 

Mr.  PIERCE  then  proceeded,  and  returned  his  thanks 
to  the  House  for  the  kindness  manifested  towards  bin 
personally  on  that  occasion.  There  were  a  variety  of 
reasons  that  ahould  deter  him  from  long  trespassing 
upon  the  patience  of  the  House:  one  was  that  the  state 
of  his  health  that  morning  was  auch  that  he  was  utterly 
unable  to  speak  fur  any  considerable  length  of  time'. 
He  considered  the  vote  taken  on  Monday  last  upon  the 
resolutions  of  the  honorable  member  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  PiNCKirxT]  as  declaratory  of  the  indisposition 
of  that  House  to  entertain  debate  upon  the  unfortunate 
and  deeply  exciting  queation  of  the  abolition  of  alavery. 
This'was; the  reason  why  he  had  taken  the  present  course, 
instead  of  waiting  for  a  more  favorable  opportunity  to 
express  what  he  thought  due  to  himself  aa  a  member  of 
the  House,  and  due  to  his  constitutents  as  their  repre- 
sentative. 

The  article  to  which  Mr.  P.  referred  was  contained 
in  an  abolition  paper,  printed  at  the  capital  of  the  Sfate 
he  had  the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent.  The  paper 
(said  Mr.  P.)  was  too  msignificant,  and  too  odious,  in 
the  eyes  of  his  constituents,  to  claim  the  slightest  at- 
tention from  him,  for  any  statement  which  might  ap- 
pear in  its  columns,  but  for  the  circumstance  that  it 
had  been  read  in  another  branch  of  Congress^  at  the  in- 
atance  of  an  honorable  member  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  So  far  as  that  gentleman  was  concerned,  he 
would  again  take  occasion  to  say  that  the  explanationa 
made  by  him,  both  promptly  in  his  place  and  to  Mr. 
P.  subsequently,  were  perfectly  satisfactory.  The  gen- 
tleman bad  no  design  of  attacking  Mr.  P.,  but,  in  rush- 
ing to  the  particular  object,  he  had  swept  him  along 
with  it.    From  the  course  Mr.  P.  bad  taken  upon  thia 
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question,  not  only  in  that  Housed  but  every  where  else, 
at  til  ttMes,  ftnd  on  All  occasions,  he  could  ilot  but 
anticipate  the  denunciatiort  of  the  northern  abolitidnists. 
But  he  had  a  rifcht  to  expect  that  at  leatt  tio  southern 
gentleman  would  have  in  any  \wiy  become  instrument- 
al irt  ]iub1iihiiig  An  ihceiidiary  article^  which  was  equally 
unjust,  both  to  Mr.  P;  and  to  his  constituents.  Whe- 
ther, as  has  been  said,  there  be  incidentally  a  conjunc- 
tion between  tviro  parties  oT  this  Union,  to  shake  it  to 
its  centre,  it  was  not  for  him  to  say,  but  he  would  ex- 
press his  belief  that  there  was  sufficient  patriotism  and 
moral  firmness  in  the  sunny  clime,  and  patriotism  and 
moral  firmness  enough  among  the  snow-capt  hills  of  the 
North,  to  put  down  agitators,  if  they  existed  in  both 
sections  of  the  country^  and  to  transmit  an  unbroken 
Union  to  posterity,  with  all  XhH  rit^hta  and  privileges 
secured  by  the  tonstitutidn;  and  now  happily  enjoyed 
under  it.  Thtt  hb  might  be  perfectly  understood,  he 
would  send  to  the  Clerk's  table  the  paper  which  had 
been  read  in  the  Senate. 

[The  article  was  then  read  by  the  Clerk,  as  follows: 

Hon.  FaANKLiv  Pismcs. — **  An  honorable  mettib^r 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Pixmca]  has  said  that  not  one 
in  five  hundred  of  his  constituents  were  in  favor  of  the 
object  of  these  petitions"  (for  the  abolition  o£  slavery  in 
the  District  of  Columbia.  V-ifr.  Slad^t  speech. 

"  Figures  will  not  lie,'' though  th6  representatives  of 
the  people  sometimes  do.  *<  Pacts  are  stubborn  .things^ " 
even  when  opposed  by  the  magpsterial  ipse  tRxU  of  law- 
yers and  legislators.  The  truth  of  these  apothegms 
**the  honorable  member  from  New  Hampshire"  has  un- 
doubtedly learned  befc^e  nolr.  The  present,  however; 
is  an  occasion  when'  he  may  be  taught  another  lesson. 
He  asserts  "  that  no$  one  in  five  hundred  of  his  constit- 
uents are  in  favof"  of  petitionihg  Congress  to  abolish 
slavery  in  the  tiistrict  of  Columbia.  We  wonder  where 
his  constituents  reside.  Not,  Certainly,  in  New  Hamp- 
shire, if  this  account  of  them  is  correct.-  Such  an  asser^ 
tion  is  a  libel  on  the  views  and  feelings  of  the  people  of 
this  State  I  facts  and  figures  will  prove  it  so. 

The  number  of  Inhabitants  in  New  Hampsliire,  in 
1830,  over  30  years  of  age,  was  133,313.  Now,  we  have 
lying  before  usf  from  six  towns  only,  petitions  to  which 
are  affiled,  by  their  own  sign  manual,  the  .names  of 
more  than  7QO  individuals.  BeMd^.  these,'  t&ere  have 
been  procured  in  ti  single  town  in  Strafford  county  the 
signatures  of  more  than  300  legal  voters.  Another  toWn 
in  the  same  county  will  fuYniah  nearly  600,  another 
ab'otit  300;  and  others  upwards  of  300  each.  These 
signatures  have  been  obtained  with  comparatively  but 
little  exertion.  But  these  are  not  alf,  as  Mr.  Pierce  will 
find  Before  the  present  session  of  Congress  doees.  Larg« 
petitions  have  already^  been  sent  on,  and  others  are  stiti 
m  circt^ation.  From  these  facts  we  may  Afely  caricu- 
late  that  more  than  four  thousand  persons  will  send  jn 
their  petition's,  not,  however,-  by  a  dough-face  .like  Mr.* 
Pierce,  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Colamft>ia.  Let  us,  then,  test  the  correctness  of  the 
honorable  gentleman's  assertion  by  the  following  calcu- 
lation: The  present  population  over  30  years  of  age  be- 
ing 133,313{  thenf  133,313  :  4,000  =  33|  thus  showing 
that,  instead  of  only  one  in  fire  hundred  being  in  favor 
of  such  petitions,  one  in'  thiAy-three  have  already  signed 
them,  besides  numerutfs  otheri^  ^ho*  are  f^^^Y  to  do  the 
same.  If  Bfr.  Fierce  is  tn  grossly  ignorant  or  the  gene- 
ral interests  of  hftr  constituentr  as'  he  is  of  their  feeKngs 
and  views  in  regard  to  slavery,  we  adrise  him  to  resign 
his  seat  immediately^  end  prepare  himself  to  represent 
them  by  spendinp^  the  ensuing  year  in  travelling  among 
them,  and  makmg  inquiry  into  their  condition  and 
opinions.  If  he  should  do  this,  and  if  he  ahould  faith- 
fully portray,  in-  the  course  of  his  tour,-  the  various 
scenes  he  has  witnessed  at  the  capital  of  this  republic,  > 
Veft.  XII.— 159 


and  under  the  very  banner  of  our  freedom— the  prison- 
house  in  which  human  beings  are  incarcerated  for  the 
crime  of  color — the  auction  scene.  Where  men,  women, 
and  children,  are  sold  like  brutes  to  the  highest  bidderi 
the  violent  and  ruthless  breaking  up  of  families,  and  all 
the  social  illations  of  life — the  separation  of  husband 
and  wife,  par,en^  and  children — the  gloon^y  coffie— the 
heart-breaking  procession  of  victima  bending  their  way 
in  chains  to  the  far  South — ^tbe .  bloodv  lash  aiid  savage 
voice  of  the  foul  driver— the  tear,  the  groan,  and  the 
cUnking  manacle— if  he  will  portray  all  this,  and  then, 
as  a  peroration,  recount  bis  own  conduct  in  regard  to 
abolishing  the  accursed  system  of  which  the  above  in- 
cidents constitute  only  a  part,  we  assure  him,  from  out; 
knowledge  of  human  nature,  that*' bis  constituents'' 
will  never  trouble  him  to  represent  them  again,  but  will 
permit  him  to  retire  in  eoiium  eum  dignUwh  to  private 
life.] 

Mr.  P.  then  proceeded.  The  text  of  this  article  pur- 
ported to  have  been  taken  from  the  speech  of  an  honor- 
able member  of  that  House,  [Mr.  Sladb,  of  Vermont.] 
It  so  happened  that  Mr.  P.  was  not  present  at  the  time, 
that  deolaiiation.  was  made,  ai>d  he  was  first  made  ac- 
quainted with  it  by  an  honorable  member  from  SoutH 
Carolina;  but  it  Was  then  too  late  to  do  what  he  would 
have  done  on  the  occasion,  had  he  beefi  present..  If  the 
gentleman  who  made  that  remark  had  any  evidence  in 
his  possesnon  upon  which  the  conviction  or  Ur.  P's 
error  was  made,  he  should  be  glad  to  have  that  evi- 
dence. If  not,  until  that  gentleman  hadi  associated  as 
freely  with  Mr.  P's  constituents  as  he  had  done,  and 
consequently  bad  the  same  opportunity  of  knowing 
their  opinions  and  sentiments  as  he  had,  he  must  be  per- 
mitted to  take  his  own  judgment  in  preference  to  the 
gentlenum's. 

Mr.  P.  said  he  was  not  iQis^ken.  .  It  was  diiffieoH  in 
any  case  to  prove  a  negative ( it  would  be  impossible  in 
this.  But  while  the  yeomanry  of  New  |Iamp«bire  re- 
fuse to  entertain,  refuse  to  hear,  incendiary  lecturelb^and 
while  they  refduM  to  send  in  petitions  for  th^  abolition  of 
slavery  in.this  District  or  elsewhere,  what  is  the  inference? 
Are  they  to  be  charged  with  a  disposition  to  invade 
your  rights  ^nd  to  wrest  from  you  your  property?  Sir, 
(said,  Mr.  P.,)  it  would  be  a  strange  deduction,  and  yet 
it  ia  the.  only  logic  by  which  his  constituents  could  be 
iMde  to  entertain  incendiary  designs,  or  their  represent- 
ative be  chaiged  with  a  false  statement.  I^o  age  nor 
country  bad  ever  been  free  from.  fanatics{  no  age  or 
country  had  ever  been  without  enthiuiasts,  and  conse- 
quent^ no  doctrines/  however  preposterous,  would  be 
without  their  advoci|te%  and  none  too  visionary  to  find 
sufppCrtf  and  with  equal  justice  |ind  proprietv  mip^ht  the 
whole  people  of  New  York  be  charged  with  bemg  fol- 
bwera  of  Matthias  as  the  people  of  New  Hampshire 
fpr  favoring  the  designs  of  the  Knapps,  and  Garrisons, 
and  Thompsons,  because  some  one  or  two  adherenta  of 
those. individuaU  might  be  found  among  tlipm.  The 
feelings  .of  liis  constituents  were  strong,-  a'nd  had  been 
fully,  demonitrated.  ^    . 

What  were,  the  remarks  for  .which  he  had  been  ar 
raigned,  not  only  before  the  pWblic,  but  before  the  Sen- 
ate of  the  United  ^tes,-  as  having  been  guilty  of  ttn« 
truth  in  his  place  on  that  fioor?  What  he  said  was,  that 
there  wa^  no  fuch  disposition  among  the  people  of  his 
section  of  Country  as  that  indicated  by  the  gentleman, 
[Mr.  SiiAin,}  and  that  not  one  in  a  hundred  of  Mr.  P's 
constituents  who  did  not  entertain  the  most  sacred  re- 
gard for  the  rights  of  their  southern  brethren,  and  not  one 
in  five  hundred  who  would  not  have  those  rights  protected 
at  any  and  every  hazard.  When  he  made  that  remark,  he 
did  not,  of  course,  intend  to  include  the  children,  who 
knew  not  what  they  did,  nor  the  ladies,  who  in  their  prop- 
er sphere  luid  his  highest  respect  and  veneration. 
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meant  to  speak  of  the  yeomanry  of  hi«  country,  tlie  le- 
gal voters.  With  this  qualification,  he  was  prepared 
to  reassert  all  he  said  before.  He  would  go  farther. 
Within  the  last  siz  months,  as  every  one  there  must 
know,  the  subject  of  abolition  had  been  much  agitated 
in  public,  and  he  had  never  seen  yet  the  first  abolitioQ- 
ist,  man,  woman,  or  child,  within  his  knowledge,  in  the 
district  in  which  he  resided. 

Mr.  P.  also  understood  that,  since  he  had  made  his 
statement,  a  report  had  gone  forth  from  member  to  mem- 
ber of  the  House  prejudieal  to  his  character.  It  was 
this:  that  the  petitions  had  been  received  there,  and 
were  there  with  a  large  number  of  names  upon  them, 
praying  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  this  District,  and  that 
his  colleagues  and  himself  had  held  them  back.  He 
now  had  a  member  in  his  eye,  who,  he  understood,  had 
heard  ^hat  sti^tement;  and  he  called  upon  that  gentleman 
to  static  how  the  fact  was. 

Mr.  HIESTER  explained  that  the  report  he  had  heard 
was,  that  there  would  be  petitions  sent  on  from  the  gen- 
tleman's district,  with  four  or  five  thousand.signatures 
attached  to  them.  Mr.  H.  had  heard  nothing  of  their 
having  come  on. 

Mr.  PIERCE  said  that  was  partly  what  he  understood, 
that  petitions  had  been  signed  by  four  or  five  thousand 
names,  for  the  abolition  of  slaver}'  within  the  District  of 
Columbia.  He  should  regret  exceedingly  if  any  mem- 
ber, or  any  man  living,  could  suppose  him  capable  of 
stating  in  his  place  in  that  House,  or  any  where  else, 
what  was  an  untruth.  Before,  however,  he  proceeded 
to  the  **  mathetnatics"  of  this  article,  he  would  propound 
a  single  inquiry.  He  wanted  to  know  if  he  was  in  er-' 
ror,  and  If  any  gentleman  had  in  his  possession,  or  had 
sent  to  him,  any  petition  from  New  Hampshire,  for  the 
libolition  of  slavery  in  this  District^  If  he  had,  Mr.  P. 
trusted  he  would  do  him  the  justice  to  state  the  fact. 

Mr.  BORDEN  said  he  bad  a  petition  of  that  character. 

Mr.  PIERCE  wished  to  see  it. 

Mr.  BORDEN  Sjsid  it  was  on  the  Clerk's  table,  having 
been  presented  on  a  former  day. 

Mr.  PIERCE  wished  to  know  the  number  of  signa- 
tures on  it,  and  whether  they  were  males,  Temales,  or 
children? 

Mr.  BORDEN  replied  that  he  could  not  tell. 

Mr.  PIERCE  desired  the  Clerk  to  send  for  it.  He 
again  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  article  be- 
fore Inferred  to.  The  editor  said  he  had  already  seven 
hundred  signatures,  and  then  went  on  to  add  that  in  all 
human  probability  six  hundred  tegal  voters  would  sign 
it  in  one  township,  and  in  another  three  hundred,  in  an- 
ot^r  two  hundred,  &c.  Then,  what  does  he  do?  He 
takes  the  number  of  individuals  in  the  State  over  twen- 
ty years  of  age,  and  then  assumes  his  presumptive  divi- 
sor to  show  that  one  out  of  tvtry  thirty-three  in  that 
State  were  in  favor  of  abolitionism. 

With  regard  to  the  petition  already  presented,  he 
should  have  supposed  that  it  would  have  been  sent  to 
some  member  of  the  delegation.  He  was  not  aware  that 
such  a  petition  was  here  as  the  one  be  held  in  his  hand, 
until  since  the  abusive  article  was  read  in  the  Senate 
on  Friday  last.  It  was  from  the  town  of  Plyfhouth,  In 
the  county  of  Grafton,  and  was  sent  to  his  colleague, 
[Mr.  Bunas,]  then  and  now  confined  to  his  room  by 
sickness. 

Mr.  P.  then  referred  to  the  signers  of  the  petition, 
about  two  hundred  and  thirty  in  number,  all  of  whom 
were  females  and  children,  not  one  male  signature  among 
themi  >nd,  to  show  how  they  must  have  been  got  up, 
thcfre  were  fifteen  signatures,  all  of  the  name  of  George; 
and  he  learned  from  his  sick  colleague  that  the  greater 
portion  of  them  were  children.  He  would  be  much 
surprised  if  the  petition  presented  by  the  gentleman 
from  MassachuMtu  were  not  of  the  same  character. 


Mr.  P.  took  that  occasion  to  state  another  fact.  Since 
be  had  the  honor  to  address  the  House  at  an  early  period 
of  the  session,  primary  meetings  of  the  people  of  New 
Hampshire  luid  been  held  in  every  single  county,  in 
which  almost  every  townsliip  had  been  represented,  and 
they  had  there  investigated  his  statements,  and  passed 
upon  this  subject.  Strong  resolutions  had  been  adopted 
at  all  of  them  upon  this  very  subject,  with,  as  he  be- 
lieved, but  three  dissenting  voicesi  and  those  of  his  own 
county  had  been  adopted  unanimously. 

Mr.  P.  then  read  them,  as  follows: 

BiMohedf  That  the  regulation  of  master  and  slave  is  a 
matter  exclusively  within  the  regulation  of  the  States 
in  which  it  exists,  and  that  any  interference  by  the 
inhabitanU  of  other  State*  in  regard  to  it  is  not  only  un- 
authorized and  intrusive,  but  faithless  and  dishonorable, 
as  being  against  the  letter  snd  spirit  of  the  sacred  com- 
pact which  binds  us  together. 

Betolved,  That  those  who  promote  inflammatory  dis- 
cussions, and  are  jfuilty  of  disseminating  among  the  slaves 
of  the  South  publications  the  tendency  of  which  is  to 
excite  servile  insurrection,  are  regarded  by  ua  as  persons 
prompted  by  the  most  reckless  wickedness,  or  by  an  in- 
sane fanaticism  fully  as  mischievous  in  its  conseq^uences. 

Let  him  ask,  then,  whether,  after  such  an  expression 
from  his  own  county,  and  from  the  people  of  his  State 
generally,  he  was  to  be  held  up  as  having  stated  what  was 
untrue?  After  such  testimony  as  this,  was  the  Slate  he 
had  the  honor  In  part  to  represent  to  be  arraigned  upon 
the  authority  of  a  worthless  and  miserable  incendiary  ed- 
itor? Mr.  P.  then,  referred  to  the  other  petition,  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Bo&Diir,  and  it  was  found,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  about  thirty,  to  be  all  signed  by  females.  Mr. 
P.  said  he  could  adduce  nuiny  otlier  facts  that  would 
show  conclusively  that  there  was  hardly  a  difTerence 
among  the  yeomanry  of  his  State.  Mr.  P.  was  not  only 
charged  in  this  article  with  an  inaccuracy  of  statement, 
but  there  was  applied  to  him  an  epithet  that  had  k>eem 
made  notorious  in  consequence  of  having  been  used  oa 
a  memorable  occasion,  by  one  of  the  sblest  debaters  of 
any  age;  at  the  North  it  was  understood  to  deaignate  a 
"craven-spirited  man."  Mr.  P.  said  he  would  not  in- 
tentionally injure  the  feelings  of  any  man;  he  would  not 
provoke  an  assault,  but  he  would  take  occasion  to  say,  in  , 
his  pisee  there,  once  for  all,  that  if  any  gentlenuiB  chose 
to  take  that  statement  as  correct,  he  might  put  Mr.  P's 
spirit  to  the  test,  when,  and  where,  and  bow,  he  pleased. 
Mr.  P.  said  he  was  too  unwell  to  proceed,  and  he  would 
conclude  by  expressing  a  hope  that  if  ever  hereafter  his 
character  should  be  arraigned,  intentionally  or  uninten- 
tionally, it  would  be  upon  no  better  authority  than  that  of 
a  worthless  editor  of  an  incendiary  abolition  publication. 

Mr.  PICKENS  said,  as  to  the  paper  which  had  been 
read,  he  had  never  seen  it.  He  bad  only  to  reosark  that 
the  reading  of  it  in  the  Senate  had,  he  understood,  been 
only  with  a  view  to  show,  presumptively,  that  the  aboli- 
tionists were  more  numerous  than  an  honorable  Senator 
[Mr.  HiLx]  declared  them  to  be. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  asked  the  permission  of  the  House 
to  put  a  single  question  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire. 

It  being  objected  to,  Mr.  H.  moved  to  suspend  the 
rules,  and  stated  that  the  point  he  wished  to  inquire 
about  concerned  himself  personally.  I'he  motion  was 
agreed  to,  and  the  rule  was  suspended. 

Mr.  HAMMOND  then  said  he  wished  to  ask  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  Hampshire  if  he  intended,  in  any  part 
of  the  remarks  he  had  just  made,  to  charge*  directly  or 
indirectly,  that  there  was  any  connexion  between  any  two 
parties  in  this  couritry,  of  one  of  which  he  (Mr.  H.)  was 
a  member,  for  the  purpose  of  dissolving  the  Union? 

Mr.  PEIRCE  replied  that  be  had  not  said  so^  and  h^d 
not  intended  to  say  so. 
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Mr.  HAMMOND  mid  he  wts  perfectly  mti86ed. 

The  SPEAKER  then  announced  the  ipecml  order, 
bein|^  the  appropriation  bills. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Virginia,  moved  to  suspend  the  rules 
for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  States  for  petitions)  which 
was  agreed  to. 

Petitions  and  memorials  were  then  presented. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  BRIQGS  presented  a  petition  praying  the  aboli- 
tion of  slarery  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  WISE  demanded  the  question  of  reception,  and 
inquired  whether  it  was  the  understanding  of  the  Chair 
that  all  the  memorials  heretofore  presented,  and 
those  to  be  hereafter  offered,  were,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  to  be  referred  to  the  select  committee,  under 
Mr.  PxircKirBT's  resolution? 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  the  memorials  heretofore 
received  had  been  referred  to  the  select  committee. 
As  it  regarded  those  to  be  hereafter  offered,  that  ques- 
tion was  not  now  before  the  House.  The  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  not  to  receive  the  present  pe- 
tition, was  In  order. 

Mr.  WISE  inquired  whether  it  was  competent  to  de- 
bate his  motion. 

The  CHAIR  said  it  was. 

Mr.  WISE  said  they  could  not  turn  the  wheels  of  time 
backward  (  an  understanding  of  the  question  of  the  abo- 
lition of  slavery  must  be  had  now  or  never.  He  did  not 
consider  that  the  question  of  abolition  was  settled,  or 
could  be  settled,  by  any  evasive  measures.  Be  it  re- 
membered, by  the  people  of  this  country,  that  it  was 
not  the  people  of  the  South,  or  their  representatives, 
who  introduced  this  subject  before  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  Be  it  remembered,  that  it  was  the  peo- 
ple of  the  North  who  got  up  abolition  petitions,  and 
their  representatives  who  presented  them,  that  intro. 
duced  that  subject;  and,  if  there  be  agitation  and  agi- 
tators, the  people  and  representatives  of  the  South  are 
not  concerned  in  it.  They  deprecate  the  agitation  of 
that  subject  in  Congress  and  elsewhere.  The  people 
of  the  South  have  protested  against  it  in  every  form, 
but  still  you  will  receive  those  petitions,  refer  and  le- 
gislate upon  theme  and  it  is  time  that  the  South  were 
acting.  At  the  beginning  of  the  session,  when  the 
States  were  first  called  for  resolutions,  be  it  remember- 
ed by  all,  that  a  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr.  Jarvis] 
offered  resolutions  upon  the  subject;  and  when  the 
whole  subject  was  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
northern  representatives,  were  southern  men  to  be  si- 
lent ?  if  the  representatives  of  the  South  had  remained 
silent  when  the  subject  of  legislation  upon  southern 
rights  was  brought  up  by  northern  representatives,  they 
would  have  been  recreant  to  their  constituents  and  to 
the  whole  South.  Strang^,  indeed,  was  it  that  a  south- 
ern man  should  make  a  charge  of  agitation  against  the 
South,  and  come  forward  with  an  evasive  proposition 
at  a  time  when  gentlemen  were  ready  to  give  the  south- 
ern people  the  resolutions  they  wished.  That  a  south- 
ern representative  should  have  done  so  is  astonishing, 
and  he  hissed  him  and  spurned  him  as  a  deserter  from 
the  principles  of  the  South. 

The  SPEAKER  called  Mr.  Wisb  to  order,  and  said 
that  the  gentleman  must  take  his  seat. 

Mr.  Wisi  remained  standing^,  and  the  SPEAKER  re- 
peated that  he  was  called  to  order,  and  he  must  be 
seated. 

Mr.  Wisb  still  remained  on  the  floor,  and  the  SPEAK- 
ER, in  reiterating  the  call  to  order,  appealed  to  the 
House  to  sustain  the  decorum  of  the  body. 

Various  members  in  every  part  of  the  House  now 
called  to  order,  and  Mr.  Wisx  resumed  his  seat. 

Mr.  W.  B.  SHEPARD  moved  that  the  gentleman 
have  leave  to  proceed. 


Mr.  RICE  GARLAND  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays; 
which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  understood  the  usual  course  to 
be  that  the  words  of  the  gentleman  must  be  taken  down, 
and  then  he  must  be  asked  whether  he  acknowledged 
those  to  be  his  words;  and  he  moved  that  the  words  be 
taken  down,  and  the  gentleman  so  interrogated. 

The  CHAIR  said  he  bad  directed  the  Clerk  to  take 
down  the  words  of  the  gentleman,  and  they  would  be 
read. 

The  words  were  then  read  by  the  Clerk,  as  follows: 
**  He  hissed  him  and  spurned  him  as  a  deserter  from  the 
principles  of  the  South." 

Mr.  WISE  denied  having  used  those  words. 

Mr.  GRANGER  asked  if  the  House  must  not  then 
pass  upon  those  words,  and  say  whether  they  were  the 
words  of  the  gentleman  or  not? 

The  CHAIR  said  yes.  , 

Mr.  PATTON  said  he  must  hear  witnesses  before  he 
could  decide,  as  be  did  not  hear  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  WISE  then  asked  leave  to  explain;  which  leave 
being  granted, 

Mr.  WISB  said  he  thanked  the  House  most  kindly  for 
their  indulgence.  He  thanked  them,  and  was  gratified 
to  see  that  there  was  no  power  upon  the  throne,  nor 
beneath  the  throne,  that  could  tie  the  tongue  of  debate. 
He  would  not  pretend  to  say  what  words  he  did  utter; 
but  he  would  say  what  he  did  not;  and  there  were  words 
taken  down  which  he  was  reminded  he  had  not  said. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  take  the  usual  course,  and 
that  it  would  not  mike  an  example  of  so  humble  a  per- 
son as  himself. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  understood  the  gentleman  to 
deny  the  words  taken  down;  but  if  Mr.  A.  understood 
the  gentleman  correctly,  he  said  he  was  not  able  to  say 
what  words  he  had  uttered. 

Mr.  WISE  remarked,  that  although  he  could  not  un- 
dertake to  say,  precisely,  the  words  he  had  used,  yet 
he  did  undertake  to  say  that  he  had  not  used  the  words 
taken  down. 

Mr..  PATTON  did  not  denv  the  right  of  the  House  to 
take  the  question;  but  he  could  not  vote  on  the  question, 
pro  nor  eon. 

Mr.  BOULDIN  asked  to  be  excused  from  voting,  be- 
cause he  WHS  not  within  hearing  when  the  words  were 
spoken.  He  did  not  expect  to  get  by  testimony  the 
exact  words  spoken,  with  the  context,  without  which  the 
meaning  of  no  words  can  be  sufficiently  understood  to 
say,  certainly,  whether  they  be  in  order  or  out  of  order. 

Mr.  ADAMS  said  he  was  under  the  necessity  of  ask- 
ing to  be  excused  from  voting  on  the  question,  becauFe 
he  could  not  say  whether  they  were  the  words  of  the 
gentleman  or  not.  As  the  gentleman  had  denied  them, 
his  impression  would  be  that  they  were  not  his  words; 
but  the  riehts  of  two  members  were  involved  in  the 

?[uestion;  tne  rights  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
Mr.  Wisb,]  and  the  rights  of  the  member  injured  and 
insulted  if  the  words  were  used.  If,  in  denying  the  words, 
the  gentleman  had  stated  that  he  meant  nothing  personal, 
he  would  have  been  satisfied. 

Mr.  WISE  said  he  did  not  know  that  he  had  a  right 
to  explain;  as  the  right  had  been  refused  him  by  the 
Chair. 

The  CHAIR  said  the  gentleman  had  a  right  to  explain 
if  he  chose  to  avail  himself  of  it. 

Mr.  WISE  thanked  the  Chair  most  graciously.  He 
meant  to  make  no  personal  attack  upon  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Pinckstxt.]  He  meant  to 
attack  his  resolution — to  maintain  the  principles  nf  his 
own  (Mr.  W's)  resolution,  and  the  principles  of  the 
South.  He  meant  to  characterize  the  course  of  the  gen- 
tleman as  treason  to  the  South.  He  did  not  attack  his 
motives;  God  only  knew  his  motives.     If  there  be  in 
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tbia  H0U19  ft  Judai  I^cariot,,  who  bfts  received  hii  thirty 
pieces  of  tiWer,  he  knew  it  not. 

Mr.  PINCRNEY  here  rose  and  interrupted  the  re- 
marks of  Mr.  Wisx.  Sir,  said  he,  this  matter  is  pro- 
gressing rather  too  far.  I  ask  the  permission  of  the 
House  to  say  a  wortl  or  two. 

The  CHAIR  called  to  order.  The  gentleman  from 
Virginia  was  in  possession  of  the  floor. 

Mr.  WlSfi  continued. ,  He  wished  to  be  distinctly 
understood  tlyit  he  did  not  attack  the  motives  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  nor  to  insult  him  per- 
sonally; but  he  had  a  right  to  characterize  his  acts  in 
what  terms  he  pleased.  Mr.  W.  said  he  did  use  the  words, 
'•hiss  him  as  a  deserter  from  the  principles  of  the  South  1" 
and  if  he  could  not  characterize  his  measures  in  such 
terms,  he  could  not  understand  what  was  the  freedom 
of  speech.  If  there  was  any  thing  odious  in  the  terms 
he  had  used  towards  the  gentleman,  he  disclaimed  it. 

The  CHAIR  then  varied  the  words  according  to  the 
terms  just  avowed  by  the  gentleman,  viz:  **  He  hissed 
him  as  a  deserter  from  the  principles  of  the  South." 

After  some  further  ezplanatiims  by  the  SPEAKER, 
in  answer  to  inquiries  by  Messrs.  WISE,  PATTON,  and 
VINTON, 

Mr.  PINCRNEY  expressed  the  hope  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Viri^inia  would  be  permitted  to  proceed. 

The  CHAIR  said  that  the  pending  question  could  not 
be  debated. 

Mr.  INQERSOLL  next  attempted  to  address  the 
Houie,  but  he  was  called  to  order,  and  took  his  seat. 

Mr.  W.  B.  SHEfPARD  witbdrevrhis  motion  to  permit 
the  gentlenkan  from  Virginia  to  proceed. 

Mr.  WISE  again  repeate<l,  that  the  words  which  he 
had  used  were,  « that,  in  reference  to  the  course  of  the 
member  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Pi]rGK^zT,}he  hiss- 
ed him  as  a  deserter  from  the  principles  of  the  South, 
on  the  abolition  question." 

The  SPEAKER  decided  these  remarks  out  of  order. 

Mr.  WISE  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
but  subsequently  withdrew  the  appeal. 

Mr.  BELL  moved  that  Mr.  Wisb  be  permitted  to 
proceed  in  his  remarks. 

Mr.  R.  GARLAND  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered,  and  were  as  follows: 

YsAS — Messrs.  Heman  Allen,  Ashley,^  Bailey,  Beale, 
Bell,  Bond,  Bouldin,  Boyd,  Briggs,  Bunch,  John  Cal- 
boon,  William  B.  Calhoun,  Campbell,  Carter,  John 
Chambers,  Childs,  Nathaniel  H.  Claiborne,  Clark, 
Cleveland,  CoflTee,  Coles,  Connor,  Corwin,  Cashing, 
Deberry,  Denny,  Dromgoole,  Everett,  Forester,  French, 
William  K.  Fuller,  Galbraith,  James  Garland,  Rice 
Garland,  Glascock,  Graham,  Granger,  Graves,  Gren- 
nell.  Griffin,  Hiland  Hall,  Hammond,  Hard,  Hardin, 
Harlan,  Harper,  Albert  G.  Harrison,  Hawkins,  Haynes, 
Hiester,  Holsey,  Howard,  Hunt,  Huntsman,  IngersoU, 
Jenifer,  Joseph  Johnson,  Henry  Johnson,  Kinnard, 
Lawler,  Lawrence,  Lay,  Love,  Loyall,  Lucas,  Lyon, 
John  Y.  Mason,  Maury,  McComas,  McKay,  McKennan, 
Mercer,  Milligan,  Morgan,  Morris,  Owens,  Patton, 
James  A.  Pearce,  Pettierew,  Peyton,  Phillips  Pickens, 
Pitickney,  Potts,  Reed,  Rencher,  Roane,  Robertson, 
Russell,  William  B.  Shepard,  Augustine  H.  Shepperd, 
Shields,  Sloane,  Standefer,  Steele,  Storer,  Taliaferro, 
Thomas,  John  Thomson,  Waddy  Thompson,  Towns, 
Turner,  Underwood,  Vinton,  Webster,  White,  Lewis 
Williams,  Sberrod  Williams— 108. 

Nats — Messrs.  Adams,  Ash,  Bean,  Beaumont,  Boon, 
Bovee,  Brown,  Bynum,  Cambreleng,  Carr,  Casey, 
George  Chambers,  Ch&ney,  Chapin,  Craig,  Cramer, 
Crane,  Cushman,  Darlington,  Dickerson,  Doubleday, 
Dunlap,  Efner,  Fairfield,  Farlin,  Fowler,  Fry,  Philo  C. 
Fuller,  Gillet,  Grantland,  Haley,  Joseph  Hall,  Hamer, 
Samuel  8.  Harrison,  Hazeltine»  Henderson,  Hoar,  Hub- 


ley,  Huntington,  Ingham,  William  Jackson*  .labez  Jack- 
son, Janes,  Jarvis,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Cave  Johnson, 
Benjamin  Jones,  Judson,  Kennon,  Kilgore,  Lane,  Lan- 
sing, Gideon  I^e,  Joshua  Lee,  Thomas  Lee,  Leonard, 
Lincoln,  Abijah  Mann,  Job  Mann,  Manning,  Martin,  Wil- 
liam Mason,  Moses  Mason,  Samson  Mason,  May,  McKeon, 
McKim,  McLene.  Miller,  Montgomery,  Muhlenberg, 
Page,  Parker,  Parks,  Patterson,  Dutee  J.  Pearce, 
Phelps,  John  Reynolds,  Joseph  Reynolds,  Schenck, 
Seymour,  Shinn,  Sickles,  Sprague,  Sutherland,  Taylor, 
Toucey,  Turrill,  Wagener,  Wardwell,  Weeks,  Whit- 
tlesey—93. 

80  the  House  decided  that  Mr.  Wisx  should  be  pei^ 
mitted  to  proceed  in  his  remarks. 

Mr.  WISE  rose  to  address  the  House,  but 

Mr.  VINTON  made  a  question  ot  order.  He  con- 
tended that,  under  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Pivckxkt,  it 
was  incompetent  for  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  to 
raise  the  question  of  the  reception  of  this  petition — that 
resolution  having  declared  that  all  petitions  which 
should  hereafter  be  presented  should  be  referred  to 
the  select  committee  appointed  on  the  subject. 

The  SPEAKER  explained  the  grounds  of  his  deci- 
sion. Under  the  resolution  adopted  by  the  House,  the 
Chair  considered  that  all  the  petitions  which  had  hereto- 
fore been  received  or  offered,  and  their  contents  stated, 
were  referred  to  the  select  committee.  The  present 
petition  had  been  proposed  to  be  offered  for  the  first 
time,  and  the  Chair  proceeded  to  assign  the  reasons 
which,  under  the  peculiar  state  of  the  case,  bad  induced 
the  decision  that  It  was  competent  to  make  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  raised  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, [Mr.  Wisx,]  on  the  presentation  of  this  memorial. 

The  decision  of  the  Chair  was  sustained  by  Messrt. 
WISE,  JENIFER,  and  PEYTON,  and  opposed  by 
Messrs.  BYNUM,  CHAMBERS  of  Pennsylvania, 
BRIGGS,  FRENCH,  and  HAWES. 

In  the  discussion  of  the  point  of  order,  Mr.  PINCK- 
NEY  was  called  upon  by  Mr.  BYNUM  to  state  the  ob- 
jects which  he  had  in  view  in  offering  his  reaolutioa; 
and  in  reply,  Mr.  P.  stated  that  he  meant  to  embrace 
all  the  petitions  which  had  been  offered,  and  which 
should  hereafter  be  presented  or  proposed  to  be  offer- 
ed, with  the  especial  object  of  putting  a  stop  to  a  dis- 
cussion which  he  deemed  exceedingly  dangerous  to  the 
interests  of  the  South,  and  to  the  perpetuity  of  the 
Union.  He  intended  by  his  resolution  to  refer  every 
petition  on  tnis  subject  to  a  select  committee,  in  order 
that  a  report  should  be  made,  which  would  be  sat'isfac- 
Xpry  to  the  South,  and  acceptable  to  the  NoHh.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  act  consistently,  and  send  all 
the  petitions  which  might  be  offered  to  the  committee. 
If  the  decision  of  the  Chair  should  be  sustained,  his  ob- 
ject in  offiering  the  resolution  would  be  frustrated,  and 
the  House  would  be  thrown  into  confusion,  and  the  dis- 
cussion which  he  contemplated  to  arrest  would  be  con- 
tinued. Had  he  supposed  that  this  interpretation  would 
have  been  put  upon  bis  resolution,  he  should  never  Imve 
submitted  it. 

While  on  the  floor,  Mr.  P.  hoped,  he  said,  that  he 
would  be  permitted  to  reply  to  an  unprovoked,  wantcm, 
and  unjustifiable  assault,  made  upon  him  by  a  member 
from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Wisz.] 

The  CHAiR  said  the  question  pending  was  a  point  of 
order  on  an  appeal  from  a  decision  of  the  Speaker. 
The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Pixckvbt] 
could  ^ot  be  permitted,  at  this  time,  to  reply  to  remarks 
made  on  another  subject. 

Mr.  PEYTON  suggested  that  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  should  be  permitted  by  the  House  to 
proceed  in  his  contemplated  remarks. 

Objection  being  made, 

Mr.  PINQKNEY  said  this  was  a  matter  perional  to 
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himielf.  Hii  own  self-respect  would  induce  bim  to  re- 
frain from  replying  to  the  extreme  ind  ?iolent  personal- 
ities of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  unless  agreeable 
to  the  House. 

Farther  objection  hieing  made,  Mr.  PIHCHNBY  re- 
sumed his  seat. 

Before  any  (]|uestion  was  taken  on  the  appeal  from  the 
decision  of  the  Chair, 

Mr.  GILLET  (who  had  obtained  the  floor)  remarked 
that  he  did  not  desire,  nor  did  his  constituents  desire, 
that  the  question  of  abolition  should  be  discussed  in 
Congress.  He  did  not,  therefore,  rise  to  make  a  speech; 
but  as  the  questions  of  order  growing  out  of  the  pre- 
sentation of  an  abolition  petition  had  occupied  the 
House  until  the  usual  hour  of  adjournment,  he  moved 
that  the  House  adjourn <  which  was  agreed  to;  and 

The  House  adjourned. 

TuBSDAT,  FxamuABT  16. 
POST  OFFICR  DEPARTMENT. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion, offered  by'Mr.  Smro,  of  Maine,  proposing  to  take 
from  the  files  of  the  House,  and  print,  the  letter  of  the 
late  honorable  William  T.  Barry,  late  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, presented  to  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the 
last  day  of  the  last  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  MASON,  of  Ohio,  withdrew  his  motion  for  the 
reading  oF  the  letter. 

Mr.  HA  WES  renewed  the  motion,  but  subsequently 
withdrew  it. 

Mr.  EVERETT  said  he  regretted  the  necessity  that 
compelled  him  to  oppose  the  printing  the  letter  of  the 
Postmaster  General;  he  disclaimed  all  personal  feelings. 
With  that  officer  he  had  not  the  honor  of  a  personal  ac- 
quaintance, and  against  him  he  entertained  no  unkind 
deling.  In  the  portion  of  the  letter  read,  he  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  following  passage:  «  When 
an  executive  Department  of  the  Government  is  thus  as- 
sailed by  a  committee  of  a  branch  of  the  legislative  de- 
partment, it  is  but  an  act  of  justice,  due  to  the  Execu- 
tive, the  people,  and  himself,  for  the  head  of  that  De- 
partment to  present  the  facts  to  the  public."  The  let- 
ter is  thus,  on  the  face  of  it,  an  appeal  to  the  public 
against  a  report  of  a  committee  of  this  House,  and  laid 
on  its  table  on  the  last  hour  of  its  session;  and  the  mo- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Maine  is  to  ask  this  House  to 
become  the  organ  through  which  this  appeal  to  the  pub- 
lic shall  be  communicated.  The  letter  asks  no  action  of 
the  House.  He  appealed  to  the  House  to  say  whether 
it  was  proper  thus  to  come  to  the  aid  of  any  one  who 
impugned  the  acts  of  the  House  or  of  its  committee. 
The  press  is  open  to  all,  and  through  that  all  who  are 
injured  by  acts  of  the  House  or  its  committee  can  make 
their  appeal  to  the  people.  On  this  ground  he  should 
be  opposed  to  give  circulation  to  any  complaint  of  the 
people  made  through  the  House  against  the  acts  of  its 
committees. 

Mr.  E.  then  read  the  following  from  the  letteri 
*<  But  many  of  the  most  important  subjects  of  com- 
plaint were  concealed  from  the  undersigned  during  the 
whole  investigation,  and  were  first  made  known  to  him 
by  the  publication  of  the  report.  The  undersigned  was 
frequently  informed  by  members  of  the  committee 
that  nothing  of  an  unfavorable  nature  relating  to  the 
adminstration  of  this  Department  had  been,  so  far  as 
related  to  himself,  developed  in  the  investigation;  and 
in  no  single  point  in  which  the  committee  have  been  so 
lavish  of  their  animadversion  was  an  opportunity  given 
for  explanation  or  defence." 

This  passage  contains  a  charge  against  the  committee 
of  concealment — of  fraudulent  concealment;  and  also  of 
assertions  inconsistent  with  truth.     However  intended, 


it,  by' its  general  terms,  contains  charges  against  the 
whole  committee.  Mr.  B.  said  be  would  answer  for 
himself.  The  charges  could  not  with  troth  be  applied 
to  him.  He  had  neither  oonoealed  any  thing  from  the 
head  of  the  Department,  nor  at  any  time  made  the  state- 
ment referred  to.  He  said  be  had  no  personal  acquaint- 
ance with  the  Postmaster  General;  he  had  no  personal 
communication  with  him  during  the  examination:  tkmt 
no  personal  communication  from  him  was  expected. 
There  were,  however,  members  of  the  committee  wiUi 
whom,  he  had  no  doubt,  the  Postmaster  General  had 
free  intercourse.  There  was  nothing  improper  in  it. 
No  injunction  against  such  communication  was  required 
or  expected  by  the  committee.  He  presumed  that,  in 
fiict,  the  Department  was  informed  or  the  character  of 
the  examination  going  on  within  its  walls.  Further,  the 
committee,  from  time  to  time,  sent  resolutions  to  the 
head  of  the  Department,  not  only  for  faetB  in  relation  to 
subjects  of  investigation,  but  for  explanation,  for  the 
reason  of  his  conduct;  and  thair  his  answers  were  a  part 
of  the  report.  He  appealed  to  the  records  of  the  com- 
mittee for  this  fact. 

He  did  not  believe  that  any  member  of  the  committee 
was  justly  chargeable  with  the  concealment  complained 
of;  or  that  the  Postmnster  General  could  justly  complain 
of  being  uninformed  of  the  proceedings  of  the  commit- 
tee. 

As  to  the  fact  stated,  that  members  of  the  committee 
frequently  informed  the  Postmaster  General  that  nothii^ 
of  an  unfkvorable  character  was  developed.  Sec,  he 
would  say  that  he  gave  no  such  information  at  any  time; 
and  he  believed  he  was  enabled  to  make  the  same  dec- 
laration for  the  others  of  the  minority. 

Considering  these  charges,  then,  as  unfounded,  he  coufcl 
not  vote  for  the  printing  of  any  paper  that  contained 
them.  On  these  grounds,  then,  that  the  letter  wasa 
mere  appeal  ta  the  people  against  the  report  of  a  com- 
mittee of  the  House,  a  letter  asking  no  action  of  the 
House,  and,  also,,  that  it  contained  unfounded  imputations 
against  that  committee,  he  should  vote  against  the  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  HA  WES  said  this  was  indeed  a  singular  proceed- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Smito,] 
and  in  the  discussion  of  this  question  Mr.  H.  should  nei- 
ther spare  his  feelings,  nor  the  feelings  of  any  member 
upon  that  floor,  nor  any  one  in  that  House,  or  out  of  it,  so 
long  as  he  could  keep  himself  within  the  rules  of  order. 

In  order  that  this  question  might  be  plainly  understood 
by  every  member  or  the  House,  he  snould  give  a  brief 
relation  of  it,  and  of  the  part  taken  by  the  gentleman 
from  Maine,  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  in  relation  to 
this  matter.  Nor  should  he  stop  here,  but  he  should  go 
on  to  expose  to  the  world  the  part  that  gentleman  bad 
acted. 

It  was  generally  known  that  the  Post  Office  Depart* 
mentofthis  Government  was  considered  mismanaged,  and 
its  funds  misapplied;  and  that,  by  order  of  that  House, 
a  committee  had  been  appointed  to  investigate  its  con- 
cerns. During  the  recess  of  the  last  Congress,  he,  to- 
gether with  the  gentleman  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House,  and  other  members,  who  had  been  appointed  the 
committee  on  that  occasion,  made  a  laborious  investiga- 
tion; and  two  reports,  of  the  majority  and  minority  of  the 
committee,  had  been  made,  and  scattered  through  t'he 
nation.  The  people,  therefore,  were  as  well  informed 
as  to  the  facts  contained  in  those  reports  as  their  repre- 
sentatives. Af)er  the  committee  had  made  their  reports, 
and  a  large  number  of  them  had  been  printed  by  order 
of  the  House,  and  circulated  throughout  the  countryi 
the  then  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States,  now 
no  more,  whose  friend  Mr.  H.  was  while  living,  and 
whose  memory  he  held  dear  now  dead,  upon  the  bat 
night  of  the  last  session  of  Congress,  addressed  a  commu- 
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nication,  not  to  th*t  House,  but  to  the  people  of  this 
oountry*  justifying  himself  ipinit  what  be  wm  pleased 
to  call  an  atttick  made  upon  oim  by  the  committee.  A 
proposition  n^as  now  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Maine, 
thikt  this  communication,  which  hMl  been  already  printed 
in  nearly  all  the  public  journals  of  the  United  States, 
bboald  be  printed  by  order  of  that  House,  and  that  the 
House  should  become  the  organ  through  which  an  attack 
#as  to  be  made  uponm  committee  constituted  by  itself, 
«nd  appointed  by  its  Speaker.  When  the  gentleman 
Urit  offered  this  proposition,  amounting  to  no  more  nor 
less  than  that  the  House  ihould  subscribe  to  the  doctrines 
therem  contained,  and  thus  tear  up  the  bones  of  the 
dead,  Mr.-H.  felt  it  his  duty,  as  an  individual  member 
of  the  House,  implicated  in  the  charges,  and  instrumental 
in  making  the  report,  to  ask  that  gentleman  to  withdraw 
it.  Mr.  H.  did  so,  as  the  late  Postmaster  General  slept 
in  his  f^rave,  and  it  was  not  the  part  of  a  friend  to  wish 
to  arraign  his  bones  again  before  the  people  of  his  coun- 
try. What  the  gentleman  ekpected  to  gain  by  this,  and 
what  he  expected  to  gain  by  an  elaborate  letter  addressed 
by  himself  [Mr.  Smith]  to  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
-Mr.  H.  would  not  pretend  tossy.  If  he  wished  to  be 
considered  the  defender  of  the  dead,  Mr.  H.  would  tell 
him  he  would  fail  of  his  obiect.  Notbinff  of  that  kind 
-could  happen,  and  the  gentleman  would  find,  before  he 
got  through,  that  be  had  subjected  not  only  himself,  but 
bis  asseverations,  to  An  ordeal  in  which  tbey  would  be 
proclaimed  as  false. 

The  CHAIR  called  the  gentleman  to  order. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  obey,  sir;  I  beg  pardon i  1  was  led 
away  by  my  feelings. 

By  the  requirement  of  the  CHAIR,  Mr.  H.  took  his 
seat. 

Mr.  PATTON  moved  that  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky be  permitted  to  proceed.    Agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAWBS  assured  the  House  that  he  was  unwil-* 
ling,  upon  any  debate,  to  trespass  upon  the  feelings  of 
House  generally,  or  upon  those  of  any  individual  mem- 
ber of  it.  But,  God  knows,  every  member  of  the  Post 
Office  committee  of  investigation  could  l«y  their  hands 
upon  their  hearts  and  say  that,  in  the  report  they  made, 
they  did  justice  to  the  Post  Office  Department,  to  the 
individual  head  of  it,  and  to  the  great  body  of  the  peo- 

Sle  of  the  United  States.  When  every  individual  mem- 
er  of  the  committee  knew  they  had  done  this  justice, 
then  to  be  charged  by  an  individual  member  of  the 
House  with  partiality,  misunderstanding,  with  ignorance, 
and  w'lth  every  thing  almost  within  the  human  language 
of  a  denunciatory  character,  was  more  than  he  could 
bear.  Let  him  ask,  where  did  the  gentleman  from 
Maine  obtain  the  vast  body  of  information  he  professed 
to  be  in  possession  of  in  relation  to  this  subject^  Was 
he  engaged  in  the  Post  Office  Department  day  aAer  day, 
week  after  week,  and  month  after  month,  rummaging 
for,  and  wading  through,  a  vast  mass  of  documents  from 
the  commencement  of  ttie  Government  to  the  present 
time?  Had  he  done  all  this,  that  he  was  to  be  permitted 
to  put  the  brand  of  falsehood  upon  the  report  of  the 
committee?  He  pronounced  the  gentleman's  own^  re- 
port to  be  ^Ise,  grossly  false. 

The  CHAIK  called  the  gentleman  to  order  for  being 
personal  to  a  member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HAWES  explained  that  he  was  not  then  speak- 
ing of  the  gentleman  as  a  member  of  the  House,  the 
pamphlet  to  which  he  referred  having  been  published 
before  the  present  Congress  was  in  esse. 

Mr.  SMITH  hoped  the  gentleman  would  be  allowed 
to  proceed. 

The  CHAIR  said  the  rule  was  imperative,  which  he 
read.  The  gentleman  had  indulged  in  a  personality  to- 
wards a  member  of  the  House,  and  the  gentleman  could 
not  proceed. 


Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  South  Carolina,  appealed  from 
the  decision  of  the  Chair,  on  the  ground  of  its  encroach- 
ing upon  the  freedom  of  debate,  as  precluding  allunon 
to  statements  made  in  publications  issued,  as  the  one 
alluded  to  had  been,  during  the  recess  of  Congress. 

Mr.  HAWES  briefly  ezplnined.  After  the  Commit- 
on  the  Post  Office  Department  had  made  their  report, 
the  gentleman  from  Maine  had  published  a  paper  pur- 
porting to  be,  if  Mr.  H.  recollected  correctly,  a  com- 
ment upon  that  report,  as  a  private  individual,  and  not 
as  a  member  of  that  House,  attempting  to  prove  that 
the  Department  was  right  and  the  committee  wrong. 
It  was  in  that  way  Mr.  H.  had  thrown  back  the  impuU- 
tion  cast  upon  the  report. 

The  decision  of  the  Chair  was  briefly  opposed  by 
Messrs.  EVANS,  WISE,  MERCER,  and  PEYTON, 
and  sustained  by 

Mr.  SMITH,  who,  for  himself,  he  said,  had  no  objec- 
tion that  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  should  be  allow- 
ed the  utmost  latitude,  &c. 

Mr.  BYNUM  aaid  he  did  not  come  there  to  settle  po- 
litical quarrels.  If  the  course  was  to  be  continued 
which  had  been  commenced,  they  should  in  a  short  lime 
have  to  come  to  the  House  prepared  to  protect  their^ 
selves  and  their  characters,  as  it  would  be  out  of  the 
power  of  the  Chair  to  protect  them.  If  the  po«tion 
assumed  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  P«t- 
T0ir]and  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Wis  a]  be 
correct,  they  would  have  scenes  of  confusion  and  violence 
on  that  floor,  before  long,  which  would  be  a  disgrace  to 
the  country  and  to  the  American  Congress.  For  his 
own  part,  he  must  say  that,  feeble  as  his  health  was, 
whenever  be  found  that  the  Chair  could  not  protect  him 
in  the  House,  he  must  come  prepared  to  protect  him- 
self. He  conceived  that,  whenever  a  remark  was  made 
personal  to  any  member  of  the  House,  thai  remark  wsc 
out  of  order.  Gentlemen  did  not  come  there  to  settle 
questions  of  veracity,  but  to  do  the  business  of  the  na- 
tion. He  thought  the  House  had  seen  enough  to  be 
convineed  that  this  state  of  things  must  be  put  an  end 
tot  snd  he  conceived  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
sustain  the  Chair  in  his  effort  to  preserve  order. 

Mr.  BELL  expressed  a  wish  that  the  words  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  be  taken  down,  so  that  the 
House  roif^ht  know  what  he  was  called  to  order  for. 

The  CHAIR  said  he  was  not  bound  Uke  down  the 
words  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  but  he  would 
state  that  he  understood  him  in  substance  to  say  that  he 
pronounced  a  certain  paper  false,  and  attributed  that 
paper  to  a  member  of  the  House,  and  ststed  that  that 
member  had  been  guilty  of  a  falsehood  in  publishing 
that  paper. 

Mr.  HAWES  said  he  was  as  much  in  favor  of  support- 
ing the  exertions  of  the  Chair  to  preserve  order  as  any 
member,  and  must  say  that  he  concurred  in  every  re- 
mark made  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Btvuic.]  In  alluding  to  the  paper  published  by  the 
rentleman  from  Maine,  he  had  said  it  was  "grossly 
false;"  but  that  paper  was  neither  published  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Government,  nor,  by  any  member  of  that 
House,  as  such;  and,  on  that  account  only,  he  conceived 
the  Chair  took  it  to  be  a  personal  insult  to  a  member  of 
the  House.  Mr.  H.  spoke  in  allusion  to  that  paper, 
and  pronounced  it  false.  Perhaps  the  gentleman  did 
not  know  it  to  be  false;  and  he  might  not  have  written 
the  paper,  although  his  name  was  signed  to  it,  and  Mr. 
H.  had  an  idea  that  that  paper  was  not  written  by  the 
gentleman,  but  was  written  in  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, by  an  officer  of  that  Department. 

Mr.  WISE  moved  that  the  House  give  the  gentleman 
from  Maine  [Mr.  Smith]  leave  to  explain. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  did  write  the  pamphlet  alluded  to, 
every  word  of  it,  and  was  responsible  for  it,  and  every 
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sentence  of  it  would  be  found  baaed  upon,  and  Bupport- 
ed  by,  the  records  of  the  Post  Office  Department. 

The  SPEAKER  called  for  order,  and  Mr.  S.  there- 
upon took  his  seat. 

Mr.  OILLET  objected  to  the  motion  being  received. 
Mr.  WISE  said,  as  the  gentleman  from  New  York  ob- 
jected, be  was  satisfied. 

Mr.  HA  WES  believed  the  Speaker  was  right  in  call- 
ing him  to  order,  as  be  understood  his  remarksi  but  he 
again  repeated  that  be  did  not  allude  to  a  member  of 
this  House,  and  he  must  be  understood  to  be  out  of 
order  in  assailing  the  papers  of  that  member,  when  he 
acted  as  a  private  individual  in  publishing  that  paper. 

Mr.  MILLER  contended  that  the  Chur  was  perfectly 
correct,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  every  member  of 
the  House  to  susUin  him.  A  false  Issue  was  made  to 
the  House,  and  if  gentlemen  were  permiUed  to  refer  to 
written  papers  with  the  names  of  members  of  Congress 
attached  to  them,  they  might  attack  and  denounce  every 
document  published  by  gentlemen  as  false,  and,  if  that 
state  of  things  was  to  be  admitted,  you  might  as  well 
blot  out  your  rules. 

Mr.  WADDY  THOMPSON  called  for  the  yeas  and 
nays{  which  were  ordered. 
Tr.  PATTON  hoped  the  appeal  would  be  withdrawn. 
Mr.  WISE  understood  that  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky was  called  to  order,  first,  for  the  irrelevance  of 
j         bis  remarks  to  the  subject  under  discussion,  and,  second. 
^         ly,  for  indecorum  in  debate;  and  he  wished  to  know 

whether  there  could  not  be  a  division  of  tlie  question. 
!  The  CHAIR  said  the  question  could  not  be  divided. 

;  Mr.  WISE  then  asked  if  the  words  of  the  gentleman 

>         were  taken  down. 

'  The  CHAIR  said  tliey  were  not,  but  that  the  gentle- 

'         man  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Wisa]  could  Uke  them  down, 
<         and  send  them  to  the  Clerk's  table  to  be  read. 
^  After  some  further  remarks   by  Messrs.   EVANS, 

WISE,  HAWES,  UNDERWOOD,  and  BYNUM, 
(  Mr.  ORENNELL  presented  the  following,  which  he 

I         believed  to  be  the  words  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
I         tucky: 

t  "  A  letter  published  during  the  recess  of  Congress, 

to  which  the  name  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Smith]  was  signed,  contained  a  statement  which  in  truth 
I         and  in  fact  was  grossly  false." 

The  question  was  then  put  upon  the  appeal  from  the 
decision  of  the  Chair,  and  decided  in  favor  of  that  deci- 
sion: Yeas  159,  nays  43. 

So  the  decision  of  the  Chair  was  susUined. 
Mr.  WISE  moved  that  the  gentleman  (rom  Kentucky 
[Mr.  HAwas]  be  permitted  to  proceed. 

Mr.  HAWES,  on  leave,  remarked  that  the  House 

having  decided  by  a  large  majority  that  the  words  used 

I         by  him  were  out  of  order,  he  submitted  cheerfully  to 

that  decision.     So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  would  in 

I  future  endeavor  not  to  infringe  those  rules  of  order  and 

i  proceeding  so  essential  to  the  transaction  of  the  public 

I         business.     If  it  should  be  the  pleasure  of  the  House  to 

permit  him  to  proceed  with  the  discussion  to-morrow, 

he  should  carefully  guard  against  any  infringement  of 

the  rules  of  order. 

The  House  determined  that  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky should  be  permitted  to  proceed  when  the  subject 
next  came  up  for  consideration. 

The  CHAIR  then  announced  the  special  order  of  the 
day. 

SUFFERERS  BY  FIRE  IN  NEW  YORK. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENG,  the  House  pro- 
ceeded to  execute  the  special  order  of  this  day,  and 
went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union,  Mr.  Conhob  in  the  chair,  on  the  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  Uie  sufferers  by  the  late  fire  in  New  York. 


The  question  pending  was  the  motion  of  Mr.  Habdiv 
to  strike  out  the  first  proviso  in  the  first  section,  which 
is  in  the  following  worda: 

*'  Frwtdcdt  That  those  who  are  within  the  provision 
of  this  section,  but  who  may  have  paid  th^ir  bonds  sub- 
sequent to  the  late  fire,  ^ball  also  be  entitled  to  th^  ben- 
efit of  this  section,  and  that  the  said  bonds  shall  be  re- 
newed from  the  day  when  ^e  s&me  ^ere  paid,  and  said 
payments  refunded." 

Mr.  PHILLIPS,  who  was  entitled  to  the  floor,  rose, 
and  addressed  the  committee  as  follows: 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  examine,  with 
care,  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  and  to  weigh  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  urged  against  it.  From  an  ac 
quaintance  with  the  state  of  business,  and  the  general 
situation  of  merchants  in  the  city  of  New  York{  from 
personal  observation  of  the  immediate  effects  of  the  re- 
cent calamity;  and  from  inquiry  into  the  probable  ex- 
tent of  its  wide-spread  consequences,  I  have  been  con- 
vinced of  the  importance,  nay,  of  the  absolute  necessity, 
of  some  early  provision,  on  the  part  of  this  Government, 
for  the  relief  of  its  dtbtors  in  that  city;  and,  upon  re- 
flection, t  am  satisfied  that  it  is  not  more  tlie  impulse  of 
liberality  than  the  obvious  dictate  of  sound  policy  to  do 
at  least  all  that  is  proposed  in  this  bill. 

The  bill  provides  for  two  objects:  first,  the  relief  of 
such  debtors  of  the  Government  as  were  immediate  suf- 
ferers by  the  fire;  and,  secondly,  the  relief  of  all  who 
were  indebted  to  the  Government  in  the  city  of  New 
York  at  the  time  when  the  fire  occurred.  The  jpro- 
posed  relief  is  confined,  in  both  cases,  to  debtors  of  the 
Government,  and  consists  simply  of  an  extension,  with- 
out  interest,  of  the  time  of  payment  of  bonds  eiven  to 
secure  the  duties  upon  goods  recently  imported.  This 
relief  it  is  proposed  to  afford  in  the  largest  measure  X6 
the  immediate  sufferers,  and  in  a  less  degree  to  the 
others  who  are  supposed  to  be  liable  to  temporary  em- 
barrassment, if  not  direct  loss,  from  the  necessary  con- 
sequences of  such  a  calamity. 

The  extension  of  payments  thus  provided  for  is  an 
indulgence  which  the  Government  can  grant,  in  the 
present  state  of  its  finances,  without  inconvenience,  and, 
under  the  existing  arrangemenU  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, without  any  sacrifice.  Such  is  the  amount  of 
surplus  revenue  already  collected,  that,  if  these  bonds 
were  paid  at  maturity,  the  Government  would  have  no 
use  for  the  money,  and  it  would  be  suffered  to  lie  in  the 
deposite  banks  without  interest.  The  effect  of  the  bill 
will,  therefore,  be  to  allow  to  the  debtors  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, rather  than  to  the  banks,  the  gratuitous  use  of 
the  amount  of  the  bonds  during  the  time  of  extension. 
So  far  as  the  privilege  which  the  banks  would  other- 
wise enjoy  may  be  thus  curtailed,  they  can  have  no 
right  to  complain,  since  the  use  of  the  Government  bal- 
ances that  will  still  remain  in  their  hands  must  be  more 
than  an  ample  remuneration  for  the  services  they  per- 
form. 

All  that  is  proposed,  then,  is  nothing  more  than  an 
ordinary  arrangement,  to  which,  under  various  circum- 
stances, creditors  are  often  obliged  to  accede,  from  con- 
siderations of  prudence  and  liberality.  In  this  case, 
while  there  may  be  reason  to  suppose  that,  by  refusing 
such  temporary  accommodation,  the  Government  might 
fail  of  securing  its  debts,  it  is  clear  that,  by  granting  it, 
it  will  afford  direct  and  effectual  relief  to  its  debtors, 
and,  in  relieving  so  many  of  them,  do  much  to  restore 
confidence  and  hope  to  a  distressed  community. 

The  relation  between  the  Government,  as  a  creditor, 
and  the  citizens  whom  it  requires  to  become  its  debtors, 
by  giving  bonds  for  duties  upon  imports,  is,  under  our 
revenue  system,  in  several  respects,  peculiar)  and  the 
course  of  the  discuision  upon  this  bill  hss  shown  that  it 
is  not  sufiiciently  understood.    It  differs  essentially  from 
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&e  usual  relation  between  creditor  and  debtor,  inai- 
much  as  it  results  not  from  an  ordinary  and  voluntary 
contract^  as  between  buyer  and  seller,  but  from  a  legis- 
lative exaction,  which  creates  the  debt  without  furnish- 
log  to  the  debtor  ah  immediate,  biit  only  a  contingent, 
equivalent.  Let  me  endeavor  to  illustrate  my  meaning 
upon  this  point,  confining  the  illustration  to  the  case  of 
duties  secured  by  bonds.  Immediately  upon  the  arrival 
of  a  ship  in  port,  before  the  cargo  can^  be  landed,  the 
importer  is  required  to  execute  his  bond,  with  sureties, 
for  the  amount  of  duties  on  the  goods  consigned  to  him; 
and,  from  that  moment,  except  that  he  is  entitled  to  an 
i^llowance  for  damage  ascertamed  to  have  been  incurred 
during  the  voyage  of  importation,  he  is  responsible  to 
the  Government  for  the  amount  of  his  bond,  whatever 
losses  he  may  incur  in  landing  and  storing  the  goods,  o^ 
while  they  remain  in  store,  before  he  has  had  dn 
opportunity  of  disposing  of  thteih  for  consumption  or 
export.  Should  the  go^s  be  exported,  he  is  entitled  to 
a  drawback  of  the  duty;  if  they  are  sold  for  consuihp- 
tion,  the  duty  becomes  an  increment  of  value,  and  is  re- 
ceived back  by  the  importer  in  the  price  whi^h  the  con- 
sumer pays;  but  while  they  remain  In  the  warehouse  of 
the  importer,  even,  as  in  iban^  cases,  under  the  lock 
and  key  of  the  custom-house,  the  Government  holds  him 
responsible  for  the  duties,  against  all  risks;  and,  should 
the  goods  be  destroyed  or  lost,  will  still  exact  the  pay- 
ment of  his  bond.  Now,  it  is  obviously  of  no  advantage 
to  the  importer  that  a  duty  is  thus  levied  upon  his  g^oods, 
and  it  is  as  obviously  not  the  design  of  the  revenue  laws 
that  he  shall  be  a  loser,  by  reason  of  his  being  held 
subject  to  the  payment  of  the  duty;  but  the  design  is, 
that  the  payment  of  the  duty  shall  devolve  ultimately 
upon  the  consumer,  and  the  Government  employs  the 
importer  as  its  agent  for  collecting  the  duty  from  the 
consumer.  When  the  importer  has  sold  the  goods  to 
the  consumer,  (though  he  is  obliged  to  take  upon  him- 
self the  risk  of  bad  debts,  without  any  guarantee  from  the 
Government,)  he  has  realized  a  consideration  for  bis 
bond,  and  acquired  the  Aneani  6f  paying  it;  but,  ilfitil 
that  contingency  has  occurred,  he  remains  in  the  sftua- 
tion  of  an  agent  who,  upon  the  receipt  of  goods  on  con- 
signrfient,  has  made  an  advance  in  Cash,  or  given  an  ac- 
ceptance to'  his  principal;  without  being  able  to  aviAl 
himself  of  the  legiil  privilege  of  the  agent  in  such  cases, 
of  recovering  from  the  principal  the  amotint  of  the 
advance  or  acceptance,  if  the  goods  should  be  lost  or 
destroyed,  in  landing  or  in  store,  before  they  cttn  be 
sold. 

The  disadvantage  and  injury  to  which  the  imfporte^  h 
thus  exposed  msy  be  attributed  to  a  prominent  defect 
In  our  revenue  laws— the  want  oF  a  warehousing  system. 
In  England,  where  that  system,  after  many  gradual 
efforts  to  establish  it,  has  been  in  full  operatioA  nnce 
1826,  the  evil  does  not  exist.  It  is  there  provided  that 
the  importer,  upon  landing  his  goods,  may  deposite  them, 
under  the  inspection  of  officers  of  the  customs,  in  a 
,  **  warehouse  of  special  security,"  as  it  is  termed,  which 
may  be  a  private  store  or  quay,  duly  licensed  for  the 
^purpose,  under  prescribed  regulations;  and  the  goods 
are  allowed  to  remain  in  such  warehouse  for  a  term  of 
three  years^  subject  only  to  the  standing  bond  of  the 
proprietor  or  occupier  of  the  warehouse,  or  the  special 
bond  of  the  importer,  **  for  the  payment  of  the 
full  duties  of  importation^  or  for  the  due  exportation 
of  the  goods.  If  within^  tlii'ee  years  the  goodr  are 
exported,  the  bond  is  discharged';'  if  they  are  taken 
•^  lor  home  use,"  the  duties  are  payable  in  cash  upon 
delivery  from  the  warehouse.  While  the  goods  are 
warehoused,  the  duty  does  not  accrue;  if  they  sre  lost 
or  destroyed  by  unavoidable  accident  in  the  warehouse, 
the  duty  is  not  held  to  be  payable;  or  ir  they  are  lost  or 
<  destroyed  ** in  landin^^ or  shipping^'*  or  "in  the  receiv' 


ing  into  or  delivery  from  the  warehouse,"  the  duty, 
«<  payable  or  paid,"  is  remitted  or  returned.  While  the 
goods  remain  in  the  warehouse,  sales  may  be  made  by 
one  party  to  another,  (the  law  prescribing  a  mode  of 
transfer,)  and  the  purchaser  succeeds  to  all  the  privileges 
of  the  impoHer;  or,  rather,  the  privilege  attaches  to  the 
goods,  so  long  as  they  remain  in  the  warehouse,  what- 
ever may  be  the  changes  of  ownership  In  the  meanwhile. 
It  is  not  until  they  are* about  to  pass  into  immediate  con- 
sumption that  the  duty  is  pavable;  and  thus  the  import- 
er has  the  opportunity  of  collecting  the  duty  from  the 
consumed  before  he  is  required  to  pay  it  to  the  Govem- 
ment;  and  it  is  only  after  the  goods  have  passed  into  the 
consumer's  hands  that  the  Government  is  released  from 
the  risk  of  losing  the  duty,  in  consequence  of  any  un- 
avoidable  accident  (by  fire  ol*  otherwise)  that  amy  befall  I 
the  goods. 

Such,  Mr.  Chairman,  Is  the  design  of  the  English 
warehousing  system;  and  the  getitleman  from  Sooth 
Cardlina  [Mr.  Picxxvs]  will  perceive  that,  in  a  case  fike 
the  pi*esent,  it  would  save  harmless  (in  respect  to  liability 
lor  dutlei)  most  of  the  iihpoHers  for  whose  partial  and 
temporary  relief  this  bill  makes  prdvision.  Had  the 
English  system  been  in  operation  at  New  York,  a  large 
proportion  of  the  imported  goods  destroyed  by  the  fire 
would  have  been  warehoused;  the  duty  would  not  hare 
accrued,  and  would  not  have  been  payables  and  the 
Government  could  not  have  been  a  gainer  by  the  ca- 
lamity, as  it  now  may  be,  since  it  has  secured  the  duty 
upon  all  goods  which,  if  not  burned,  would  have  been 
exported,  and  will  derive  an  increase  of  revenue  from 
the  importation  of  goods  required  to  supply  the  (>lace  of 
those  (also  burned)  which  were  intended  for  consaiiip- 
tion. 

i  regret,  sir,  th«t  the  warehousing  system  could  not, 
long  since,  have  been  introduced  here.  As  perfected 
in  England,  it  affords  innumerable  advantages  to  the 
eottimerce  of  the  country,  and  has  not  proved  fiable  to 
abuse 4  I  perceive  no  sufficient  obstable  to  its  introduc- 
tion here.  The  principle  was  partially  recognised  in 
the  sixtieth  section  of  the  act  of  Congreia  of  the  3d  of 
Msrch,  1799,  providing  for  the  landing,  storing,  Ami  re- 
lading,  of  the  cargoes  of  ships  ariving  from  foreign  ports 
in  distress,  without  requiring  the  consignee,  iif  such 
cases,  to  enter  the  go<Mls  and  secure  the  duty.  The 
allowance  of  drawback  upon  goods  imported  is  also  a 
parthi!  recognition  of  the  principle;  but  it  is  only  by 
adopting  the  system  in  its  entira  extent  that  we  can  se- 
cure to  our  citiaens  the  same  advantages  of  foreign  trade 
that  JR^  no#  enjoyed  iir  finglsnd,  as  well  also  as  at  moat 
of  the  principal  ports  of  the  continent  of  Europe.  The 
fire  at  New  York  furnishes  striking  proofs  of  the  injury 
and  injustice  to  which  merchants  are  exposed,'  frokn  the 
want  of  the  system;  and  I  shall  consider  it  as  the 
strongest  indication  of  friendly  regard  for  the  mercan- 
tile iMerest^  whenever  Congress  shalf  see  fit  to  enter- 
tahi  a  suitable  proposition  in  reference  to  this  object. 
I  shall  cheerfully  vote  for  this  bill,  because  I  consider 
it  founded  in  ftie  most  eaiiritabl^f  principles,'  and  because 
it  provides  for  a  case  or  suffering^  of  appalling  magni- 
tude;' and  yet  I  am  not  unawsre  tt«t  it  furnishes  some 
foundation  for  the  charge  ot  partial  legfislation,  inasmuch 
as  there  have  been  other  cases^*  similar  in  all  important 
respeett  to  this,  in  which  importers,  from  unavoidable 
accident,  have  been  subjected  to  the  loss  of  goods  upon 
which  they  had  secured  the  duties,  and  have  received  no 
relief  from  the  Government.  It  is  impossible  to  refer 
to  any  single  case  wbjch  exhibits  an  amount  of  loss  at  all 
approaching  to  what  has  been  sustained  at  New  York; 
but  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  the  aggregate  of  losses  in 
such  cases  as  the  Government  has  failed  to  proride  for, 
if  it  could  be  ascertained,  would  prove  that  import- 
ers have  been  hitherto  great  suflferera  from- the  unjtist 
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operstion  of  laws  which  are  still  in  force,  and  from  the 
want  of  a  system  which  miglit  easily  be  established. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolins,  [Mr.  Pickews,] 
misapprehending^,  as  I  conceive,  the  relation  between 
the  Government  and  the  importer,  upon  which  the  pro- 
visions of  this  bill  are  founded,  has  illustrated  his  view 
by  the  assertion  that  the  claim  upon  the  Government  is 
(he  snme,  or  that  there  is  equally  no  ground  for  a  claim, 
whether  the  sufferer  by  fire  is  an  importer  at  New  York, 
or  a  purchaser  of  imported  goods  at  Cincinnati.     The 
Government  is  clearly  under  no  obligations  to  the  deal- 
ier  at  Cincinnati.     It  has  subjected  him  to  no  legislative 
exactions;  it  holds  him  under  no  peculiar  responsibili- 
ties; it  sustains  towards  him  no  other  than  the  ordinary 
relation  of  Government  to  a  citizen.    It  is,  more  espe- 
cially, In  no  sense  his  creditor;  it  has  no  demand  against 
him  as  a  debtor;  and,  most  of  all,  it  cannot  regard  him 
as  a  debtor  of  whom  it  is  requiring  the  payment  of  a 
debt  for  which  it  has  given   him  no  equivalent,  and  in 
regard  to  whom  the  contingency,  upon  which  alone  de- 
pended the  opportunity  of  his  realising  an  equivalent, 
through  unavoidable  accident,  cannot   occur.       This, 
then,  is  the  distinction  between  the  two  cases,  resulting 
from  the  widely  different  relations  which  the  supposed 
Rufferers  sustain  towards  the  Government.     When  the 
foreign  goods  pass  from  the  importer  to  the  consumer, 
(or  to  the  consumer's  agent,  the  purchaser  for  consump- 
tion,) I  agree  that  the  duty  becomes  an  increment  of 
'value;  that  the  innporter  then  realizes  the  equivalent 
for  what  he  has  paid  or  owes  the  Government;  that 
•from  that  time  the  importer  can  have  no  claim  upon  the 
Government,  growing  out  of  the  peculiar  relation  which 
he  had  assumed;  and  that,  of  course,  he  cannot  transfer 
to  the  consumer,  or  his  agent,  an  equitable  right  which 
was  peculiar  to  himself  as  an  importer,  and  has  ceased 
to  exist.     The  purchaser  for  consumption   buys  the 
foreign  goods  of  the  importer,  as  he  would  buy  ony 
other  goods,  for  a  fair  consideration,  and  afterwards 
holds  them,  as  he  would  hold  any  other  goods,  at  his 
own  risk.     His  contract  with  the  importer  does  not  in- 
volve any  assumption  of  responsibility  to  the  Govern- 
ment; he  cannot  therefore  prefer  a  claim  against  the 
Gdvernment,  as  resulting  from  that  contract;  and  there 
is  no  other  ground  upon   which   he  can  rest  a  claim. 
Whenever  the  Government  sha?!  return  to  a  system  of 
which  its  experience  has  been  too  unfortunate  again  to 
recommend  the  adoption,  and  shall  levy  an  excise  upon 
whiskey  before  it  has  been  removed  from  the  vats,  or. 
At  least,  from  the  warehouse  of  the  distiller  at  Cincinnati; 
and  when  that  distiller  can  state  the  fact  to  Congress, 
that,  as  one  of  the  sufferers  by  an  awful  conflagration 
which  has  reduced    to  ashes  aii  extensive  section  of 
the    thriving  emporium    of  the    West,  he  has    been 
deprived,  by  the  destruction  of  his  property,   of  the 
means  of  recovering  from  the  consumer  the  amount 
of  the  excise  which  he  has  paid  or  owes  the  Govern- 
ment, there  may  be  a  case  at  Cincinnati  resembling,  in 
tome  of  its  features,  and  in  its  equitable  claims  to  the 
consideration  of  Congress,  the  present  case  at  New 
York. 

I  have  thus  far  confined  myself  to  a  statement  of  some 
of  the  reasons  which  induce  me  to  regard  it  as  an  act  of 
justice,  to  make  provision  for  those  debtors  of  the  Gov- 
ernment   who   have  been  immediate  suflTerers  by  the 
fire — the  first  class  designated  in  this  bill.     My  convic* 
tions  lead  me  to  the  conclusion  that  the  most  reasonable 
objection  to  the  first  section  of  the  bill  is  that  it  falls 
-  short  of  its  proper  object;  and  that  it  should  have  pro- 
•  vided,  not  simply  for  an  extension  of  the  time  of  pay- 
ment, but,  under  suitable  regulations,  to  prevent  fraud, 
for  the  absolute  remission  of  the  duties  upon  all  goods 
subject  to  duty  which  were  destroyed  by  the  fire.     And, 
air,  if  any  argument  applicable  to  this  case  is  to  be 
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drawn  from  that  clause  of  the  constitution  which  re* 
quires  duties  to  be  **  uniform,"  I  submit  to  the  gentle- 
man who  has  quoted  it,  [Mr.  Pickens,]  whether  it  is  not 
virtually  a  palpable  disregard  of  uniformity  to  require 
of  the  importer,  whose  goods  perished  in  the  fire  on  the 
day  of  their  landing,  or  .on  the  day  preceding  that  on 
which  (the  outward  entry,  perhaps,  having  been  lodged 
at  the  custom-house)  they  were  to  have  been  exported, 
or  on  any  intermediate  day,  so  long  as  they  remained  in 
his  hands  undisposed  of  for  consumption  or  export,  the 
same  duty  which  has  been  pVid  by  another  importer, 
who  has  received  the  duty  from  the  consumer,  and  has 
thereby  been  enr»bled  to  act,  as  the  law  intended  he 
should  act,  merely  as  the  agent  of  the  Government  in 
collecting  the  duty  vrhich  is  thus  actually  paid  by  the 
consumer^    Upon  a  proper  construction  of  the  clause, 
however,  I  do  not  consider  it  as  furnishing  any  argument 
applicable  to  this  case;  and  I  suppose  it  only  designed 
to  prescribe  that  the  general  revenue  laws  shall  operate 
equally  and  alike  throughout  the  country,  without  re- 
straining the  power  of  Congress  to  make  suitable  pro- 
visions for  extraordinary  cases  arising  under  those  laws, 
as  necessity,  justice,  or  the  public  interest,  may  require. 
I  will  barely  submit,  in  this  connexion,  that,  to  ensure 
the  most  salutary  effect  to  this  and  every  part  of  the 
constitution  relating  to  the  collection  of  revenue  from 
imports,  and  to  the  regulation  of  commerce  incident 
thereto,  there  is  no  leg^l  provision  an  practicable,  so 
simple,  and  certain  in  its  operation,  and  so  well  adapted 
to  exclude  cases  of  special  legislation,  as  a  warehousing 
system. 

It  is  my  deliberate  opinion,  for  the  reasons  which  t 
have  stated,  that  the  importers  of  "dutiable"  goods  de- 
stroyed by  the  fire,  and  upon  which  the  bonds  are  in  the 
course  of  collection,  may  justly  claim  a  remission  of  du- 
ties. If  the  bonds  have  been  collected,  or  if  the  duties 
were  paid  in  cash,  I  hold,  for  the  same  reasons,  that  the 
amount  of  duty  in  such  cases  should  be  refunded.  But, 
at  this  point,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Cham  Bins]  encounters  a  difficulty  which,  it  appears  to 
me,  may  be  easily  removed.  Confining  himself  to  the 
case  of  bonds  which  have  been  paid,  he  says,  that  as  soon 
as  they  are  paid,  the  relation  of  creditor  and  debtor 
ceases;  and  that  thereupon  the  claim  of  the  importer 
upon  the  Government  expires.  Allow  me  to  suggest  to 
him,  that  though  the  bond  has  been  paid,  if  good  cause 
shall  subsequently  appear  why  it  should  not  have  been 
paid;  or  if  it  can  be  shown  that  the  consideration  for 
which  the  bond  was  given  his  not  been  and  could  not 
be  realized;  or  if,  where  the  duty  was  paid  in  cash  at 
the  time  of  entry,  the  exportation  of  the  goods  has  enti- 
tled the  importer  to  drawback;  that,  in  all  these  cases, 
the  fact  of  payment  has  not  settled  the  account;  and  that, 
it  may  be,  the  relation  of  creditor  and  debtor,  instead  of 
having  ceased,  has  in  effect  been  reversed— the  Govern- 
ment having  become  the  debtor  for  the  amount  paM,  and 
the  importer,  as  a  creditor,  being  entitled  to  reclaim  it. 
The  English  law,  in  the  cases  to  which  I  have  referred, 
authorizes  the  commissioners  of  customs  to  *<  remit  or 
return"  the  duties  "payable  or  paid;"  and  the  gentle- 
man, in  justice,  must  acknowledge  that,  when  he  can 
agree  that  the  duty  cnnnot  equitably  be  claimed  by  the 
Government,  he  should  be  equally  ready  to  refund  the 
money  if  it  has  been  paid,  or  to  give  up  the  bond  if  it 
has  been  secured.  He  surely  will  not  attempt  to  screen 
the  Government  from  the  obligation  to  d )  equal  justice 
to  two  claimants,  similarly  situated  in  respect  to  tiie  merit 
of  their  claims,  merely  because  one  claimant  had  been 
obliged  or  had  chosen  to  advance  the  amount  which  he 
claims  in  cash,  and  the  other  had  been  suffered  to  sub- 
stitute his  bond;  or  between  two  claimants  similarly  situ- 
ated hi  all  respects,  except  that  both  having  given  their 
bonds,  the  bond  of  one  should  happen  to  fall  due  the 
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day  before,  and  that  of  the  other  the  day  after,  the  oc- 
currence of  an  event  which  it  is  admitted  annuls  the  con- 
sideration for  whioh  both  bonds  were  given. 

Instead  of  providing  for  the  remission  of  duties  on 
goods  destroyed  by  the  fire,  and  for  refunding  the  money 
in  such  cases  when  the  duties  have  been  paid,  the  bill 
simply  provides  (with  the  single  exception  of  the  first 
proviso  in  the  first  section)  fur  an  extension  of  credit  to 
the  importerf,  to  allow  them  time  to  recover  from  the 
necessary  embarrassment  of  their  present  situation;  and 
to  afford  them  some  advantage  in  the  saving  of  interest 
upon  the  amount  of  their  bonds.  The  gentleman  from 
Vermont,  [Mr.  EvamETT,]  regarding  this  extension  in 
the  nature  of  a  loan,  would  charge  them  with  the  full 
rate  of  interest.  Had  these  debtors  actually  received 
the  principal  of  their  debts  from  the  Government,  the 
charge  of  interest  might  not  be  deemed  unreasonable, 
were  it  not  that  their  unprecedented  misfortunes  entitle 
them  to  the  most  liberal  indulgence  usually  or  ever 
granted  under  extreme  circumstances;  but  I  suomil  to 
the  gentleman  that  the  principal  of  the  debts,  that  is  to 
say,  the  amount  of  the  bonds,  has  not  been  received  by 
the  debtors,  when  the  goods,  upon  which  the  duties  have 
accrued,  have  been  destroyed  in  their  hands  before  they 
have  been  enabled  to  dispose  of  them.  With  this  un- 
derstanding of  the  case,  I  am  sure  he  will  a^ree  with  me 
that,  if  the  Government  is  not  bound  in  equity  to  release 
the  debtors  altogether,  it  will  have  been  sufficiently  rig- 
orous in  prosecuting  its  leg^l  claims  against  them  if  it 
should  allow  a  short  season  of  delay  before  insisting  upon 
payment.  I  have  already  suggested  that,  by  the  exist- 
ing Treasury  arrangements,  if  the  bonds  were  promptly 
paid,  the  Government  would  suffer  the  money  to  lie, 
without  interest,  in  the  deposite  banks;  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  Government  cannot  be  a  loser  by  allowing  the 
proposed  extension.  The  gentleman  says  that  the  ar- 
rangements with  the  deposite  banks  have  not  been  made, 
and  will  not  be  continued,  with  his  consent;  and  that  he 
would  not  permit  the  use  of  the  Government  funds,  either 
to  importers  or  banks  without  requiring  interest.  I 
agree  with  the  gentleman  in  all  his  general  views  in  re- 
spect to  the  management  of  the  public  money;  but  I  pre- 
aume  he  has  as  little  faith  as  myself  in  the  practicability 
of  changing  the  present  system;  and  that  he  cannot  be 
disposed,  (yet  such  would  be  the  virtual  operation  of 
his  amendment,)  to  restrict  the  demand  of  interest  to 
auoh  sufferers  as  this  bill  provides  for. 

It  is  undeniable,  as  has  been  suggested  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Vermont  and  others,  that  the  proposed  exten- 
sion of  payments  to  the  immediate  sufferers  will  afford 
relief  unequally,  and,  in  some  instances^,  in  striking  dis- 
proportion to  the  losses  actually  incurred.  Any  provision 
which  comes  short  of  remitting  the  duties  upon  all  duti- 
able goods  destroyed  by  the  fire  must  operate  unequally; 
and  if  this  consideration  should  lead  the  committee  to 
determine  that  it  is  more  equal  as  well  as  more  strict  jus- 
tice— in  other  words,  that  it  is  the  only  mode  of  doing 
justice— to  authorize  such  remisaion,  I  shall  be  entirely 
prepared  to  acquiesce  in  the  decision.  Still  I  cannot 
abandon  the  bill  in  its  present  shape,  from  an  apprehen- 
sion that  Its  beneficial  effects  will  not  precisely  corre- 
spond to  its  design  in  all  the  cases  to  which  it  may  be  ap- 
plied. We  can  pass  but  ftw  laws  not  liable  to  this  ob- 
jection; and,  in  respect  to  this  bill,  I  content  myself  with 
the  conviction,  that  it  will  produce  much  general  benefit, 
and  can  furnish  but  few  causes  of  complaint.  I  would 
prefer,  as  a  substitute  for  the  first  section,  the  provision 
in  f«vor  of  which  I  have  argued;  but  the  bill  comes  to 
us  from  the  Senate;  the  committee  who  have  it  particu- 
larly in  their  charge  do  not  propose  to  amend  it;  and  f 
am  willing,  under  such  circumstances,  to  take  it  as  I  find 
it.  I  do  so  the  less  reluctantly,  as  we  have  had  an  inti- 
mation  that  the  provision  I  desire  may  yet  be  proposed 
.  n  a  leptrate  bill. 


The  second  section  of  the  bill  proposes  to  relieve  all 
the  debtors  of  the  Government  in  the  city  of  New  York, 
by  allowing  an  extension  of  the  time  of  payment  of  "all 
bonds  given  prior  to  the  fire."  This  section,  in  my 
view,  is  imperfect,  in  not  providing  for  a  similar  indui- 
gence  in  regard  to  the  payment  of  cash  duties;  but  still, 
so  far  as  it  goes,  I  am  disposed  to  advocate  it  upon  the 
ground  of  public  policy,  and  to  regard  the  measure  it 
proposes  aa  at  least  an  act  of  wise  liberality.  To  judge 
of  the  expediency  of  this  measure,  all  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  deserve  to  be  consideredr 

The  fire  at  New  York  has  been  juaily  repreaented  aa 
a  most  desolating  calamity,  unprecedented  upon  thia 
continent,  and  with  only  one  or  two  parallels  in  the  hiit. 
tory  of  the  world.  This  Is  a  just^  but,  for  our  purpose, 
too  general  a  description.  It  becomes  ua  to  consider  it 
in  ita  necessary  consequences  as  a  commercial  embar- 
rassment, and,  by  inquiring  into  the  nature  and  extent 
of  these  consequences,  to  satisfy  ourselves  how  far  it 
has  affected  the  debtora  of  the  Government,  who  con- 
stitute a  large  portion  of  the  merchants  of  the  city  of 
New  York. 

What  is  the  city  of  New  York,  and  wlio  are  its  mer- 
chants? The  city  of  New  York  is,  far  more  distinctly 
than  any  other  city,  tbe  commercial  emporium  of  the 
United  States.  The  advantages  which  it  derives  from 
its  central  position,  and  from  its  unrivalled  facilities  of 
communication  with  every  section  of  the  country  and 
every  quarter  of  tbe  globe,  have  made  it  the  grand  de- 
pot  of  imports  and  exports,  the  principal  reaert  of  mer- 
chants and  traders,  and  a  scene  of  unparalleled  enter- 
prise, industry,  and  improvement.  To  use  an  exprea- 
sion  which  can  hardly  {^e  considered  as  far-fetched  here, 
it  is  the  seat  of  the  commercial  congress  of  the  western 
hemisphere,  in  which  every  State  of  the  Union,  and  mU 
foreign  nations,  are  more  or  less  numerously  represented 
by  resident  agents,  and  where  negotiations  are  yearly 
effected,  ofaufiicient  magnitude  to  constitute  a  leading 
item  of  the  business  of  the  world.  1  speak  of  the  city 
of  New  York  as  a  commercial  emporium;  and,  regarding 
it  as  such,  who  can  behold  its  situation,  or  trace  its  rise, 
or  contemplate  its  destiny,  without  emotions  of  admira- 
tion, astonishment,  and  pride  ^  It  is  already  called  the 
London  of  America;  and  it  has  ceased  to  be  extravagant 
to  suppose  that  the  time  may  come-  when  thia  appella- 
tion will  insufficiently  represent,  if  not  the  number  of 
its  inhabitants,  at  leabt  the  extent  of  its  commerce  and 
the  magnitude  of  its  resources. 

And  who  are  the  merchants  of  New  York?  They  are, 
as  I  have  said,  resident  agents  from  every  foreign  na- 
tion, and  each  State  of  the  Union  can  number  anK>ng 
them  the  choicest  specimens  of  one  of  the  beat  classes 
of  its  population.  So  intimately  are  they  connected 
with  every  State,  that  perhaps  there  is  scarcely  a  gen- 
tleman upon  this  fioor  who  would  not  recognise  among 
them  some  of  his  personal  acquaintances,  and  constant 
or  occasional  correspondents,  or,  at  leaat,  many  of 
whose  constituents  could  not  fail  thus  to  recognise  them. 
Known,  therefore,  as  they  are,  personally  or  by  their 
general  reputation,  I  must  presume  that  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Habdiii]  does  them  unintentional 
injustice,  when  he  alludes  to  them  in  terms  which,  if 
not  conveying  a  direct  reproach,  are  adapted  to  excite 
an  unfounded  prejudice.  But,  whatever  may  be  hia 
object,  he  cannot  succeed  in  combating  the  public  senti- 
ment of  the  countr}'.  The  merchants  of  New  York  have 
an  established  character  for  intelligence,  enterprise,  and 
probity,  which,  while  it  has  been  the  brightest  orna- 
ment  of  their  prosperity,  will  prove  to  them  the  guaran. 
tee  of  universal  sympathy  and  confidence  in  the  season 
of  their  adversity.  They  occupy  the  front  rank  of  (he 
merchants  of  tbe  country;  and  throughout  the  country 
they  are  respected,  honored,  and  will  be  sustained. 
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M  eminent  contributors  to  the  national  welfare,  as  indis- 
pensable  agents  in  the  accumulation  and  diffusion  of  the 
national  wealth,  and  as  worth?  representatives  of  the  na- 
tional character  in  the  wide  extent  of  their  commercial 
relations. 

The  merchants  of  New  York  are  and  always  have  been 
the  principal  debtors  of  the  Government,  or  its  prin- 
cipal ag'ents  in  the  collection  of  its  revenue.  At  the 
custom-house  In  that  city,  and  from  the  hands  of  its 
merchants,  there  have  already  been  collected  between 
two  and  three  hundred  millions  of  dollars  for  the  use  of 
the  country!  more  than  one  half  of  the  imposts  refj^ular- 
ly  accrue  there;  and  upon  the  ability  and  integrity  of 
the  merchants  of  New  York,  therefore,  the  Government 
must  mainly  depend  for  its  available  resources.  The 
facts  which  are  upon  the  records  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment attest  that,  while  the  Government  has  always  been 
a  strict,  and  sometimes  an  inexorable,  creditor,  it  has  sus- 
tained only  the  most  inconsiderable  loss  from  the  insol- 
vency or  fraud  of  its  debtors  In  New  York.  Hitherto, 
they  have  rarely  as  individuals,  and  never  collectively, 
urged  claims  to  its  indulgence,  but  have  promptly  and 
scrupulously  fulfilled  their  engagements;  occasion- 
ally, too,  during  periods  of  serious  embarrassments. 
Even  now,  when  overwhelmed  witK  distress,  they  ad- 
here  strictly  to  their  obligations,  and  not  a  bond,  except 
by  the  voluntary  permission  of  the  collector,  remains 
unpaid.  Since  the  fire,  the  collector,  in  the  use  of  a 
sound  discretion,  although  in  the  exercise  of  an  author- 
ity not  strictly  conferred  by  hw,  has  permitted  bonds  to 
lie  over,  conformably  to  a  suggestion  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  that  some  seasonable  measure  of  relief 
•might  be  expected  from  Congress.  The  presept  bill  is 
designed  to  satisfy  that  expectation. 

Having  said  thus  much  in  justice  to  the  city  of  New 
York,  to  the  character  of  its  merchants,  and  to  their  re- 
Ution  to  the  Government,  I  will  ask  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  some  of  the  circumstancesof  the  case  which 
have  determined  my  own  jndgment  in  regard  to  the 
expediency  of  the  provision  contained  in  the  second 
section. 

The  fire  bid  waste  a  section  of  the  city  occupied  by 
the  merchants  as  a  place  of  business.  When  I  visited 
the  scene  a  few  days  sf\er  the  sad  event,  I  beheld  an 
area  of  fifty  acres  covered  wiih  smoking  ruin«,  and 
strewed  with  fragments  of  damaged  goods  partially  res- 
cued from  the  fiames.  I  perceived  at  once  that  tlie  im- 
mense mass  of  buildings  which  had  been  thus  laid  pros- 
trate consisted  almost  entirety  of  warehouses,  the  occu- 
pants of  which  I  recolleetefd  to  have  been  chiefly  import- 
ing merchants,  commission  houses,  or  grocers,  such  as 
were  always  the  holders  of  heavy  stocks  of  goods,  the 
*ir?*'^S^^^  value  of  which  must  have  usually  exceeded 
the  largest  estimate  of  the  loss  which  is  supposed  to 
have  been  sustained.  I  was  told  that  the  work  of  de- 
struction had  been  so  rapid  that,  in  addition  to  the  loss 
of  buildings  and  goods,  many  of  the  merchants  had  not 
been  able  to  save  their  books,  notes,  and  papers.  Now, 
Mr.  Chairman,  viewing  this  fire  as  a  commercial  embar- 

-  rassment,  I  wish  to  remark  that  no  ordinary  estimate  of 
the  value  of  buildings  and  gpoods  destroyed  can  convey  a 
sufficient  idea  of  the  aeiual  suffering  which  has  been 
produced,  nor  even  of  the  pontive  pecuniary  loss  which 
has  been  and  is  yet  to  be  sustained.     These  sufferers 

-  are  almost  exclusively  merchants,  who  were  holding  a^ 
lar^  amount  of  property,  enjoying  an  extensive  credit, 
ano  engaged  in  profitable  business.  In  consequence  of 
this  fire,  not  only  is  their  property  destroyed,  but,  to  a 
greater  or  less  extent,  their  credit  must  be  imnatred, 
and  their  business,  for  a  time  at  least,  is  stoppea.  All 
their  previous  engagements,  nevertheless,  remain  to  be 
fulfilled.     The  fire,  while  it  has  destroyed  their  prop- 

^  erty^  has  left  the  debts  which  they  owt  untouched. 


While  it  has  burned  their  books,  it  has  not  finally  balan- 
ced  them.  Their  notes  and  bonds  will  still  be  produced 
against  them,  although  they  have  lost  the  record  of  their 
amount.  They  had  used  every  precaution  to  guard 
against  such  a  calamity.  Their  buildings  were  properly 
secured— some  supposed  to  be  fire  proof.  Whatever 
was  the  origin  of  the  fire,  none  of  them,  at  most  with 
but  one  exception,  are  chargeable  with  carelessness; 
and  they  had  insured  their  property  for  its  full  value. 
But  the  insurers  were  not  insured !  It  is  an  incident  of 
this  case,  which  distinguishes  it  above  all  others  in  the 
aggravation  of  misfortune,  that  the  first  names  inscribed 
upon  the  list  of  bankruptcies,  attribuUble  to  the  fire, 
were  those  of  one  half  of  the  fire  insurance  companies, 
who,  perhaps,  will  not  be  able  to  pay  upon  an  average 
above  fifty  per  cent.  of.  the  demands  against  them,  and 
may  be  compelled  by  the  state  of  their  affairs  to  post- 
pone the  payment  of  this  meager  dividend  to  a  period 
too  late  to  aflTord  seasonable  relief. 

Without  going  into  further  details,  Mr.  Chairman^  I 
leave  you  to  judge,  from  this  strictly  accurate  descrip- 
tion, of  the  actual  condition  of  the  merchants  who  were 
immediate  sufferers  by  the  fire.  Estimate  if  you  can  the 
necessary  effect  of  these  combined  causes  of  suffering: 
destruction  of  property,  diminution  of  credit,  suspension  ^ 
of  business,  overhanging  debts,  failure  of  insurance- 
follow  them  out  in  their  remote  consequences,  and  con- 
tingent results  and  tell  me  what  sum  of  money  will  suf- 
ficiently denote  the  real  extent  of  the  deplorable  ca- 
lamity? Set  down  the  loss  of  buildings  and  goods  at 
$25,000,000,  and  consider  this  as  only  the  first  item  in 
the  account.  Estimate  the  value  of  the  credit  which 
such  a  capital  in  the  hands  of  merchants  in  active  busi- 
ness  would  usually  command,  and  make  that  the  second 
item.  Calculate  the  accruing  profits  of  the  business  in 
which  all  these  merchants  were  engaged,  and  also  deter- 
mine what  the  privilege  is  worth  to  so  many  merchants 
of  being  well  established  in  business;  let  this  be  the  third 
item.  Conjecture  (for  it  can  only  be  conjectural)  the 
amount  of  the  sacrifices  of  property  which  the  pressure 
of  debts,  under  such  circumstances,  and  the  suspension 
of  demands  against  insurers,  must  occasion;  and  stop  here: 
what  is  the  aggregate?  Could  'the  figures  be  cast  and 
the  sum  stated,  I  think  it  would  be  sufficient  to  convince 
the  most  incredulous  that  the  immediate  sufferers  are 
entitled,  at  least,  to  the  scanty  indulgence  which  the 
first  section  of  the  bill  provides  for  them.  I  think  it 
would  also  be  a  convincing  and  alarming  proof  that  such 
an  overwhelming  calamity  cannot  be  confined  to.  the 
immediate  sufferers,  but  must,  in  its  consequences,  ex- 
tend far  beyond  them.  I  think  it  would  satisfy  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  that  such  an  amount  of  loss  may 
have  given  <•  a  shock"  to  the  business  and  credit  of  the 
whole  citv;  and  I  am  sure  it  must  compel  him,  if  he  will 
undertake  to  estimate  it,  to  carry  his  conceptions  far  be- 
yond his  ordinary  standard  of  magnitude  in  money  mat- 
ters, and  quite  as  much  beyond  thp  range  of  his  previous 
acquaintance  with  the  nature  and  extent  of  commercial 
transactions. 

When  the  ravages  of  the  fire  had  ceased,  and  the  in- 
habiUnts  began  to  recover  from  the  bewildering  sensa- 
tions of  terror  and  alarm  which  at  the  instant  overcame 
them,  how  did  they  regard  their  general  situation?  They 
saw,  as  they  were  collected  on  the  spot,  that  though 
only  a  section  of  the  city  had  been  destroyed,  the  whole 
community  was  doomed  to  suflTer  by  the  calamity;  that, 
though  the  wound  was  local,  the  stroke  of  the  destroyer 
had  been  aimed  at  the  heart;  that,  though  It  was  an  easy 
matter  to  complete  the  list  of  immediate  sufltrers,  it  was 
difficult  to  know  where  to  begin  or  where  to  end  in 
enumerating  the  many  and  many  others  who  could  not 
escape  uninjured.  The  merchants,  more  espeeially, 
instantly  perceived  that  not  one  of  their  number  was*  a 
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disinterested  spectator  of  such  a  scene  of  ruin)  but  that, 
connected  as  they  were  by  mutual  interests,  and  bound 
together  by  reciprocal  oblif^tions*  tlie  consequences 
which  would  result  from  such  a  destruction  of  properly, 
and  a  correspond iii{|^  prostration  of  credit,  ana  conse- 

3uent  suspension  of  business,  must  affect  tliem  all.  The 
ense  cloud  of  smoke,  ascending  from  the  spot  to  which 
the  fire  was  confined,  bad  overshadowed  the  whole  city, 
intercepting  for  a  time  the  bright  beams  of  the  returning 
sun;  and  these  merchants  felt  that  a  heavier  cloud  of  dis- 
trust and  embarrassment,  produced  by  the  misfortunes 
of  the  immediate  sufferers,  was  fast  gathering  over  them 
all,  threatening  to  bla^l  the  gilded  prospect  of  the  near 
future,  and  the  precursor  of  events  which  might  involve 
them  all  in  temporary  distress.  They  felt  at  once  that 
it  was  their  common  duty  to  prepare  for  the  worst.  The 
impulse  of  sympathy  with  their  neighbors  was  blended 
with  the  instinct  of  self-preservation.  In  the  manifesta- 
tion of  mutual  confidence,  in  the  readiness  of  each  to 
sustain  every  other,  in  that  spirit  of  accommodation  to 
circumstances  which  belongs  to  the  mercantile  charac- 
ter, th«y  proceeded  to  provide  for  the  emergency.  To 
guard  against  the  unavoidable  scarcity  cf  money,  and 
the  Qonsequent  difiiculty  of  meeting  such  of  their  debts 
as  were  approaching  maturity,  they  appealed  to  the 
banks  to  co-operate  in  all  practicable  measures  of  re- 
lief, and  they  imparted  the  force  of  public  opinion  to 
the  obligation  of  creditors  to  grant  indulgence  to  their 
debtors,  by  the  extension  of  payments.  They  called 
upon  the  Bank  of  (he  United  States  to  apply  all  the 
means  within  its  disposal  for  their  accommodation;  (hey 
called  upon  the  city  government  to  create  stock  which 
might  be  made  available  capital;  they  invoked  the  State 
Government  for  its  prompt  and  liberal  interposition  in 
various  acts  of  legislation;  and  they  appealed  to  the 
General  Government  to  assume  its  just  share  of  loss,  to 
postpone  the  collection  of  its  aupernuous  revenue,  and 
to  give  such  a  direction  to  its  finances  that  they  might  be 
rendered  more  contributory  to  their  immediate  benefit. 
I  am  convinced,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  none  who  have 
made  due  inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances  of  their  situ- 
ation can  suppose  that  the  merchants  of  New  York  have 
acted  with  a  greater  degree  of  foresight  or  vigor  than 
the  occasion  required.  Fortunately  for  them  the  fire 
occurred  at  a  season  of  the  year  which  affords  almost 
their  only  respite  from  the  pressure  of  business,  and 
they  were  enabled  to  avail  themselves  of  a  brief  leisure 
to  concert  and  attempt  to  execute  their  plans.  The  ef- 
forts which  they  have  made  are  memorable  proofs  of 
manly  fortitude  and  dauntless  perseverance,  which  de- 
serve, if  they  should  not  achieve,  success.  They  illustrate 
a  public  character  which  is  entitled  to  universal  admira- 
tion. They  indicate  a  determined  purpose,  which,  if 
any  thing  can,  will  sustain  them  in  their  most  unequal 
struggle  with  adversity,  and  enable  them  to  start  forward 
with  redoubled  energy  upou  a  prosperous  career. 

The  crisis  of  their  fate  is  still  impending.  The  extent 
of  the  calamity  is  nofyet  developed  in  its  results,  and  a 
period  is  approaching  which  must  put  to  the  severest 
test  their  ability  to  support  thenlselves.  Independently 
of  their  own  fruitful  sources  of  embarrassment,  the  signs 
of  the  times  indicate  a  fearful  tendency  of  events  to  ag- 
gravate and  multiply  the  dangers  of  their  situation. 
What  is  the  state  of  things  in  the  country  at  large? 
Greatly  brightened,  I  delight  to  acknowledge,  by  the 
cheering  intelligence  which  we  have  this  day  receivt-d, 
but  still  sufficiently  perplexed  to  deserve  anxious  con- 
sideration. A  year  ot  unexampled  prosperity  has  closed, 
and  another  year  has  commenced,  of  which  they  who 
survive  its  termination  may  be  obliged  to  render  a  dif- 
ferent account.  A  year  has  commenced  fraught  with 
results  which  must  leave  a  durable  impression  upon  the 
political  and  financial  condition  of  the  country.     Never 


were  men  of  buainess  more  unprepared  for  sudden  t^' 
verses  and  severe  pressure,  and  yet  never,  perhaps,  has 
there  been  more  signal  occasion  to  apprehend  botli. 
The  overtrading  of  (he  past  year,  the  rage  for  wild  apec- 
ulation,  the  abused  spirit  of  enterprise,  have  led,  as  i| 
would  seem,  to  almost  every  conceivable  miaapplicatioo 
of  capital,  in  whatever  form  it  exists,  and  to  an  eztenskio 
of  the  system  of  credit  to  so  dangerous  an  extreme  that 
it  is  difficult  to  imagine  any  mode  of  rescue  from  the 
evils  which  it  must  produce.  The  present  state  of  the 
nwney  market  aflfords  some  indication  of  what  may  yet 
be  expected;  and  let  any  member,  who  has  the  roemns  of 
forming  a  correct  judgment,  turn  hisv  attention  to  the 
general  situation,  at  the  present  moment,  of  men  of 
business,  and  of  the  many  who,  in  the  use  of  the  most 
unheard-of  expedients,  and  under  the  impulse  of  the 
maddest  passion  for  adventure,  have  forced  their  pro- 
jects and  extended  their  transactions  so  vastly  beyond 
the  views  and  purposes  of  men  of  business,  properly  so 
called;  let  him  endeavor  to  form  some  idea  of  the  un- 
precedented financial  demands  of  the  coming  year,  of 
the  engagements  to  be  met,  the  contracts  to  be  fulfilled, 
the  notes  and  bonds  to  be  paid;  let  him  consider  the 
strained  condition  of  the  State  banks,  and  the  neceesaiy 
effects  of  the  approaching  dissolution  of  the  Dank  of  the 
United  States,  unless,  indeed,  they  are  to  be  obviated  by 
a  modified  resuscitation  of  that  inporUnt  institution;  let 
him  anticipate  the  various  vicissitudes  which  usually  pre- 
cede and  follow  a  diminution  of  the  value  of  the  leading 
staples  of  the  country  and  a  f^^eneral  depreciation  of  real 
and  personal  property;  let  him  notice  the  coasequenees 
already  experienced  at  New  Orleans  of  a  suspension  of 
the  trade  with  Meiico;  let  him  bear  in  mind  the  contin- 
gencies to  which  all  branches  of  our  foreign  trade  are 
constantly  liable;  and  then  let  him  judge  of  the  influ- 
ence— ^the  combined  influence,  as  it  may  prove^of  all 
these  causes  of  commercial  embarrassment  upon  ikie 
straitened  condition  of  the  merchants  of  New  York.  Let 
him  then  decide  whether  the  circumstances  are  not,  or 
may  not  be,  such  as  to  justify  this  Government  in  extend- 
ing to  iU  debtors,  and  all  its  debtors,  in  that  distressed 
city,  the  same  measure  of  indulgence  wbieb,  amongst 
themselves,  no  creditor  is  sufficiently  regardless  of  his 
honor  or  his  interest  deliberately  to  refuse.  Let  him  de- 
cide whether,  when  all  their  other  applications  for  as- 
sistance have  been  freely  granted,  their  resort  to  the 
General  Government  shall  be  coldly,  and  sternly,  and 
harshly  repulsed.  Let  him  consider  whether,  when  xbe 
stroke  which  has  fallen  so  heavily  upon  that  city  is  uni- 
versally regarded  as  a  national  calamity,  and  when  all 
that  can  be  done  for  her  relief  must  be  alike  regarded 
as  a  national  bent  fit,  he  will  assume  (be  responsibility  of 
decidii^  that  this  Government  may  safely,  and  wisely, 
and  honorsbly,  postpone  the  claims  of  its  debtors,  and 
refuse  to  listen  to  the  united  %nd. urgent  appeals  of  so 
many  of  its  citizens. 

I  have  already  noticed  some  of  the  objections  that  have 
been  urged  againat  thiabill :  there  are  others  which  nruky  be 
supposed  to  deserve  consideration.  Tbe  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Uardih,]  witKhisdiaractcristvc  prompt- 
ness, commenced  an  attack  upon  the  hill  before,  as  it 
proved,  he  had  become  acquainted  with  its  provisions; 
and,  in  the  use  of  his  accustomed  weapt)ns  of  sarcasm 
ar»d  invective,  endeavored  to  array  against  it  the  untime- 
ly influence  of  sectional  and  political  prejudice.  In  glan- 
cing at  his  objections,  let  me  respectfully  suggest  to  him, 
that,  if  it  be  the  misfortune  of  these  debtors,  it  surely  is 
not  their  fault,  that  the  city  in  which  they  reside  has  be- 
come the  principal  depository  of  tlie  public  revenue;  and 
that  (he  Government  dors  not  make  the  most  profitable 
use  of  its  funds  which  are  there  collected.  If  it  be  tbcir 
misfortune,  it  surely  is  not  their  f^ult,  that  the  State  of 
which  they  are  citizins  possesses,  under  the  coobtilution. 
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a  vast  share  of  poliiical  iiiflueiice«  and  that  this  influence, 
here  and  elsewhere,  has  been,  and  is  Ukel>'  to  be,  applied 
to  purposes  which  that  gentleman  does  not  approve. 
Upon  tbisoocasioi),  he  ought  to  remember  that  the  claim 
presented  for  his  consideration  is  one  totally  disconnected 
with  political  or  sectional  considerations — the  simple, 
naked,  and  (as  I  had  hoped  all  would  regard  it)  indis- 
putable, irresistible  claim  of  the  sufferers  by  an  unpre- 
cedented calamity,  who  claim  no  other  service  at  his 
hands  but  such  as  is  due  to  the  circumstances  to  which 
this  calamity  has  reduced  then.  He  ought  to  remem- 
ber that,  if  so  large  a  proportion  of  the  revenue  is,  and 
must  continue  to  be,  collected  and  deposited  in  the  city 
of  New  York,  it  is  of  great  importance  to  the  interests 
of  the  Qovernment  to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  general 
embarrassment  and  distress;  one  consequence  of  which 
will  b<*,  to  endanger  the  security  of  the  present  depos- 
ites,  and  greatly  to  enhance  the  risk  of  bad  debts,  in  re- 
spect to  the  bonds  which  remain  unpaid.  He  ought  to 
remember  that,  upon  the  prosperity  of  New  York,  the 
accruing  resources  of  the  Government  are  immediately 
dependent;  and  that,  whatever  the  Government  may 
now  do  for  the  temporary  accommodation  of  the  mer- 
chants of  that  city  will  be  more  than  repaid  to  the  na- 
tional Treasury  by  the  future  results  of  their  persevering 
and  successful  enterprise.  The  gentleman  also  owes  it 
to  himself,  to  his  constituents,  and  to  the  country,  not  to 
forget  that  all  sectional  interests  are  merged  in  the  wel- 
fare of  the  great  commercial  metropolis  of  the  Union. 
He  should  not  forget  that  such  are  the  indissoluble  rela- 
tions of  New  York  to  all  parts  of  the  country,  that  they 
must  share  in  its  prosperity  and  misfortunes.  He  should 
not  forget  that,  directly  or  indirectly,  the  planters,  man- 
ulacturers,  and  traders  of  Kentucky  have  always  some- 
thing at  stake  in  New  York;  ^nd  that  he  fails  to  consult 
their  interests,  and  must  be  presumed  to  oppose  their 
wishes,  when,  in  a  time  of  the  greatest  need,  he  refuses 
to  extend  the  helping  hand  of  the  Government  for  the 
relief  of  those  with  whom,  by  all  the  ties  of  mutual  de- 
pendence, his  constituents  and  the  people  of  the  whole 
coantry  are  thus  intimately  connected.  I  am  sure,  sir, 
that  I  do  not  give  to  this  consideration  an  undue  impor- 
tance. I  am  sure  that  neither  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky, nor  any  other  gentleman  who  will  allow  himself 
to  exercise  a  practical  judgment  upon  this  view  of  the 
subject,  will  disagreeto  the  conclusion  that  the  business 
of  New  York  is,  in  eflAt,  the  business  of  the  whole  coun- 
try; and  that  a  sudden  interruption  and  extensive  de- 
rangement of  the  business  of  that  city  will  prove  a  check 
to  tilt  prosperity  of  the  whole  country. 

The  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Psakck]  has 
tasked .  his  ingenuity  to  produce  popuUr  objections  to 
the  obiect  of  this  bill,  and  has  perhaps  been  more  suc- 
cessfuf  than  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  in  exciting 
the  prejudices  or  some  members  against  it.  He  has 
proved,  I  think,  that  the  title  of  the  bill  is  not  suiBcientIv 
definite,  but  has  erred  in  supposing  that  the  object  which 
he  consideres  to  be  implied  in  the  title 's,  or  ought  to  be, 
recognised  in  our  legislation.  The  prov  Isions  of  the  bill 
are  designed  to  extend  the  indulgence  of  the  Govern- 
ment (o  those  who  are  iU  debtors  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  and  exclusively  to  such  as  are  its  debtors.  It  pro- 
poses to  afford  them  the  same  indulgence  which  other 
creditors,  under  similar  circumstances — which  other  cred- 
itors in  New  York,  at  this  moment— have  extended  to 
their  debtors.  If  it  were  proposed,  if  it  were  expedient, 
to  attempt  to  relieve  all  sufferers  by  the  tire,  without 
reference  to  the  peculiar  relation  which  some  of  them 
sustain  to  the  Government,  the  gentleman  would  do 
right  to  vindicate  the  claims  of  such  as  are  not  now  pro- 
vided for;  and,  if  the  bill  were  designed  to  be  merely 
an  act  of  charity,  he  might  properly  argue  that  the  mer- 
chants of  New  York  are  tht  last  who  shoukl  receive,  |u  he 


must  well  know  they  are  the  last  who  would  accept,  the 
bountv  of  the  Government.  But  when  the  gentleman 
perceives  that  the  single  object  of  the  bill  (which!  agree 
ought  to  be  expressed  in  its  title)  is  to  make  an  equita- 
ble provision  for  the  debtors  of  the  Government,  as  such, 
he  can  hardly  consider  it  a  justifiable  mode  of  defeating 
this  object,  to  attempt  to  aspers^,  not  their  character, 
but  their  occupation,  and  toinvei^^h,  not  at  all  against  the 
eauity  of  their  claims,  in  reference  to  the  grounds  upon 
which  alone  the  claims  are  urged,  but  in  a  strain — I  will 
not  say  of  vulgar  abuse — but  of  unmerited  censure, 
against  the  necessary  incidents  of  the  rank  in  society  to 
which  the  circumstances  of  these  debtors  have  entitled 
them.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  recent  fire  has  furnish- 
ed many  cases  of  such  as  are  not  debtors  of  the  Govern- 
ment, whose  claims  to  sympathy  and  relief  are  quite  as 
strong  as  the  gentleman  represents  them;  and  I  hope 
and  believe  that  those  cUims  will  be  cheerfully  recop- 
nised  by  all  to  whom  they  can  be  properly  addressed. 
It  may  be  fortunate  for  such  sufferers  that  the  Govern- 
ment is  not  one  of  the  creditors  to  whom  they  must  now 
appeal  for  indulgence,  but  that  they  have  only  to  resort 
to  their  neighbors,  the  merchants,  for  the  ready  acaui- 
escence  of  the  facilities  they  need.  Yes,  sir,  to  the  abu- 
sed and  denounced  merchants,  upon  whom  the  trades- 
men and  mechanics,  so  warmly  and  deservedly  eulogi- 
zed by  the  gentleman,  are  immediately  dependent  lor 
credit  and  employment,  and  in  whose  stability  (to  which 
the  proposed  relief  may  prove  essential)  the  only  hopes 
of  these  tradesmen  and  mechanics  are  directly  and  deep- 
ly involved.  Let  me  advise  the  gentleman,  then,  to 
consider  whether  he  can  do  a  greater  injury  to  tlie 
very  class  of  whose  interests  he  aspires  to  be  regarded 
as  the  especial  advocate,  than  by  acting  himself,  and  en* 
deavoring  to  persuade  the  committee  to  act,  upon  the 
supposition  that  their  interests  can  be  otherwise  than  in- 
juriously affected  by  whatever  is  calculated  to  excite 
distrust,  and  to  produce  ill  will,  and  to  direct  the  force 
of  the  most  illiberal  prejudice  against  th^ir  only  patrons 
and  their  best  friends.  Let  him  consider,  further, 
whether,  at  this  critical  moment,  when  the  working 
classes  of  New  York  have  their  all  at  stake  upon  the 
ability  of  the  merchants  to  recover  from  the  disaster  which 
threatens  to  overwhelm  them,  he  will  not  prove  himself 
the  true  friend  of  the  working  classes,  by  advocating, 
upon  this  occasion,  in  reference  to  their  proper  object; 
the  claims  of  the  merchants. 

The  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  makes  it  another 
cause  of  complaint  against  the  bill,  that  it  not  only  pro- 
vides for  the  relief  of  those  who  are  almost  exclusively 
merchants,  but  that  some  of  them,  also,  do  not  hsppen 
to  be  American  citizens.  My  answer  to  this  objection 
is,  very  briefly,  that  they  are,  nevertheless,  dtbtors.of 
the  Government,  and,  as  sucli,  entitled  to  share,  with- 
out discrimination,  in  whatever  policy  the  Government 
may  see  fit  to  adopt  towards  its  debtors.  It  is  the  lion- 
orable  characteristic  of  our  commercial  svstem,  that  it 
offers  every  facility  for  the  introduction  of  foreign  cap- 
ital; that  it  invites  to  our  ports  the  ships  and  the  mer- 
chants of  all  nations,  (who  do  not  refuse  to  reciprocate 
the  privilege,)  and  that,  in  the  distribution  of  burdens 
and  benefits,  it  makes  no  distinction  whatever  between 
citizens  and  foreigners.  New  York  has  been  built  up 
by  the  aid  of  foreign  capital  and  enterprise;  the  reve- 
nue which  has  been  there  collected  has  been  always 
contributed,  in  a  considerable  measure,  by  foreigners  or 
their  agenU;  and  since,  as  the  gentleman  represents, 
the  recent  calamity  has  fallen  so  heavily  upon  the 
French  and  other  foreign  houses  established  in  the  city, 
the  statement  of  that  fact  affords  a  sufficient  reason  for 
extending  to  them  whatever  benefit  they  may  gain,  aa 
debtors  of  the  Government,  from  the  general  operation 
of  the  bill. 
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The  gentleman  from  Rhode  IsUnd  hat  made  an  elabo* 
rate  inTCStipition  of  precedents,  and  has  shown,  very 
^conclusively,  that  they  do  not  exhibit  a  uniform  practice 
of  the  Government {  but  that,  deciding  every  case  upon 
its  own  merits,  and  with  more  or  less  consideration, 
Confrress  has  sometimes  granted  and  sometimes  refused 
applications  somewhat  similar  to  this.  From  the  num- 
ber of  such  precedehts,  and  from  the  fact  that  previous 
decisions  have  been  thus  contradictory,  I  can  readily  in- 
fer that  there  is  an  inherent  defect  in  the  existing  laws, 
which,  as  I  believe,  and  have  stated,  can  only  be  reme- 
died by  the  introduction  of  the  warehousing  system, 
under  which  such  cases  could  not  occuri  but,  as  the 
precedents  do  not  establish  a  general  rule,  and  as  the 
present  case  is  marked  by  circumstances  in  many  re- 
spects unprecedented,  I  do  not  see  any  thing  that  should 
deter  us  from  the  exercise  of  an  independent  judgment 
in  deciding  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island  grounds  another 
objection  upon  the  fact  that  the  relief  afforded  by  this 
bill  is  so  inconsiderable  that  it  cannot  be  desirable.  It 
is  indeed  fortunate  for  the  merchants  and  for  the  Gov- 
ernment that  the  fire  did  not  occur  a  few  years  sooner, 
when  almost  all  imported  goods  were  subject  to  duty, 
and  in  many  instances  a  Ytry  heavy  duty,  and  when  of 
course  tlie  average  amount  of  bonds  remaining  unpaid 
must  have  vastly  exceeded  the  sum  which  is  now  paya- 
ble. If  the  amount  of  duties  upon  goods  destroyed 
by  the  fire,  instead  of  being,  as  it  is,  leas  than  a  million 
of  dollars,  had  not  been  less  than  five  millions,  and  if  the 
amount  of  duties  upon  other  goods,  payable  at  the  mo- 
ment, instead  of  being  between  three  and  four  millions,  had 
not  been  less  than  fifteen  or  twenty  millions,  I  agree  that 
the  magnitude  of  the  claims  of  the  public  debtors  would 
have  been  such  that  the  Government  roust  have  yielded 
to  the  necessity,  the  uncontrollable  necessity,  of  the 
most  liberal  and  extraordinary  measure  of  relief.  Still, 
the  duty  of  the  Government  is  not  to  be  strictly  measu- 
red by  themagnitude'of  theclaimsi  and,  if  it  were,  I  can 
deduce  no  other  conclusion  from  the  gentleman's  prem- 
ises than  that,  under  the  existing  circumstances  of  this 
case,  we  ought  to  do  far  more  than  the  bill  proposes-^ 
a  conclusion,  to  My  the  least,  manifestly  incompatible 
with  the  gentleman's  avowed  determination  to  do 
nothing. 

The  relief  afforded  by  the  bill,  I  am  free  to  admit, 
does  not  correspond  to  the  exigency  of  the  case.  I  hope 
that  still  more  may  be  done;  especially  that  another  bill 
for  the  remission'  of  duties  upon  goods  burned  may  be 
reported  and  passed,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas* 
urV  may  give  such  a  direction  to  the  public  funds  already 
collected  and  constantly  accruing  at  New  York,  as  to 
make  them  available  for  the  greater  accommodation  of 
the  mercantile  community,  from  whom  these  funds  have 
been  derived.  An  enlightened  policy  seems  to  me  to 
justify  and  require  such  an  administration  of  the  finan- 
ces at  the  present  moment;  and  its  results,  I  am  well  per- 
suaded, must  be  extensively  and  permanently  beneficial. 
I  say,  then,  let  all  this  be  done,  and  let  this  bill  be  pass- 
ed, in  the  first  instance.'as  a  measure  of  simple  justice 
and  manifest  expediency,  and  as  an  earnest  of  the  dispo- 
sition of  Congress  to  sanction  the  other  measures  which 
should  succeed  it.  LA  this  bill,  at  least,  be  judged  and 
decided  upon  its  own  meritsi  and,  if  there  remains  no 
other  objection  to  it  than  that  it  does  not  aflfbrd  sufficient 
relief,  let  that  objection  be  removed,  as  has  been  just 
suggeslecl,  by  furtiier  legislation,  and  by  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Treasury  Department. 

The  £jentleman  from  Rhode  Uland  does  not  exagger- 
ate the  influence  and  importance  of  the  city  of  New 
York.  1'hat  city  sustains  a  relation  to  the  Government 
and  tlie  country  which  gives  her  a  right  at  all  times  to 
claim  from  both  the  most  favorable  cpnsideral'ron.     At 


the  present  moment  her  call  upon  the  Government,  epe« 
cially  warranted  by  the  circumstances  of  her  sstuation, 
is  enforced  by  numerous  and  simultaneous  demoinln- 
tions  of  the  approbation  of  the  country. 

It  is  not  the  call  of  New  York  alone.  Phiiadetphia 
has  seconded  the  call  with  a  spirit  worthy  of  the  nsme 
she  bears.  Baltimore  has  instructed  her  representative* 
to  sustain  her  honor  by  supporting  any  practicable  meas- 
ures of  relief.  Boston,  speaking  for  Massachusetta^  has 
invoked  the  members  from  that  State  to  a  like  generous 
co-operation.  The  memorial  of  New  Orleans  is  the  spon- 
taneous and  emphatic  utterance  of  the  voice  of  the  West. 
It  is  not  the  call  of  New  York  alone;  but  every  where, 
along  the  coast  and  throughout  the  interior,  whereTer 
there  has  been  an  expression  of  public  sympathy,  it  is 
coupled  with  an  earnest  appeal  to  Congress.  Let 
us  answer  the  appeal  by  an  act  that  shall  be  worthy  of 
the  constituted  guardians  of  the  national  interests  and  the 
national  honor. 

When  Mr.  P.  had  concluded,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
GRAVES,  the  committee  rose,  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  the  chair, 

Mr.  C  AMBRELEN6  moved  that  the  said  bill  be  made 
the  special  order  for  to-morrow  at  1  o'clock;  which  waa 
agreed  to. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 


Wkdhxsdat,  Fxbbuaxt  17. 
REMOVAL  OF  CREEK  INDIANS. 
Mr.  GLASCOCK  asked  the  consent  of  the  House  to 

submit  the  following  resolution,  which  was  read  for  in- 
formation: 

Besoived^  That  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  be 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  adopting 
measures  for  the  immediate  removal  of  the  Creek  lodians 
to  the  allotted  territory  in  treaty  of  the  24th  of  March, 
1833. 

Mr.  GLASCOCK  said,  in  oflTering  the  resolution,  be 
was  influenced  from  circumstances  and  events  which  had 
recently  transpired  between  a  portion  of  the  citizens  of 
Georgia  and  the  Creek  Indians;  and,  although  there 
had  been  a  partial  adjustment  of  the  difficulties  between 
the  commanding  officer  in  that  quarter  (General  Mc- 
Dugald)  and  some  of  the  principal  chiefs,  yet  he  felt 
assured  there  were  many  turbulent  and  disaflected  In- 
dians of  the  nation  who  could  not  be  controlled,  and  would 
continue  to  commit  their  depredations  on  our  citisens, 
and  keep  them  in  a  continued  state  of  alarm  and  excite- 
ment. Mr.  G.  said  he  had  just  been  apprised*  too, 
that  the  Executive  of  the  State  had  found  it  necssary  to 
organize  a  battalion  of  volunteers,  for  the  immediate  de. 
fence  and  protection  of  our  citizens  In  that  quarter,  the 
great  expense  of  which  might  well  be  conceived;  but  it  is 
due  to  that  section  of  the  State  that  it  should  be  done, 
and  he  was  gratified  to  find  such  a  measure  had  been 
promptly  accepted.  But,  Mr.  G.  said,  he  felt  satisfied 
permanent  peace  and  security  would  never  be  given  to 
our  frontier  citizens,  until  there  was  a  final  removal  of  the 
whole  nation  to  their  allotted  territory  under  the  treaty  of 
1824,  and  it  was  with  this  view  he  offered  the  resolution 
suggesting  the  inauiry,  and  felt  assured  that  some  measure 
might  be  adopted  by-the  present  Congress  to  give  satis- 
faction to  our  justly  excited  and  exasperated  fellow-citi- 
zens, and  enable  them  again  to  pursue,  in  peace  and  tran- 
quillity, their  usual  avocations;  he  therefore  hoped  the 
House  would  vote  for  the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  ttiat 
some  immediate  action  might  be  had  on  the  subject. 

The  SPEAKER  reminded  the  gentleman  that  t  he 
resolution  was  not  before  the  House,  and  that  the 
consent  of  the  House  to  its  reception  must  be  first  ob- 
tained before  it  could  be  debated. 

Objection  being  maJe,  Mr.  GLASCOCK  moved   a 
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fiiapention  of  the  ruW«  In  order  to  enable  him  to  lubmit 
hii  proposition  I  which  wu  negatived. 

SUSPENSION  OF  THE  RULES. 

Mr.  R.  M.  JOHNSON  moved  to  suspend  the  rules,  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  the  bill  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  volunteers  and  military  corps  in  the  service 
of  the  United  Statesi  which  was  negatived. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  subsequently  moved  to  suspend  the 
rules  in  order  to  enable  him  to  submit  a  motion,  making 
the  foregoing  bill  the  special  order  for  one  hour  to-mor- 
row morning,  after  the  reception  of  reports  from  com- 
mittees. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  so  as  to 
include  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  accept  the  service  of  volunteers i  which  was 
negatived. 

The  motion  to  suspend  the  rules  was  agreed  tor  Ayes 
113,  noes  38. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  then  submitted  the  motion  indicated) 
which  was  carried.  \ 

Mr.  MANN,  of  New  York,  moved  to  suspend  the  rules 
until  one  o  clock,  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  petitions, 
excepting  petitions  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbiaf  which  was  negatived. 

CAPTAIN  NATHAN  HALE. 

Mr.  JUDSON,  from  the  select  committee  on  that  sub- 
ject, moved  to  take  up  the  joint  resolution  in  relation 
to  the  monument  proposed  to  be  erected  to  the  memory 
of  Captain  Nathan  Hale,  for  the  purpose  of  reading  it  a 
second  time  by  its  title,  and  committing  it)  which  was 
agreed  to. 

The  resolution  was  then  read  a  second  timet  when 
Mr.  JUDSON  moved  that  it  be  committed  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  Union. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  commit  the  resolution  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  He  deprecated  the 
practice  of  sending  ordinary  matters  to  the  Committee 
on  the  state  of  the  Union.  He  was  not  opposed  to  the 
present  resolution,  but  had  made  the  motion  to  refer  it 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  in  order,  if  possi- 
ble, to  arrest  the  improper  practice  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. 

Mr,  JUDSON  adverted  to  the  patriotic  character  of 
the  resolution,  and  urged  the  propriety  of  the  motion 
which  he  had  submitted.  He  regretted  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  [Mr.  Virtov]  should  have  selected 
this  resohition  as  the  occasion  upon  which  to  oppose 
what  that  gentleman  .considered  an  improper  practice 
which  had  obtained  in  reference  to  the  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding upon  measures  before  the  House. 

Mr.  EVANS  coincided  in  the  remarks  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio.  In  the  present  instance,  he  contended 
that  it  was  incompetent  for  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut [Mr.  JuDsoiv]  to  submit  this  motion,  under  the 
authority  of  the  select  committed  raised  on  the  subject 
referred  to.  That  committee  had  reported.  Their 
functions  had  therefore  ceased. 

The  hour  devoted  to  morning  business  having  expired, 
the  Chair  announced  the  special  order,  being  the  bill  for 
the  relief  of  the 

SUFFERERS  BY  FIRE  IN  HEW  YORK. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMBRELENO,  the  House  then 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  and  took  up  the  said  bill. 

The  question  pending  was  the  motion  of  Mr.  Ha&oiir 
to  strike  out  the  first  proviso  in  the  first  section,  which 
is  in  the  following  words: 

**Provided,  Thut  those  who  are  within  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  but  who  may  have  paid  their  bonds  subse- 
quent to  tbe  late  fire,  shall  also  be  entitled  to  the  bene« 
fit  of  this  section,  and  that  the  said  bonds  shall  be  renew- 


ed from  the  day  when  the  same  were  paid,  and  said  pay- 
ments refunded." 

Mr.  GRAVES,  who  was  entitled  to  the  floor,  address- 
ed the  Chair  to  the  following  effect: 

From  the  latitude  allowed  those  who  have  preceded 
me  in  this  debate,  I  hope  it  will  not  be  considered  out 
of  order  in  me  to  speak  to  the  merits  of  the  whole  bill. 
I  have  entertained  the  opinion,  since  the  first  Introduc- 
tion of  this  bill,  that  we  could  not,  in  accordance  with 
sound  policy  and  correct  principles  of  legislation,  grant 
the  relief  proposed  by  it  to  the  unfortunate  victims  of 
this  most  unprecedented  calamity «  much  less  extend  the 
operations  of  tbe  bill,  as  proposed  in  the  seciind  section, 
to  all  such  merchants  as  are  not  included  In  the  first, 
and  who,  though  they  had  suffered*  no  loss  by  the  late 
fire,  were  indebted  to  the  Government  for  duties  at  the 
port  of  New  York,  by  bonds  that  fell  due  prior  thereto. 

Laboring  under  the  influence  of  that  almost  universal 
sympathy  which  was  pervading  the  community  for  the 
objects  of  this  affliction,  I  have  felt  a  strong  and  sincere 
desire,  if  I  could  consistently  with  my  convictions  of 
duty,  to  give  my  support  to  this  billi  yet,  although  I 
have  given  a  most  patient  and  impartial  hearing  to  all 
that  has  been  said  in  support  of  it,  my  opinions'remain  un- 
changed. The  honorable  member  from  Massachusetts, 
[Mr.  Phillips,]  who  last  addressed  the  committee,  in  a 
very  elaborate,  able,  and  truly  eloquent  speech,  has 
occupied  all  the  grounds,  in  my  humble  conception, 
that  can  be  urged  in  support  of  this  measure,  and  that^ 
too,  in  a  manner  most  peculiarly  felicitous.  The  first 
section  of  the  bill  provides:  "That  the  collector  of  the 
port  of  New  York  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized,  as 
he  may  deem  best  calculated  to  secure  the  interests  of 
the  United  States,  to  cause  to  be  extended  (with  the 
assent  of  the  sureties  thereon)  to  all  persons  who  have 
•uffered  loss  of  property  by  the  late  conflagration  at  that 
place,  the  time  of  payment  of  all  bonds  heretofore  given 
by  them  for  duties,  to  periods  not  exceeding  three,  four, 
and  five  years,  in  equal  instalments,  from  and  after  the 
day  of  payment  specified  in  the  bondsi  or  to  allow  the 
said  bonds  to  be  cancelled,  upon  giving  to  the  said  col- 
lector new  bonds,  with  one  or  more  sureties,  to  the  sat- 
isfaction of  the  said  collector,  fo^  the  sums  of  the  former 
bonds  respectively,  payable  in  equal  instalments^  in 
three,  four,  and  five  years,  from  and  after  the  day  of 
payment  specified  in  the  bonds  to  be  taken  up  or  can- 
celled, as  aforesaidt  and  the  said  collector  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  give  up  or  cancel  all  such 
bonds  upon  the  receipt  of  others  described  in  this  act{ 
which  last-mentioned  bonds  shall  be  proceeded  with  in 
all  respects  like  other  bonds  which  are  taken  by  collect- 
ora  for  duties  due  to  the  United  States:  Provided,  That 
those  who  are  designed  to  be  relieved  by  this  section, 
and  who  may  have  paid  their  bonds  subsequent  to  the 
late  fire,  shall  also  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  this  sec- 
tion, and  that  the  said  bonds  shall  be  renewed  from  the 
day  when  the  same  were  paid." 

Thesecond  section  provides  **  that  the  collector  of  the 
port  of  New  York  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
extend  the  payment,  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  the  first 
section  of  this  act,  of  all  other  bonds  g^ven  for  duties  at 
the  port  of  New  York  prior  to  the  late  fire,  and  not 
provided  for  in  the  first  section  aforesaid,  for  six,  nine, 
and  twelve  months,  from  and  af\er  the  day  of  payment 
specified  in  the  bonds:  Provided,  however.  That  nothing 
contained  in  this  act  shall  extend  to  bonds  which  had 
fallen  due  before  the  seventeenth  of  December  last." 

I,  Mr.  Chairman,  gave  my  undivided  and  most  special 
attention  to  each  and  every  position  taken  by  that  hon- 
orable gentleman  in  the  progreas  of  his  argument,  and 
propose,  as  briefly  as  the  nature  of  the  case  will  admit, 
to  review  such  of  them  as  bear  upon  the  real  merits  of 
this  question.    Before,  however,   1  proceed  to  a  con* 
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•idcrktion  of  the  arguments  of  thtt  |pentleinan,  kltow  me 
to  remark  that  we  have  been  required  to  act  upon  this 
subject  rather  in  the  dark;  that  we  hare  had  no  offleial 
information  as  to  the  extent  of  the  refief  asked.  We 
have  to  rety  on  the  verbal  information  of  die  friends  of 
this  measure,  Irho,  1  suppose,  have  it  from  those  who 
are  asking  relief,  and  wlio,  it  is  to  be  pi^sumed,  would 
feel  no  interest  in  magnifying  the  amount  upon  which 
they  ask  indulgence  without  interest,  and  who,  because 
of  their  interest,  would  be  held  in  all  legal  tribunals  as 
incompetent  witnesses.  Taking,  then,  the  account  of 
the  friends  of  the  bill  as  correct,  the  first  section  of  it 
embraces  bonds  for  about  $700,000,  and  the  second  sec- 
tion about  $3,000,000.  Predicating  my  calculation 
upon  this  information,  1  find  interest  on  those  bonds,  at 
the  rate  of  six  per  cent,  per  annum,  renewable  annually 
from  the  time  they  respectively  fkll  due  up  to  the  pe- 
riod to  which  it  is  proposed  to  extend  the  credits, 
amounts  to  something  upwards  of  $318,740;  an  amount 
greater  than  is  required  to  pay  the  two  hundred  and 
forty  three  members  of  this  House  for  one  hundred  and 
sixty  days,  and  sufficiently  large,  especially  when  taken 
into  consideration  in  connexion  with  the  importance 
of  the  principle  involved,  to  induce  this  House  to  ex- 
amine well  into  the  subject,  and  weigh  well  the  proba- 
ble effect  and  consequence  of  such  a  precedent  upon 
the  future  legislation  of  this  House. 

We,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  fully  apprized,  are  most  del- 
icately and  peculiarly  situated  in  reference  to  this  as  well 
as  all  other  claims  that  come  before  us;  we  occupy  the 
attitudes  both  of  party  and  judge;  and,  whilst  we  should 
be  careful  not  to  let  self-interest  bias  us  on  the  one  side^ 
we  should  not  be  less  careful  to  see  that  we  are  not 
driven  into  error  on  the  other  hand  from  too  great  an 
apprehension  of  doing  injustice  to  the  applicants.  But, 
sir,  let  us  now  proceed  to  consider,  in  detail,  the  argu- 
ments of  the  friends  of  this  measure.  The  honorable 
member  from  Massachusetts,  as  has  been  remarked, 
having  covered  all  the  grounds  taken  in  support  of  this 
bill,  I  will  confine  myself  particularly  to  his  remarks. 

The  first  ground  taken  by  him  is  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  suoh  an  amount  of  surplus  revenue  now  in  its 
Treasury,  that  it  would  have  no  use  for  the  money  if 
the  bonds  were  collected,  and  tiiat  it  would  be  suffered 
to  lie  in  the  deposite  banks  without  interest.  Is  it  tnie, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  this  Government  has  no  use  for 
money  at  this  time?  Is  it  true  that  the  different  States 
in  this  Union  have  already  done  for  themselves  all  that 
can  be  done,  in  the  way  of  promoting  the  interest  and 
happiness  of  their  citizenn,  and  that  they  are  now  reclining 
at  iheir  ease  in  consequence  of  having  nothing  to  do 
Calculated  to  advance  the  public  good?  I  humbly  con- 
ceive not.  Look  abroad  in  the  land,  and  what  do  we 
see?  Within  the  last  year  or  two,  the  public  spirit  of 
our  fellow-citizens  seems  to  have  received  a  new  im- 
pulse in  almost  every  quarter  of  this  vast  republic.  A 
new  era  seems  to  be  bursting  on  us.  The  people  are 
aroused  to  their  own  best  interest.  We  see  the  differ- 
ent States,  situated  on  the  different  extremes  of  this 
vast  Union,  contemplating  and  moving  in  the  work  of 
connecting  themselves  with  each  other  by  inland  com- 
munication that  literally  conquers  space.  We  see  the 
Legislatures  of  the  different  States  providing  for  works 
nf  internal  improvement  upon  a  scale  that  is  truly  wor- 
thy of  a  free  people.  l*hey  are  not  contracting  loans 
of  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  for  the  accomplish- 
ment of  this,  that,  or  the  other,  little  local  improve- 
ment, but  of  tens  of  millions,  for^objects  embracing 
the  improvement  of  the  whole  extent  of  their  territory. 
Never,  in  the  history  of  this  Government,  was  there 
Biich  a  spirit  of  enterprise  abroad.  Never  was  there  a 
time  when  there  was  such  a  demand  for  money  on  the 
part  of  the  different  States,  for  their  respective  im- 


provements, u  the  present)  and  are  we  to  be  tdd  we 
have  no  use  for  the  money  in  the  pubfic  Treasury? 

I  readily  agree  that  it  is  better  that  these  importing 
merchants,  who  are  engaged  activelv  in  enterprising 
commerce  that  adds  to  the  wealth  of  the  nation,  sbmild 
hold  this  money,  wlvch  belongs  in  common  to  them  and 
the  rest  of  their  fisllow  citizens,  without  interest,  than 
that .  the  deposite  banks,  in  whose  vaults  it  is  to  be 
plac^,  should  be  allowed  to  fatten  and  grow  rich  on 
the  interest  paid  them  by  the  people,  for  the  roost  gra- 
clous  privilege  of  using  their  own  money.  But  1  am 
not  willing  to  stske  the  fate  of  this  bill  on  this  issue.  It 
is  not  the  true  issue.  I,  for  one,  sir,  intend  to  legis- 
late upon  this  and  every  other  subject  calculated  to  af- 
fect our  finances,  with  just  as  strict  an  eye  to  economy 
as  though  I  knew  this  Congress  intended  to  obey  the 
voice  of  the  people  in  their  demand  fur  an  equal  dis- 
tribution of  the  surplus  revenue  among  the  States.  I 
am  not  yet  prepared  to  anticipate  a  failure  of  this  moiSt 
important  measure. 

Government  is  a  moral  person,  possessing,  in  refer- 
ence to  its  property,  all  the  natural,  moral,  and  legal 
rights  of  a  private  individual;  every  citizen  constitutes 
a  component  part  thereof,  and  his  right  in  every  thing 
that  belongs  to  the  Government,  whether  it  be  in  the 
public  lands  or  bonds  upon  Importers,  or  in  whatever 
the  right  of  property  can  exist,  though  small  in  point  of 
size,  yet  bears  the  same  proportion  to  the  entire  thing 
which  one  bears  to  the  number  of  citizens  in  this  Gov- 
ernment, and  is  just  as  perfect  and  unquestionable  as 
though  the  right  to  the  entire  thing  was  vested  in  him; 
and  the  same  policy  which  is  observed  in  the  fiscal  con- 
cerns of  a  wise,  pnident,  humane,  and  just  private  in- 
dividual, should  control  and  regulate  the  financial  ope- 
rations of  every  Government,  where  the  Interest  and 
happiness  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people  are  the  para- 
mount considerations.  Hence,  we  should  adopt  the 
same  process  of  analysis,  the  same  rules  of  investigation, 
in  arriving  at  the  relative  rigiUs  of  the  Government,  and 
such  of  Its  citizens  as  are  embraced  by  the  provisions 
of  this  bill,  as  though  it  were  a  matter  between  two  in- 
dividuals. 

His  second  ground  is,  that  it  is  the  interest  of  the 
Government,  acting  as  a  prudent  creditor,  to  extend  the 

f)roposed  credit,  in  order  the  better  to  secure  the  col- 
ection  of  her  debts.  The  Government  holds  the  bonds 
of  its  citizens  for  duties;  and  when  they  fall  due  U  has 
a  right  to  expect  payment,  without  some  sufficient 
cause  against  it.  The  merchant,  in  the  present  in- 
stance, says  to  his  Government,  you  hold  my  bond,  due 
on  such  a  day,  fur  such  an  amount,  for  duties;  from  an 
unexpected  misfortune,  I  am  in  some  degree  crippled 
in  my  commercial  operations,  and  it  will  be  your  interest 
to  indulge  me  for  four  years  affer  my  bonds  become  due, 
without  interest,  in  order  that  your  debt  may  be  the 
belter  secured.  Ought  not  the  Government  to  act  as  any 
other  prudent  creditor,  and  say  to  its  debtor,  you  must 
give  me  some  evidence,  in  addition  to  your  own  sugges- 
tion, that  it  is  my  interest  thus  to  act?  Would  not  any 
prudent  private  creditor  require  other  proof  than  the 
statement  of  his  debtor,  before  he  would  thus  prolong 
for  four  years  the  time  of  the  payment  of  his  debt,  and 
that,  too,  without  interest?  Being,  then,  altogether 
without  proof  that  it  is  its  interest  to  extend  this  credit 
I  think  the  Government  on  this  account  alone  ought  not 
to  do  it. 

I  will  conclude  my  remarks  upon  this  branch  of  the 
subject  by  asking  whether  it  is  supposed,  by  any  friend 
of  this  bill,  that  one  of  those  importers  would  agree  to 
extend  a  credit  of  four  years,  without  interest,  for  the 
price  of  a  quantity  of  goods  purchased  of  him  in  New 
York  by  a  merchant  from  Louisville  or  Cincinnati,  and 
lost  by  the  purchaser  in  descending  the  river,  or  by  fire 
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Abolition  of  sbTeryt  (see  Slavery.) 

Adjournment,  resolution  for  fizin?  ihe  dtjr  of,  taken  up, 
962;  adopted.  981. 
day  of  adjournment  fixed  for  the  4th  of  July,  17B0. 

Akbaisa}  a  bill  for  the  better  organization  of  the  dis- 
trict court  of  that  State,  13. 
pre-emption  rif^hts;  a  report  on  the  memorial  of  the 

nefcislature  of  that  State,  721. 
and  Miss'ftsippi  five  per  cent,  fund;  a  bill  to  carry 

into  effect  the  compacts  of,  1458 <  passed, 
resolution    authorizing^    the  President  to  cause 
rations  to  be  issued  to  supply  sufferers  from 
Indian  hostilities,  1S37\  laid  on  the  table,  1593. 

Alexandriai  memorial  on  the  financial  condition  of  that 
town,  46. 

Appropriation  bill  for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  expenses 
of  the  Government  for  the  year  1836|  read 
twice,  and  referred,  1249;  taken  up,  1399; 
passed. 

Appropriations  for  the  navy  for  1836,  1278;  taken  up, 
1296;  passed. 

Appropriations  for  the  army  for  1836,  1413;  read  three 
times,  and  passed. 
Indian  department,  1458;  passed,  1739. 
to  carry  into  effect  certain  Indian  treaties,  1928; 
passed. 

Arkansas,  a  message  from  the  President,  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  convention  in  that  Territory,  to 
form  a  constitution,  782. 
a  bill  to  provide  for  the  admission  of  Arkansas 

into  the  Union,  934;  passed,  1056. 
do.  in  addition  to  the  above  act,  1577;  paased. 

Army  of  the  United  States,  resolutions  respecting,  386. 
do.  for  the  religious  instruction  of,  391. 
bill  to  increase  the  military  peace  establishment, 
1657;  rejected,  1757;  passed,  1854. 

Armories,  arsenals,  &c.{  a  bill  to  establish  them,  1869; 
passed. 

Bayard,  the  Hon.  Ilicbard,  from  Delaware,  took  his  nmX 
in  the  place  of  Mr.  Naiidiin,  resigned,  1848. 

Bennett,  Caleb  P.,  the  memorial  of  citizens  of  Delaware, 
praying  for  his  pension  to  be  continued  to  his 
widow,  1642. 

Bond  and  Douglass,  Colonels,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
legal  representatives  of  their  widowst  1350; 
passed,  1254. 

Bourtoulin  Count  a  resolution  authorriing  the  purchase 
ofhia  library;  rejected,  1694. 

Brahiin,  John;  report  of  the  Secretafjr  of  the  Treasury, 
in  answer  to  a  resolution  on  the  subject  of  mo- 
ney paid  by  the  legal  representatives  of  the 
late  General  Brahan,  to  the  United  States  dis- 
trict attorney,  1898. 

Bullion  for  the  mint;  a  bill  to  supply  the  mint  with  bul- 
lion, 1090. 

Carey  &  Lea's  History  of  Congress;  a  joint  resolution 
proposing  a  subscription  for  it,  614;  referred. 

Catletl,  Charles  J.,  a  bill  for  his  relief;  passed,  1873. 

Chaplain,  Rev.  Mr.  Higbee  elected,  42. 

Choctaw  lands;  a  resolution  proposing  to  suspend  the 
sales  of  these  lands,  1413. 
reservations;  (see  Pre-en^tion  eiiaifiu.) 
treaty;  a  bill  for  adjustingc  ertain  claims  under 
the  14tb  article  ol  the  treaty  of  Dancing  Rab- 
bit creek,  1936;  laid  on  the  table. 
1 


Colonization  Society;  a  petition  from  citizens  of  Ken- 
tucky, recommending  the  society  to  the  favor- 
able notice  of  Congress,  1901. 

Columbia,  D'strict  of,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  several 
cities,  466,  964;  taken  up,  1449;  passed,  1453. 
Documentary  History  of;  a  resolution  authorizing 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  collect  and  pub- 
lish such  a  work,  498;  referred, 
resolution  to  authorize  the  commissioner  to  rent 
out  the  public  grounds,  &c.,  1154. 

Committeef,  standing;  the  Senate  proceeded  to  their 
election  by  ballot,  11. 

Congress;  a  resolution  proposing  that  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee inquire  into  the  expediency  of  fixing,  by 
law,  the  commencement  and  close  of  every  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  42;  agreed  to,  45. 
a  bill  to  appoint  a  day  for  the  annual  meeting  of 

Congress,  1649;  passed. 
above  bill  returned,  vetoed  by  the  President,  as 

conflicting  with  the  constitution,  1757. 
the  subject  taken  up,  1859,  1878;  bill  rejected, 
a  bill  to  fix  a  day  for  the  annual  meeting  of  Con- 
gress, 1880;  indefinitely  postponed,  1908. 

Constitution;  a  resolution  to  amend  it,  so  as  to  provide 
for  a  distribution  of  the  surplus  revenue,  53. 

Constitutional  currency;  a  bill  to  re-establish  the  curren- 
cy of  the  constitution,  1745. 

Cumberland  road;  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  War, 
on  the  construction  of  the  road  in  Indiana  and 
Illinois,  34. 
a  bill  to  continue  the  road  as  proposed,  390;  ta- 
ken up,  615;  passed,  811. 
a  bill  making  an  appropriation  for  do.,  4633. 

Custom-bouse  officers,  a  report  from  the  Treasury  De- 
partment concerning,  34. 

Dade,  Major,  petition  in  favor  of,  referred,  613. 

Dauphin,  Pennsylvania,  memorial;  (see  Frien^roes*) 

Defence  of  the  frontiers;  a  bill  reported  to  accept  the 
services  of  volunteers,  1385. 

DeUware  breakwater;  a  bill  making  additional  appropri- 
ations for  it,  1938;  passed. 

Deposite  banks;  a  motion  to  print  extra  copies  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury's  statement  of  their  af- 
fairs, 839;  agreed  to,  847. 

District  banksf  a  joint  resolution  in  relation  to  them,  63. 
a  bill  to  extend  the  charters  of,  1577;  paWed, 
1720. 

Duties  on  imports;  a  bill  to  repeal  the  duty  on  certain  ar- 
ticles, 704. 
wines;  a  bill  to  suspend  lo  much  of  the  discrimi- 
nating act  as  relates  to  the  Portuguese  isUndsy 
&c.,  1123. 
imports;  a  bill  to  amend  the  several  acts  imposing 
duties  on  Imports,  1287. 

Electioneering  agients;  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  for  information  as  to  the  office 
held  by  B.  P.  Curry,  in  the  Cherokee  nation, 
178. 

Executive  patronage;  (see  OJleers,) 

Expunging  resolution;  notice  given  that  it  would  shortly 
be  called  up,  722;  taken  up,  877;  again,  1593; 
laid  on  the  table,  1598. 

Florida  post  roads;  a  joint  resolution  authorizing  the  ee- 
tablishment  of  certain  post  roads,  613. 
railroad;  a  bill  to  authorize  it  to  run  through  the 
public  lands,  664;  passed. 
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Florida  war,  a  bill  making  further  appropriationa  Tur, 
1299;  passed, 
banks}  a  resolution  instructing  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  character  and  condi- 
tion of  the  banking  institutions,  1447. 
a  bill  prohibiting  the  incorporating  of  banks  in 
Florids,  witliout  the  sanction  of  Congress,  Sec. 
also,  resolution  on  the  subj  ect;  both  passed,  1863. 

Foreign  relations;  a  letter  of  Mr.  Clay,  chairman  of  the 
committee  on  this  subject,  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  with  his  reply,  laid  on  the  table,  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed,  464. 

Foreign  paupers;  a  resolution  in  relation  to  foreign  pau- 
pers, 1378. 

Fortification  on  Lake  Champlain;  a  resolution  proposing 
the  survey  of  a  aite  for  the  work,  614. 

Fortification  bill  taken  up,  592, 1428;  passed,  1592. 

from  the  House,  reported  with  amendments,  1877; 
passed. 

France  and  the  United  States;  (see  United  States.) 

Free  negroes;  a  memorial  from  Dauphin  county,  Penn- 
aylvania,  praying  for  an  appropriation  to  re- 
move such  to  Africp,  442. 

French  affairs;  sundry  resolutions  proposed  and  adopted, 
calling  on  the  Preaident  for  information  in  rela- 
tion to  them,  366. 

French  and  Neapolitan  indemnities;  a  bill  to  anticipate 
their  payment,  1881;  negatived,  1882. 

Frigate  PhilRdelphia,  a  bill  to  reward  the  recaptors  of, 
1647;  passed. 

Globe  newspaper,  Mr.  Webster's  complaints  against, 
1693. 

Grant,  Joseph;  a  bill  to  extend  his  patent  right  for  ma- 
king hat  bodies,  1864;  passed,  1910. 

Haigfit,  Stephen,  re-elected  assistant  doorkeeper,  8. 

Hale,  Captain  Nathan;  a  memorial  from  the  citizens  of 
New  Haven,  praying  that  a  monument  may  be 
erected  to  his  memory,  323. 

Harbor  bill,  for  the  improvement  of  certain  harbors,  &c., 
1383;  taken  up,  1930;  paased,  1935. 

Hemp,  a  resolution  proposing  a  duty  on  all  imported. 

Hill,  Hon.  Isaac,  the  resignation  of  his  seat,  1616. 
Hospitals  on  the  Ohio  river;  a  memorial  of  the  General 

Aasembly  of  Indiana  on  this  subject,  S6. 
Hull,  Commodore  Isaac;  a  bill  for  his  relief,  58. 
Incendiary  publications;  a  proposition  for  referring  the 

aubject  to  a  select  committee,  26;  agreed  to,  33. 
report  of  the  committee,  accompanied  by  a  bill  to 

prevent  the  circulation  of  such  publications, 

383;  bill  taken  up,  1093. 
a  bill  prohibiting  postmasters  from  transmitting 

incendiary  publications,  1374;  taken  up,  1675; 

rejected,  1737. 
Indian  claims,  speculationa  in;  a  memorial  from  Missis- 

aippi,  100. 
hostilities;  a  bill  for  suppressing  them,  103;  passed, 

appropriations;  a  bill  making  appropriationa  for 
the  expenses  of  the  Indian  department;  (see 
Jppn^nriatione,) 

Insolvent  debtors,  a  report  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment concerning,  34. 

Journals,  a  reaolution  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
providing  proper  measures  for  the  safe  keepine 
of.  970;  laid  on  the  Ubie,  977. 

Judiciary;  a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  to  amend  the 
judicial  syttem  of  the  United  States,  59;  paased, 
65. 

Kane,  Hon .  Elias  K. ,  from  Illinois,  his  death  announced,  7. 

Land*  a  bill  to  grant  gratuitiea  of,  to  certain  Statea;  laid 
on  the  table,  1876. 

]>nds|  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  adjustment  of  the  claims 
to  lands  therein  mentioned,  11. 


Lands;  to  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds  of 
land  saleft,  48;  motion  to  take  it  up,  810;  con- 
sideration resumed,  1172;  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed, 1313. 
the  committee  on,  moved  to  be  discharged  from 
certain  petitions  for  rights  of  pre-emption,  &c., 
303. 
two  bills  on  the  subject  of  pre-emption  rights,  836. 
a  bill  to  reduce  and  graduate  the  price  of  public 

lands,  1028. 
resolution  authorizing  the  payokent  of  the  ex- 
penses incurred  by  the  committee  of  last  Con- 
gress, in  their  inveatigation  of  certain  fruids, 
1199. 
a  bill  to  change  the  mode  of  conducting  the  Mites 
of  the  public  lands,  1697;  postponed  indefinite- 
ly, 1870. 

Land  Office;  a  bill  to  reorganize  the  General  Land  Ofllce, 
1676. 

Lake  Champluin;  resolution  directing  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  cause  a  survey  to  be  made  for  a  fortifi- 
cation, 1199. 

Library  of  Count  Bourtoulin;  a  resolution  directing  the 
Library  Committee  to  inquire  into  tne  expedi- 
ency of  purchaaing  it,  578;  agreed  to. 

Lieber,  Profeasor;  his  memorisi  in  relation  to  his  atatiati- 
cal  work,  1198. 

Light-bouses;  a  bill  making  appropriationa  for  tbem, 
1930. 

Louisville  and  Portland  canal,  a  bill  to  authorize  the 
United  States  to  purchase  the  private  stock  of, 
1563. 

Lowrie,  Walter,  E«q.,  re-elected  Clerk  of  the  Senate,  8. 

McCartney,  John;  a  bill  for  his  relief,  934;  passed. 

Madison,  James,  hia  death  announced,  by  a  roeasage 
from  the  Preaident,  1911;  resolutions  of  respect 
to  his  memory,  1914. 

Mail  contracts;  resolution  instructing  the  Poat  Office 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
authorizing  contracia  to  be  noade  with  railroad 
companies,  847. 

Maine  boundary;  reaolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Massa- 
chusetts, in  relation  thereto,  958. 

Maine  reaolutions,  on  the  aubject  of  abolition,  1109. 

Manning,  the  Hon.  Richard  J.,  hia  death  announced, 
1384. 

Marine  corps,  a  bill  to  regulate  and  increase  the  pay  of 
its  officers,  1877. 

Marahall,  Humphrey;  an  unfavorable  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pensions  was  moved  to  be  recon- 
sidered, 1780;  reconsidered,  1854;  and  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  concurred  in. 

Massachusetts  claims,  a  joint  resolution  respecting,  464. 

Meade,  Richard  W.,  a  bill  for  the  settlement  of  the 
claim  of  hit  executrix;  passed,  1872. 

Melville,  David;  a  petition  complaining  of  bia  removal 
from  office,  1177. 

Metropolis  Dauk;  a  memorial  for  a  recharter  thereof, 
58. 

Mexico;  a  bill  to  carry  into  effect  the  treaty  with  that 
Power,  1427;  passed. 

Michigan  applies  for  admission  as  a  State,  in  a  message 
from  the  President,  5. 
credentiala  from  its  Senators  presented,  6;  ques- 
tion considered,  8,  36;  agreed  to,  41.  , 
memorial  asking  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
presented,  282;  referred  to  the  committee  on 
the  Michigan  matters,  290. 
bill  for  the  admiaaion  of  Michigan  into  the  Union, 

1006;  passed, 
school  lands;  a  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to 
establish  the  northern  boundary  of  Ohio,  and 
for  the  admiasion  of  Michigan  into  the  Union, 
1737;  passed. 
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Michigan  Senalors;  resolution  for  paying  them  agreed 
to,  178a. 
a  bill  to  provide  for  the  execution  of  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  in  M'chigsn,  1876;  passed. 

Military  land  warrants,  a  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  iasu- 
inff  scrip  for,  970. 

Minti  (sec  Bullion.) 

Missouri  land  claims,  a  memorial  respecting,  799. 
a  bill  coniirmiitg  the  claims  of,  964;  passed, 
a  bill  granting  a  certain  quantity  of  land  to,  for 
internal  improvements  1 130;  laid  on  the  table, 
1123. 

Nafragansett  bay,  resolutions  of  Legislature  of  Rhode 
Island  respecting,  1787. 
resolution  directing  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Navy  Board  to  report  a  plan  for  a  navy  estab- 
lishment in  do.,  1793;  sgreed  to. 

National  defence;  resolutions  offered  by  Mr.  Benton, 
392;  Bgreed  to,  S77, 

Naval  service;  a  bill  for  the  enlistment  of  boys,  1413; 
passed. 

Naval  academy;  a  bill  to  establish  one,  1453. 

Navy;  (see  Appropriation.) 

a  bill  for  organizing  the  na\y,  1855;  laid  on  the 
table,  1857t  taken  up,  1872;  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed, 1875. 

Naudain,  Hon.  Arnold,  from  Delaware,  resigns  his  scat, 
1787.  ^ 

New  Hampshire  rf  solutions  in  favor  of  the  expunging 
resolution,  1108. 

New  Orleans  custom-house;  presentments  of  its  dilapida- 
ted state.  534. 

New  York;  a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  of  Fi- 
nance to  inquire  what  measures    should  be 
adopted  by  Congress  in  relation  to  the  late  fire 
there,  13. 
memorials  on  same  subject,  46.  391. 
a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the  fire, 
103;  considered,  114;  passed,  129;  an  amenda- 
tory bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives; 
passed,  1092. 
a  bill  to  extend  the  relief  of  the  act  now  in  exist- 
ence to  the  sufferers,  1875;  passed. 

Northeast  boundary  of  the  United  States;  a  message 
from  the  President  on  the  subject,  1779;  cor- 
respondence on   the  subject  ordered  to    be 
'  printed,  1864. 

Ohio;  report  from  Secretary  of  War  respecting  the 
boundary  line  of  thut  State,  6. 
a  bill  to  define  the  northern  boundary  line  of,  14; 

report  on  do.,  663. 
a  joint  resolution  respecting  do.,  35. 
resolutions  in  favor  of  expunging  the  journal, 
1021. 

Officers;  a  bill  to  repeal  the  first  and  second  sections  of 
the  act  limiting  the  terms  of  certain  officers 
therein  named,  52;  passed,  367. 

Order,  questions  of.  74,  141,  209,  414,  494,  SS6^  855, 
1525.  1782. 

Fage,  Hon.  John,  from  New  Hampshire,  took  his  seat, 
in  the  place  of  Mr.  Hill,  resigned,  1759. 

Paper  currency;  a  resolution  directing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  inquire  of  the  deposite  banks 
in  relation  to  the  circulation  of  small  notes,  1857. 

Patent  laws;  a  resolution  referring  the  subject  of  amend- 
ing them,  42;  agreed  to. 
Office;  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  erection  of  a  build- 
ing for  it,  1853;  considered  and  passed,  1898. 

Patriotic  Bank,  a  memorial  from,  for  a  recharter,  34. 

Paymasters;  a  bill  to  authorize  the  appointment  of  three 
addit  onal  ones,  1463. 

Pension  bill,  which  grants  half  pay  to  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  those  who  die  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  1929. 


Post  Office  accounts;  a  communication  from  the  PostmaS' 
ter  General,  1048. 
the  bill  changing  the  organization  of  the  Post  Of- 
fice Department,  1769. 
Post  routes;  a  joint  resolution  for  the  establishment  of 
certain  post  routes  in  Missouri  and  Arkansas, 
578. 
Pre-emption  claims,  a  bill  to  extend  the  time  for  receiv- 
ing the  proorof,  1696;  laid  on  the  table,  1698; 
rejected^  1742. 
President's  annual  message  received,  4;  (see  Appendix.) 
message  in  relation  to  French  affairs,  163. 
on  the  mediation  of  Great  Britain  in  relation  to 

our  difference  with  France,  390. 
concerning  sale  of  lands  in  the  vicinity  of  Fort 

Wayne,  471. 
with  the  result  of  the  mediation  of  Great  Britsin, 

580. 
respecting  French  spoliations,  662. 
on  discriminating  duties  with  Portugal,  679, 
in  relation  to  Mexico,  1409. 
informing  Congress  that  France  had  paid  the  four 

instalments,  in  fulfilment  of  the  treaty,  1426. 
with  a  communication  from  B.  F.  Curry«  and  the 

response  of  Samuel  Gwin,  1658. 
returning  the  bill  appointing  a  day  for  the  annual 
meeting  of  Congress,  with  constitutional  objec- 
tions, 1757. 
enclosing  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
relation  to  Texas^  1871. 
President  pro  Um.,  Mr.  King,  from  Alabama,  appointed, 

1914;  his  address  on  the  occasion. 
Printing;  a  report  of  the  committee  on  the  contingent 
fund,  to  whom  had  been  referred  a  resolution 
on  the  subject,  590. 
Protection  of  the  frontiers;  (see  Defence.) 
Public  deposites;  a  bill  to  regulate  them,  52;  taken  up, 
1383;  modified,  1577;  passed,  1845. 
a  supplementary  bill,  1913;  passed. 
Railroad  contracts;  a  report  from  the  Post  Office  Com- 
mittee, 1101;  subject  considered,  1199. 
Revenue  laws,  a  bill  concerning  cases  of  appeals  arising 
under,  46. 
a  resolution  proposing  a  reduction  of  the  revenue, 

5-2. 
a  resolution  directing  the  surplus  revenue  to  be 
set  apart  for  the  general  defence  of  the  coun- 
try, 4625. 
Rescinding  resolution,  offered  in  plaee  of  the  expunging 
resolution,  1427;  taken  up,  1884;  negatived, 
1897. 
Ripley,  General;  a  bill  to  audit  and  settle  his  accounts, 
1676;  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
Roy  all,  Mrs.  Ann;  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
unfavorable  to  her  petition,  was  laid  on  th« 
Uble,  1936. 
School  lands;  a  bill  to  authorize  the  relinquishment  of 
the  16th  section  of  public  hinds,  and  to  substi- 
tute other  lands,  389;  passed. 
Secretary  of  State's  communication,  enclosing  a  corre- 
spondence on  French  affairs,  168. 
Senators,  a  list  of,  1. 
Senate  chamber;  a  report  in  relation  to  alterations  in  the 

Senate  chamber,  3. 
Shackford,  John,  re-elected  Sergeant-at-arms,  8. 
Sheppard,  Moses,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of,  580;  rejected. 
Sick  and  disabled  seamen;  a  motion  waa  made  to  recon- 
sider a  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  for  providing  for 
this  description  of  persons,  1758;  which  was 
agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  amended  and  passed. 
Slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  petitions  on  the  sub- 
ject, 78;  subject  discussed,  185,  471,  636,  664, 
1199. 
Arkansas;  petitions  against  admitting  the  State 
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into  the  Union  except  on  certtin  conditioni, 
1134,  127r. 
Smith,  Hon.  Nathan,  from  Connecticut;  his  death  an- 
nounced, 4. 
Smithsonian  institution;  the  President  communicates  cer- 
tain papers  relative  to  this  institution,  13. 
a  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  President  to  ap- 
point an  agent,  &c.,  63;  taken  up,  385. 
a  bill  for  the  same  purpose,  1574;  passed,  1378. 
Spain;  (see  Treaty.) 

Specie  payments;  a  bill  for  the  payment  of  revolutionary 
and  other  pensioners  of  the  United  States,  999. 
resolution  proposing  that  nothing  but  gold  and 
silver  ought  to  be  received  in  payment  of  pub- 
lic lands,  1254. 
Statuary;  resolution  in  relation  to  statues  for  the  east 

front  of  the  Capitol,  1313;  agreed  to,  1318. 
Stockton  and  Stokes,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  1448;  passed. 
Surplus  revenue,  bank  stock,  and  natioual  defence;  sun- 
dry resolutions,  106. 
Suspension  of  the  rules;  a  suspension  of  the  17th  rule 
proposed  by  the   House  of  Representatives; 
and,  after  amendment,  agreed  to,  1937. 
Texasi    proceedings  of   a  meeting   at  Cincinnati,  in 
favor  of  acknowledging  the  independence  of 
Texas,  1386. 
several  memorials  prayiitg  Congress  to  acknowl- 
edfre  the  independence  of  the  country,  1414, 
1455. 
proceedings  of  a  meeting  in  Warren  county,  Mis- 

sUsippf,  1525. 
a  memorial  from  Shelby  county,  Kentucky,  prsy. 

ing  for  its  recognition,  1759. 
resolutions  of  Legislature  of  Connecticut,  on  the 

same  subject,  1759. 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
concluding  with  a  resolution  in  favor  of  ac- 
knowledging its  independence,  kc,  1846;  ta- 
ken up,  1915;  resolution  unanimously  adopted, 
1928. 
report  from  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  subject, 

1871. 
proceedings  of  a  meeting  of  citisens  at  Nashville, 
1877. 
Tobacco  trade;  a  resolution  requesting  the  President  to 
open  a  negotiation  with  France  on  the  subject, 
1381.  ^ 

Transfer  drafts;  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  information  on  this  subject, 
1209;  agreed  to,  1213. 
proposition  for  printing  an  extra  number  of  copies 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury's  report  on  the 
subject,  1409;  agreed  to,  1412. 
Tnmsfers  of  public  money;  a  resolution  on  the  subject, 

1464;  agreed  to,  1479. 
Treasury,  Secretary  of,  his  annual  report,  4;  (see  Jlp- 

pendix.) 
Tretty  with  Spain;  a  bill  giving  effect  to  the  8ih  article 
of  the  treaty  of  1819,  1154;  taken  up,  1426; 
and  passed, 
t  proposition  for  appointing  a  board  of  commis- 
sioners, 1647;  modified  by  appointing  one  in- 
stead of  three  commissioners,  1694. 
Taropikefrom  Zanesville  to  Maysville,  memorials  in  favor 

of,  1153. 
Tyler,  Hon.  John;  his  resignation,  636. 
United  States  and  France;  resolufions  calling  on  the 
President  for  information  on  the  difficulties  ex- 
isting  between  the  two  countries,  104. 
Vermont;  a  memorial  praying  for  the  abolition  of  slavery 
in  the  District  of  Columbis,  300. 
militia;  a  bill  to  provide  payment  for  their  servi- 
ces, 1339;  passed. 


Wabash,  a  bill  to  improve  the  navigation  of,  563;  order* 

ed  to  a  third  readinpf,  565. 
Western  boatmen;  a  memorial  on  the  subject  of  a  marine 

hospital,  748. 
Western  frontier,  the  bill  for  the  better  defence  of, 

1930;  passed. 
Wetmore,  Alphonso,  petition  of;  the  Committee  of  Claims 
discharged  from  its  further  consideration,  from 

the  disrespectful  terms  in  which  it  is  expressed^ 

1457. 
Wildman,  Hon.  Z«lmon,  of  the  House  of  Ri'presenia- 

lives;  his  death  announced,  7. 
Wisconsin,  bill  to  establish  a  Territorial  Government' in. 

978;  passed,  1124;  a  conference  with  the  House 

of  Representatives  on  an  amendment,  1177;  the 

Senate  receded  from  its  dispgreement  to  the 

amendment, 
bill  to  create  the  office  of  surveyor  of  public 

lands  in  the  Territory,  1913;  passed. 
Yeas  and  nays,  on  a  resolution  to  supply  the  Senators 

with  newspapers,  54. 
the  judiciary  bill,  63,  65. 
regulations  of  the  Senate  chamber,  71,  72. 
bill  for  limiting  the  terms  of  office,  104,  367. 
for  the  relief  of  sufferers  by  the  New  York  fire, 

129. 
on  reference  of  the  Michigan  memorial,  289. 
resolution  for  admitting  certain  persons  into  the 

Senate,  532. 
resolutions  in  relation  to  national  defence,  572. 
bill  for  relief  of  Moses  Sheppard,  580. 
Cumberland  road  bill,  722.  724,  72S,  803,  803. 
referring  the  proceeifings  of  a  convention  io  Ar- 
kansas, 783. 
Oliio  boundary,  785,  799. 

slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  787,  804,  810. 
land  bill,  810,  811,  333. 
bill  for  relief  of  the  corporations  of  the  District 

of  Columbia,  964,  977,  1452. 
resolution  for  the  safe  keeping  of  the  journal,  977. 
adjournment  resolution,  981. 
bill  for  graduating  the  price  of  public  lands,  1032. 
bill  for  the  admission  of  Michigan,  1046,  1047, 

1048,  1050. 
bill  for  the  admission  of  Arkansas,  1056. 
bill  for  payment  of  revolutionary  pensioners,  1094. 
granting  land  to  Missouri,  1123. 
establishing  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  1177. 
relief  of  the  representatives  of  Colonels  Bond  and 

Douglass,  1254. 
Mr.  Clay's  land  bill,  1254,  1301,  1303,  1305, 

1306,  1308,  1313,  1396. 
navy  appropriation  bill,  1299,  1427. 
Smithsonian  legacy  bill,  1378. 
harbor  bill,  1383,  1384. 
fortification  bill,  1524,  1550, 1576,  1592. 
the  bill  to  reward  the  recaptors  of  the  frigate 

Philadelphia,  1649. 
cases  of  B.  F.  Curry  and  S.  Gwin,  1668. 
the  bill  to  prohibit  the  circulation  of  incendiary 

publications,  1675,  1737. 
extending  the  charters  of  the  District  banks,  1695, 

1720. 
bill  for  extending  the  time  for  receiving  proof  of 

certain  pre-emption  claims,  1696,  1697,  1698, 

1742. 
the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  establiah  the 

northern  boundary  of  Ohio,  and  for  the  admis- 
sion of  Michi^n  into  (be  Union,  1739. 
proposition  for  increasing  the  army,  1757. 
bill  to  regulate  the  depoMte  of  the  public  moneys, 

1766*   1768,  1778,  1780,   1782,   1784^   1785, 

1786,  1787,  1845. 
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Teas  and  nayi,  on  the  bill  to  change  the  organization  of 

the  Post  Office  Department,  1851. 
bill  to  increase  the  military  peace  establishment, 

1853. 
report  on  the  petition  of  Humphrey  Marshall,  1854. 
bill  for  organizing  the  navy,  1857,  1875. 
bill  for  building  a  Patent  Office,  1866. 
bill  to  change  the  mode  of  conducting  the  sales  of 

the  public  lands  1867,  1870. 
bill  to  grant  gratuities  of  land  to  certain  States, 

1876. 
bill  to  regulate  and  increase  the  pay  of  the  offi« 

rers  of  the  marine  corps,  1877. 
on  the  vetoed  bill  fixing  a  day  for  the  annual 

meeting  of  Congress,  &c.,  1880. 


Yeas  and  nays,  on  the  bill  to  anticipate  the  payment  of  the 
indemnities  due  under  the  French  and  Neapoli- 
tan treaties,  1882. 

on  the  bill  for  establishing  armories,  arsenals, 
&c.,  1884,  1^09. 

rescinding  resolution,  1897. 

providing  for  the  building  of  a  Patent   Office, 
1898. 

fortification  bill,  1905,  1906,  1907,  1910,  1911. 

bill  granting  a  patent  to  Joseph  Grant,  1910. 

on  the  pension  bill,  1929. 

on  the  Delaware  breakwater  bill,  1930. 

harbor  bill,  1935. 
Zanesville  and  Maysville  road,  a  petition  in  favor  of, 
1385. 


INDEX  TO  THE  NAxMES 


OP  THE  SPEAKERS  IN  THE  DEBATES  IN  THE  SENATE,  ALPHABETICALLY  ARRANGED. 


Benton,  Mr.,  Missouri,  presents  the  credentials  of  the 

Michigan  Senators,  6,  8,  9,  36,  38,  39,  41. 
on  the  recharter  of  the  Patriotic  Bank,  34. 
Alexandria  memorial,  46. 
recharter  of  the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis,  59. 
judicial  system,  64. 

regulations  in  the  Senate  chamber,  69,  71. 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  85, 496. 
surplus  revenue,  national  defence,  &c.,  106,  140. 
suppression  of  Indian  hostilities,  291. 
national  defence,  427,  577, 
District  of  Columbia,  468. 
Documentary  History  of  District  of  Columbia,  499. 
report  on  printing,  591. 
fortification  bill,  593,   615,   1428,   1431,   1432, 

1512,  1550,  1551,  1576,  1579,  1582. 
Cumberland  road  bill,  723,  801,  802. 
Western  boatmen,  8tc.,  75':)^  751. 
Ohio  boundary,  784. 
deposite  banks,  840. 
expunging  resolution,  722,  877,  1593. 
day  of  adjournment,  963,  979. 
safe  keeping  of  the  journal,  974. 
specie  payments,  999,  1005,  1094,  1095,  1097. 
bill  for  the  admission  of  Michigan,  1006,  1008, 

1019,  1033. 
bill  for  the  admission  of  Arkansas,  1053. 
supplying  the  mint  with  bullion,  1090. 
grant  of  land  to  Missouri,  1120,  1121. 
incendiary  publications,  1155. 
appropriating  the  proceeds  of  public  lands  for  a 

limited  time,  1172,   1187,  1247,   1254,  1299, 

1302,  1306,  1308,  1311,  1338. 
railroad  contracts,  1207. 

resolution  for  receiving  nothing  but  gold  and  sil- 
ver fur  public  lands  1255,  1267. 
defence  ol  the  frontiers,  1385, 1388,  1393. 
general  appropriation   bill,   1399,   1400,   1401, 

1402,  1403, 1407,  1408. 
Louisville  and  Portland  canal  bill,  1570,  1572, 

1673,  1674. 
bill  for  increasing  the  military  estsblishment,  1637. 
the  cases  of  Curry  and  Gwin,  1658.  1659,  1664. 
extending  the  cliarters  of  the  District  banks 

1686,  1694,  1695,  1698. 
b'.ll  for  regulating  the  public  deposites,   1744, 

1764,  1765,  1766,  1767,  1768,  1805. 


Benton,  Mr.,  on  bill  for  establishing  the  currency  of  the 

constitution,  1745. 
bill  increasing  the  army,  1746,  1756,  1852,  1853. 
bill  to  establish  armories,  arsenals,  &c.,  1882. 
on  acknowledging  the  independence  of  Texas, 

1920. 
setting  apart  the  surplus  revenue  for  the  defence 

of  the  country,  4625,  4631. 
makinflr  an  appropriation  for  the  Cumberland  road, 

4638. 
report  on  public  lands,  4655,  4656. 
Black,  Mr.,  Mississippi,  on  the  judicial  system,  59,  64. 
memorial  on  speculations  in  Indian  claims,  100,  lO'J. 
Documentary  History  of  District  of  Columbia,  499. 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  636. 
Cumberland  road,  724,  725. 
deposite  banks,  847. 
Missouri  land  claims  967. 
Mr.  Clay's  land  bill,  1174,  1286. 
general  appropriation  bill,  1401,  1402. 
on  suspending  the  sale  of  Choctaw  Unds,  1412. 
District  of  Columbis,  1452. 
regulating  the  public  depositee,  1745,  1786. 
Brown,  Mr.,  Noith  Carolina,  on  incendiary  publications, 

33. 
sisvery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  90,  95,  731. 
national  defence,  447. 
Ohio  boundary,  783,  784. . 
Maine  abolition  resolutions,  1110,  1113,  1115, 

1116. 
Mr.  Cla>*s  land  bill,  1306. 
affairs  of  Texas,  1420,  1531. 
Buchanan,  Mr., Pennsylvania,  on  incendiary  publication*, 

28;  1722,"  1732.  1736. 
Michigan  Senators,  41. 
the  judicial  system,  59,  62,  64. 
regulations  in  the  Senate  chamber,  70. 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  82,  302,  496, 

679,  780. 
memorial  of  Cain  quarterly  meeting,  99. 
bill  to  relieve  the  sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York, 

125,  129. 
the  United  States  and  France,  168,  177. 
resolutir>n  for  national  defence,  325. 
memorial  from  Dauphin  county,  in  relation  to  free 

negroes,  442. 
national  defence,  576. 
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BuchaDBD,  Mr.,  on  the  CamberUnd  road,  635. 

Ohio  and  Michigan  boundary,  664. 

admission  of  Arkansas  as  a  State,  934. 

day  of  adjournment,  963. 

specie  payments,  1004,  1005. 

admission  of  Michigan,  1011,  1037. 

admission  of  Arkansas,  1653. 

railroad  contracts,  1203. 

bill  for  the  relief  of  Colonels  Bond  and  DougUas, 
1253. 

on  slavery  in  Arkansas,  1277. 

statuary  for  the  ea&t  front  of  the  Capitol,  1313, 
1314,  1315. 

Smithaonian  legacy  biU,  1377. 

defence  of  the  frontiers,  1394,  1505,  1508. 

general  appropriation  bill,  1402. 

the  affairs  of  Texas,  1422,  1536,  1916. 

fortification  bill,  1432. 

bill  for  the  relief  of  Stockton  and  Stokes,  1448. 

additional  paymaateis,  1463. 

bill  to  regulate  the  public  deposites,  1635,  1777, 
1783,  1785,  1800,  1858. 

bill  for  changing  the  organization  of  the  Poet  Of- 
fice Department,  1770,  1851. 

bill  supplementary  to  the  act  Tor  admitting  Michi- 
gan, 1781. 

bill  Tor  organizing  the  navy,  1856,  1857,  1874» 
1875. 

bill  to  regukte  and  increase  the  pay  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  marine  corps,  1877. 

bill  making  an  appropriation  for  the  Cumberland 
road,  4633. 
Calhoon,   Mr.,  South  Carolina,  on  incendiary  publica- 
tions, 26,  27,  383,   385,   1108,   1136,   1160, 
1162,  1675, 1721,  1729. 

reduction  of  the  revenue,  52,  54,  55. 

regulations  in  the  Senate  chamber,  67, 68,  69,  70. 

alaveiy  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  72,  95,  201, 
207,  208,  209,  210,  302,  471,  402,  494,  496, 
551,  578,  579,  765,  804. 

memorial  of  Cain  quarterly  meeting,  100. 

bill  for  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the  New  York 
fire,  115,  127. 

United  States  and  France,  169. 

Michigan  memorial,  386,  387. 

District  of  Columbia,  469,  470,  964»  1450. 

national  defence,  571,  573,  577. 

establishing  post  routea  in  Mlsaoori  and  Arkanaas, 
578. 

depoaite  banka.  843,  843,  1383. 

keeping  safe  the  journal,  970. 

graduating  the  price  of  public  land,  1028. 

apecie  paymenta,  1096,  1097,  1099. 

bill  to  reetilate  piibltc  depositea,  1101,  1616, 
1745,  1763,  1764,  1765,  1766,  1767.  1778, 
1781,  1783,  1800,  1845,  1858. 

railroad  contracts,  1101,  1102,  1205. 

Maine  abolition  resolutions,  1109,  1110,  1111, 
1113,1114,  1115. 

grant  of  land  to  Miasouri,  1133. 

petition  of  David  Melville,  1177,  1183,  1184. 

petition  of  Proftssor  Lieber,  1198. 

bill  for  the  relief  of  representatives  of  Colonela 
Bond  and  Douglass*  1353. 

receiving  specie  only  for  public  land,  1271, 1274. 

atatuary  for  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol,  1314, 
1318. 

Smithsonian  legacy  bill,  1376,  1377. 

harbor  hill,  1383. 

general  appropriation  bill,  1408. 

foflification  bill,  1446,  1550,  1551,  1579,  1903, 
1905,  1910. 

Indian  bill,  1459,  1461. 


Calhoun.  Mr.,  on  the  defence  of  the  fironiiers^  \4SS, 
1503,  1504,  1505,  1507,  1511. 
bis  report  firom  conference  committee  on  the  vol- 

unteer  bill,  1523. 
recognition  of  Texas,  1531,  1535. 
the  caaea  of  Curry  and  G«in,  1659,  1663,  1667. 
on  increaaing  the  army,  1756,  1853. 
bill  to  change  the  mode  of  selling  the  public 

lands  1867. 
establiah  armories,  arsenals,  &c.,  1883,  1884. 
acknowledging  the  independence  of  Texas  1916. 
Clay,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  admisaion  of  the  Senatora 

from  Michigan,  8. 
hia  diatribntion  land  bill,  48,  1172,  1174,  1176, 

1248,  1383,  1385,  1388,  1303,  1310. 
reduction  of  the  revenue,  54,  55. 
memorial  uf  Cain  quarterly  meeting,  100. 
apeculations  in  Indian  claims,  101. 
the  United  States  and  France,  103,  588. 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  suff'erers  by  the  New 

York  fire,  115,  126,782. 
for  the  auppreasion  of  Indian  hoHtiliiies,  290. 
incendiary  publications,  385, 1093, 1728. 
school  lands,  390. 
District  of  Columbia,  467. 
fortification  bill,  614,  1903,  1906.  1910. 
Cumberland  road,  615,  623,  638,  733,  734,  801, 

803. 
Western  boatmen.  &c.,  748,  749. 
alivery  in  the  Diatrict  of  Columbia,  766. 
depoaite  banka,  840. 
Maine  boundary,  962. 
day  of  adjournment,  963,  981. 
Missouri  land  claims,  965. 
bill  for  graduating  the  price  of  public  lands,  1028, 

1030. 
admission  of  Michigan,  1046,  1047. 
apecie  payments,  1095,  1096. 
grant  of  land  to  Missouri,  1131. 
petitions  against  slavery  in  Arksnsas.  1134, 1135. 
petition  of  David  Melville,  1178. 
railroad  contracts,  1306. 
bill  for  the  relief  of  repreaentativea  of  Colonels 

Bond  and  Douglass,  1353,  1353. 
atatuary  for  the  eaat  front  of  the  Capitol,  1317. 
defence  of  the  frontiers,  1387. 
on  impoaing  a  duty  on  all  imported  hemp,  1397, 

1398,  1399. 
treaty  with  Spain,  1437,  1647. 
Louisville  and  Portland  canal,  1673. 
Michigan  school  lands,  &c.,  1737,  1738. 
pre-emption  claims,  1741. 
increasing  the  army,  1756, 1833. 
bill  providing  foraick  and  disabled  seamen,  1759. 
memorial  from  Shelby  county,  praying  for  recog- 
nition of  Texas,  1759. 
for  regulating  the  public  deposites,  1784,  1845. 

1859,  1870. 
Northeaatem    boundary  of  the  United   States, 

1779, 1864. 
report  on  acknowledging  the  independence  of 

Texaa,  1846, 1871. 
Post  Office  bill,  1851. 
bill  for  building  a  Patent  Office,  1866. 
bill  to  change  the  mode  of  aelling  the  public  land, 

1869. 
petition  from  Kentucky,  in  favor  of  the  American 

Culonization  Society,  1901. 
acknowledging  the  independence  of  Texas,  1915. 
Clayton,  Mr.,  Delaware,  on  the  admission  of  the  Senators 

from  Michigan,  10. 
fixing  the  commencement  and  cloae  of  the  aea- 

sions,  45. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INDBZ  TO  SPEAKEM'  NAMES  IN  THE  SENATE. 


Chyton,  Mr.,  on  the  judicial  system,  59,  60,  61,  63,  64, 

65. 
regulations  in  the  Senate  cbunber,  67,  68,  73. 
surplus  revenue,  national  defence,  &c.  114. 
Michigan  memorial,  283,  S86,  287. 
national  defence,  392. 
Ohio  and  Michigan  boundary  line,  663,  664,  783, 

784,  798. 
mail  contracts,  847. 
safe  keeping  of  the  journal,  974. 
bill  for  esUblisliing  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin, 

978. 
day  of  adjournment,  979,  981. 
specie  payments,  999. 
admission  of  Michigan,  1006,  1008. 
Mr.  Clay*8lana  bill,  1283,  1284. 
statuary  for  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol,  1318. 
Smithsonian  lefpacy  bill,  1376. 
harbor  bill,  1383. 
defence  of  the  frontiers,  1395. 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Stockton  and  Stokes,  1448. 
District  of  Columbia,  1452. 
bill  for  building  a  Patent  Office,  1866. 
establishing  armories,  arsenals,  &c.,  1883. 
fortification  bill,  1903,  1906. 
setting  apart  the  surplus  revenue  for  the  defence 

of  the  country,  4631,  4633. 
Crittenden,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  resolution  for  national 

defence,  356. 
Cumberland  road,  635,  726. 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  787. 
day  of  adjournment,  979. 
grant  of  land  to  Missouri,  1120. 
petition  of  David  Melville,  1187. 
Mr.  Clay's  land  bill,  1246. 
fortification  bill,  1551, 1586,  1910. 
I^uisville  and  Portland  canal  bill,  1571,  1673. 
pre-emption  claims,  1696. 
(he  bill  providing  for  sick  and  disabled  seamen, 

1758,  1759. 
Humphrey  Marshall's  case,  1781,  1854. 
increasing  the  army,  1852. 
Culhbert,  Mr.,  Georgia,  on  the  resolution  for  national 

defence,  163,  211. 
United  States  and  France,  177. 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  726,  785, 

787.     V 
incendiary  publications,  1162,  1735,  1737. 
treaty  with  Mexico,  1427. 
bill  for  organizing  the  navv,  1873,  1874. 
fortification  bill,  1906,  19il. 
Davis,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  incendiary  publications, 

31,  384,  385,  1093,  1103,  1148,  1726. 
reducing  the  revenue,  53. 
bill  for  relief  of  sufierers  by  the  New  York  fire, 

123. 
Michigan  memorial,  284,  286. 
Massachusetts  ctaims,  464. 
District  of  Columbia,  470. 
natipnal  defence,  576. 
Cumberland  road,  636. 
Western  boatmen,  &c.,  748,  749,  751. 
slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  806,  1 199. 
Maine  boundary,  958. 
specie  payments,  1004. 
.    admission  of  Michigan,  1019. 
in  relation  to  duties  on  wines,  1123. 
railroad  contracts,  1206. 
duties  on  imports,  1287. 
Smithsonian  legacy  bill,  1377. 
foreien  paupers,  1378. 
fortification  bill,  1552,  1563. 
Louisville  and  Portland  canal,  1672. 


Davis,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  providing  for  sick  and  disabled 

seamen,  1758,  1759. 

changing  the  organization  of  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment, 1771,  1849,  1850,  1851. 

the  light-house  bill,  1930. 

harbor  bill,  1930. 

makinsr  an  appropriation  for  the  Cumberland  road, 
4639. 
Ewing,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  northern  boundary  line  of 
Ohio,  14. 

incendiary  publications,  32. 

Michigan  Senators,  36,  38. 

bill  for  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the  New  York 
fire,  120,  127. 

resolution  for  national  defence,  130. 

Michigan  memorial,  284. 

public  lands,  303,  1198. 

national  defence,  455,  556,  572. 

slavery  memorials,  472,  763. 

Alabama  pre-emption  rights,  721. 

Cumberland  road  bill,  724,  803. 

Ohio  boundary,  783,  799. 

land  bill,  810,  811. 

deposite  banks,  846. 

Missouri  land  claim?,  969,  970. 

safe  keeping  of  the  journal,  976,  977. 

admission  of  Michigan,  1015. 

Ohio  resolutions  for  expunging  journal,  1024, 
1028. 

admission  of  Arkansas,  1056. 

specie  psyments,  1096. 

railroad  contracts,  1101,  1102. 

grant  of  land  to  Missouri,  1122. 

petitions  in  favor  of  a  turnpike  from  Zanesville  to 
Maysville,  1153. 

transfer  drafts,  1209. 

receiving  specie  only  for  public  land,  1269. 

Mr.  Clay's  land  bill,  1302,  1312,  1338. 

Z%nesville  and  Maysville  road,  1385. 

defence  of  the  frontiers,  1385. 

general  appropriation  bill,  1400. 

printing  an  extra  number  of  copies  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury's  report  respecting  trans- 
fers of  public  money,  1409,  1412. 

fortification  bill,  1433. 

transfer  of  public  money,  1464, 1479. 

Louisville  and  Portland  canal  bill,  1570,  1572, 
1575,  1668,  1672,  1673. 

bill  to  regulate  the  public  deposites,  1642,  1764, 
1765.  1777,  1778,  1859. 

the  cases  of  R.  F.  Curry  and  S.  Gwin,  1659, 
1660,  1666. 

bill  to  reorganize  the  General  Land  Office,  1676. 

pre-emption  claims,  1696,  1739,  1740. 

bill  to  change  the  mode  of  selling  public  lands^ 
1697,  1866»  1867,  1869. 

Michigan  school  lands,  &c.,  1737,  1738. 

Post  Office  bill,  1850. 

fortification  bill,  1905,  4640. 

Ohio  resolutions,  4653. 

repoK  on  several  memorials  in  relation  to  the  pub« 
lie  lands,  4655. 
Goldsborough,  Mr.,  Maryland,  on  incendiary  publica- 
tions, 31. 

Michigan  Senator*,  41. 

judicial  system,  59. 

resolution  for  national  defence,  136. 

slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  208,  704. 

District  of  Columbia,  469. 

removal  of  David  Melville,  1183. 

Vermont  militia  bill,  1340. 

the  bill  vetoed  by  the  President  fixing  a  day  for 
the  annual  meeting  of  Congreiv  &c.,  1878. 
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Grundy,  Mr.,  Tennessee,  on  ineendmry  publicationt,  37, 
1093. 1155, 1159, 1160, 1161, 1163, 1675, 1727. 

resolution  for  national  defence,  250,  304. 

post  roads  in  Florida,  613. 

slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  751. 

mail  contracts,  847. 

specie  payroenls,  999. 

Post  Office  accounts,  1048,  1050. 

railroad  contracts,  1101, 1102,  1199,  1305,  1907. 

removal  of  David  Melville,  1179. 

incendiary  publications,  1374. 

District  of  Columbii,  1450. 

cases  of  Curry  and  Gwin,  1666. 

Michigan  school  lands,  &c.,  1738. 

bill  for  changing*  the  organizition  of  the  Post  Of- 
fice Department,  1769, 1849,  1850,  1851. 
Hendricks  Mr.,  Indiana,  on  admitting  the  Michigan  Sen- 
ators, 38,  40. 

fixing  the  commencement  and  close  of  the  ses- 
sions of  Congress,  42. 

on  building  hospitals  on  the  Ohio  river,  56, 

bill  for  relief  of  the  sufTtrers  by  the  New  York 
fire,  127. 

Michigan  memorial,  282,  284,  288. 

Cumberland  road,  390,  615,  629,  722,  723,  803. 

navigation  of  the  Wabash,  564. 

day.of  adjournment,  963. 

admission  of  Michigan,  1008,  1032. 

harbor  bill,  1383. 

Louisville  and  Portland   canal  bill,  1563,  1669, 
1672,  1674,  1675. 

bill  for  reffulating  the  public  deposites,  1743, 
1744,  1784. 

bill  providing  for  sick  and  disabled  seamen,  1759. 

bill  to  change  the  mode  of  selling  the  public 
lands,  1869. 
Mill,  Mr.,  New  Hampshire,  on  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  74,  48i,  494. 

resolution  for  national  defence,  S15. 

navigation  of  the  Wabash,  564. 

the  land  bill,  848. 

bill  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives  of  Colo- 
nels  Bond  and  Daughss,  1250,  1253. 

navy  appropriation  bill,  1278. 

general  appropriation  bill,  1400,  1404. 

expunging  resolution,  1593. 
Hubbard,  Mr.,  New  Hampshire,  on  resolution  for  nation- 
al defence,  217. 

slavery  memorials,  495,  738,  756,  837. 

resolutions  in  favor  of  expunging. 

Mr.  Clay's  land  bill,  1176. 

removal  of  D«vid  Melville,  1183,  1184,  1185. 

the  Florida  bankii,  1447. 

tranafer  of  public  money,  1464,  1471. 

fortification  bill,  1538,  1550,  1551. 

bill  to  audit  Genial  Uipley's  accounts,  1676. 

bill  to  refTulate  the  public  deposites,  1784. 

Kent,  Mr.,  Maryland,  on  memorial  praying  fur  a  rechar- 

ter  of  the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis,  58. 

on  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  7^, 

the  tobacco  trade,  1381. 

extending  the  charters  of  the  District  banks, 
1675,  1690. 
King,  Mr.,  Alabama,  on  the  admission  of  Senators  from 
Michigan,  11. 

bill  for  the  better  organization  of  the  district  court 
of  Alabama,  13. 

incendiary  publications,  26,  30,  384,  385. 

recharter  of  the  Patriotic  Bank,  34. 

judiciary  system,  59,  60,  61. 

memorial  of  Cain  qwarterly  meeting,  100. 

speculations  in  Indian  claims  102. 

bill  for  relief  of  the  iufierers  by  the  New  York 
fire,  128. 


King,  Mr.,  on  slavery^in  the  District  of  Coluiiibia»  209, 

579,302,714,787,836. 
Michigan  memorial,  282,  383. 
school  lands,  390. 
national  defence,  441. 

District  of  Columbia,  470, 964,  1449, 1450,  1453. 
Florida  railroad,  704. 
Alabama  pre-emption  rights,  731. 
Cumberland  road,  732,  723,  725. 
Ohio  boundary,  783. 
Missouri  land  claims,  799,  800,  967,  969. 
d}iy  of  adjournment,  963,  963,  980. 
bifl  for  graduating  price  of  public  land,  103O. 
specie  payments,  1096. 
grant  of  land  to  Missouri,  1130. 
slavery  in  Arkansas,  1135. 
bill  giving  effect  to  the  8th  article  of  treaty  with 

Spain,  1154. 
petition  of  David  Melville,  1178. 
receiving  specie  only  for  public  kind,  1371. 
affairs  of  Texas,  1286,  1539. 
Vermont  militia,  1339. 
harbor  bill,  1384. 

general  appropriation  bill,  1401,  1408. 
defence  of  the  frontiers,  1458,  1463,  1464»  1503, 

1505. 
Indian  bill,  1459. 
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extending  the  charters  of  the  District  binkfi 
1692. 

Michigan  school  land^,  &c.,  1738. 

changing  the  organization  of  the  Post  Office  De« 
partment,  1771. 

the  bill  to  anticipate  the  payment  of  the  indemni- 
ties due  imder  the  French  and  Neapolitan  trea« 
ties,  1882. 
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Abolition,  a  report  on,  from  a  aelect  committee,  3756; 

concluding  with  three  resolutions,  which  were 

agreed  to,  4051  to  4054. 
Adjournment,  a  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate,  pro* 

polling  to  fix  the  day  of,  3245,  3317,  4080, 

4176,  4295;  it  was  resolved  to  adjourn  on  the 

4ib  of  July. 


African  colonization;  a  mennorial  from  Pennsylvania, 
praying  for  an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of 
removing  free  negroes  to  Africa,  2696. 

Alabama;  a  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate,  proposing 
to  grant  rations  from  the  public  stores  to  suf- 
ferers in  Alabama,  4032;  agreed  to,  4050. 
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/klfordand  Bnub;  ^resolution  For  their  relief,  2694, 2747, 
2881  {  A  bill  ordered  for  their  rrlief,  2883. 

AmendmentB  to  the  constitution;  the  chairman  of  the 
cominittee  to  whom  this  subject  had  been  re- 
ferred reported  certain  resolutions  proposing 
amendments,  for  which  he  proposed  to  move 
Mibstitutes  when  they  sliould  be  considered, 
3015. 

Amendment  of  the  journal  proposed,  in  relation  to  mem- 
bers refusing  to  vote,  4057;  neirativcd,  4063. 

Anti«8lavery  memorial  from  Vermont,  3233. 

Appropriations  in  part  for  the  support  of  the  Govern<. 

ment  fur  the  year  1836,  2172,  3240, 3246,  3268, 

3316,  3318;  passed,  3329. 

in  addition  to  the  above  act,  4607(  passed,  4610. 

for  the  naw,  2180;  considered,  2504,  2668,  2780, 

2801,  ,31*51;  passed,  3219. 
for  the  Indian  department;  passed,  3367. 
for  the  army,  3376;  passed,  3469. 

Arkanass;  a  bill  for  admittinp^  this  State  into  the  Un'on, 
2688;  passed,  4294. 
a  auppiementary  bill,  4369;  passed. 

Arundel  manuscripts;  the  President  transmits  a  catalogue 
of  them  from  the  trustees  of  the  British  Muse- 
um, for  the  purpose  of  being  placed  in  the 
Congress  library,  3463. 

Bsnks  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  petitions  for  the  ex- 
tension ef  their  charters,  2103. 
a  bill  to  extend  the  charters  of  certain  banks  in 
the  District,  2213;  passed,  2238. 

Bank  of  the  United  States;  a  bill  to  repeal  the  14th  sec- 
tion of  the  act  of  incorporation,  2918,  3235; 
'  passed,  3240. 

Bank  loans  to  members  of  Congress;  a  resolution  pro- 
posing a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject, 
4348;  agreed  to,  4349. 
additional  resolutions,  4605. 

Books  to  members;  resolution  providing  books  for  the 
new  members,  3147,  4308,  4528;  agreed  to, 
4529. 
a  resolution  waa  ofr«>red,  directing  a  subscription 
for  three  hundred  copies  of  Elliot's  Diplomatic 
Code;  laid  on  the  table,  4529. 
a  resolution  for  payment  of  certain  books;  nega- 
tived, 4623. 

Breach  of  privilege,  occasioned  by  some  diiiturbsnce  by 
two  reporters,  1281;  resolution  adopted  and  a 
committee  appointed,  4284;  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, 4289;  decis'on,  4322. 

Chaplain,  Rev.  Mr.  Stockton  elected,  2083. 

Chickasaw  school  lands;  a  bill  to  carry  into  efiVct,  in  the 
States  of  Alabama  and  Mississippi,  the  existing 
compacta  within  those  Statea  in  regard  to  the 
five  per  cent,  fund  and  the  school  reservations, 
4612. 

Chootaw  Indians;  a  bill  for  the  adjustment  of  certain 
claims  to  reservations  of  land,  3615. 

Combes,  Leslie;  a  bilK-for  his  relief,  4286;  passed. 

Commerce  and  navigation;  a  motion  to  print  10,000  extra 
copies  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury's  report 
to  Congress;  agreed  to,  4067. 

Compensation  to  messengers;  resolution  allowing  extra 
pay;  passed,  4623. 

Congress)  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  change  the  time  of 
meeting,  4136;  pa«;sed,  4139. 
a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  En- 
rolled Bills  to  report  a  bill  fixing  the  annual 
meeting  of  Congress  on  the  first   Monday  in 
November;  agreed  to,  4533. 
a  bill  was  reported  for  the  ab'>ve  object,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  and  then 
passed,  4538. 
(tit«tions  of  the  several  States;  a  proposition  to  print 
fiem,  4349;  laid  on  the  table. 


Cotton;  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasur}*  rel»tin^ 
to  the  cultivation  and 'manufacture  of  cotton. 
2735;  a  motion  for  printing  an  extra  number  of 
copies  agreed  to. 

Creek  Indians;  resolution  on  the  expediency  of  adopting 
measures  for  their  immediate  removal.  2556. 

Cumberland  road;  a  bill  amendatory  of  the  act  for  con- 
tinuing the  road,  2596;  rejected,  4350. 
a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  continue  the  Cumberland 
road  in  the  States  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  IllinoiSy 
4495;  passed,  4547. 
a  hill  fur  continuing  the  road  east  of  the  river 

Ohio  was  laid  on  the  table,  4548. 
the  bill  to  continue  the  national  road  from  Vanda- 
lia  to  the  Mississippi  river,  in  the  Stgte  of  Illi- 
nois, was  passed,  4549;  also,  the  bill  to  continue 
the  same  road  from  the  Mississippi  river  to  Jef- 
ferson city,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  waa  passed, 
4549. 

Custom-house  officers;  the  Committee  on  Commerce  re- 
ported a  joint  resolution  proposing  to  suspend 
the  3d  section  of  the  act  making  appropriationa 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Government  for  the  year 
1835,  which  provides  that  the  number  of  cus- 
tom-house officers  on  the  1st  of  January,  1834, 
shall  not  be  increased  until  allowed  by  Congreaa, 
3146;  this  resolution  was  put  in  the  form  of  a 
bill,  and  afterwards  passed. 

Dancing  Rabbit  creek  treaty,  memorials  respecting, 
2466. 

Dauphin  county,  Pennsylvania,  memorial,  aaktng  an  ap- 
propriation for  removing  colored  persons  to  the 
coaat  of  Africa,  2779. 

Depoaites  of  public  money;  a  resolution  offered  by  Mr. 
Peyton,  proposing  that  the  bill  reported  by  ihe 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  regulate  the 
deposites  of  the  public  money  in  cerUin  local 
banks,  be  made  the  special  order  of  the  day, 
and  have  preference  over  all  other  business, 
certain  hours  every  day  (except  Fridays  and 
Saturdays)  until  finally  disposed  of;  the  HoubO 
refused  to  suspend  the  rules  fur  this  purpoae, 
3096;  laid  on  the  table,  4103. 

Deposite  banks;  a  resolution  propoaing  to  inquire  inio 
the  mode  of  selecting  them,  &c.,  by  Mr.  Wiscf 
refused  to  be  considered,  3231. 
a  resolution  by  Mr.  Dromgoole,  agreed  to  be  con- 
sidered, 3244;  taken  up,  3249. 
bill  in  relation  to  public  deposites,  37S3,  4339; 

pa^aed,  4379. 
supplemental    deposite    bill   from    the    Senate; 
passed,  4612. 

District  business;  days  proposed  to  be  set  apart  for  the 

consideration  thereof,  3015;  laid  on  the  Ubie. 

taken  up,  3475,  and  sundry  acta  discusaed  and 

finally  passed, 
banks;  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  extend  the  char- 
tera  of  them,  4205,  4437;  passed,  4560. 

D(K)rkeepers;  Overton  Carr,  principal  doorkeeper,  and 
John  W.  Hunter,  assistant,  1964. 

Documents,  public;  resolution  to  supply  heads  of  De- 
partments, &c.,  with  them,  4667. 

Duties,  resolutions  proposed  for  the  reduction  of,  4338^ 
4446;  the  House  refused  to  suspend  the  rules 
to  consider  them. 

Duty  on  wines;  an  act  from  the  Senate  to  suspend  the 
discriminating  duties  on  goods  imported  in  ves- 
sels of  Portugal,  and  to  reduce  the  duties  on 
wines,  4610. 

Election,  contested;  (see  Graham,  Janu$  ) 

Kskridge  and  Fisk;  a  bill  for  their  relief;  passed,  S694. 

Executive  patronage;  a  bill  to  repeal  the  1st  and  2d  sec- 
tions of  the  act  limiting  the  term  of  certain  of- 
fices to  four  years,  2470;  not  passed. 
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Expurgation  of  the  journals^  resolotiont  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Maryland,  protesting  against  the  expur- 
gation, offered,  3233;  laid  over,  3233. 
Florida,  a  resolution  fur  the  relief  of  sufferers  in«  2438( 
passed,  2447. 
a  bill  to  provide  for  payment  of  the  expenses  of 

tlte  war,  3811;  bill  passed,  3820. 
a  resolution  calling  on  the  President  to  commuai- 
cate  all  the  measures  which  had  been  taken  to 
suppress  Indian  hostilities  in  Florida,   3820; 
agreed  to. 
Fortifications;  a  bill  for  collecting  materials  preparatory 
to  the  commencement  of  certain  fortifications, 
2171. 
Fortification  bill  of  last  session;  a  resolution  proposing  to 
refer  so  much  of  the  President's  message  as  re- 
lates to  it  to  a  select  committee,  2264,  2360. 
bill  making  appropriations  for  fortifications  for 
the  year  1836,  3594,  3735,  3863;  passed,  4338. 
France  and  the  United   States;    a   message  from   the 
President,  2218. 
a  message  from  the  President,  2605. 
awards  under  the  treaty  with,  2799. 
message  frono  the  President,  staling  that  payment 
of   four    instalments    under  otir   treaty    with 
France  had  been  received,  3594. 
French  affairs;  a  resolution  calling  on  tlie  President  for 
information  as  to  the  amount  of  duties  received 
on  wines  and  silks,  2518;  agreed  to. 
Graham,  J<*mes,  from  North  Carolina;  his  election  con* 
tested,  1963,  2621,2696,  2718;  debate  brought 
to  a  conclusion,  3007;  resolved,  that  neither 
Ctindidate  is  entitled  to  a  seat;  new  election  to 
take  place. 
Hale,  Captain  Nathan;  a  memorial  praying  that  a  monu- 
ment be  erected  for  his  services  in  the  revolu- 
tionary army,  2134;  considered,  2557. 
Harbor  bill;  a  bill  making  additional  appropriations  for 
the  Delaware  breakwater,  and  for  certain  bar- 
bor<i,  &c.,  4380;  passed,  4494. 
a  bill  making  additional  appropriations  for  same 
objects,  4530;  passed,  4611. 
Havre  de  Grace;  a  memorial  praying  for  a  removal  of 
the  obstructions  at  or  near  the  head  of  the  bay, 
2698. 
Historical  Society;  the  use  of  the  hall  granted  to  them 

for  their  meeting,  2387. 
Incendiary  publications;  an  inquiry  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Post  Office  whether  they  would  soon  re« 
port  on  this  subject,  2485. 
the  minority  of  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
express  their  readiness  to  report  on  this  sub- 
ject, 2944. 
Indian  affairs;  (see  President's  messages.) 

hostilities;  a  bill  providing  for  Volunteers  for  the 
protection  of  the  frontiers,  3763;  bill  passed, 
3820. 
annuity  bill,  3367;  passed. 

resoluiion  to  suspend  the  sale  of  a  part  of  the 
public  lands  acquired  by  the  treaty  of  Dancing 
Rabbit  creek,  3461;  passed, 
treaties;  a  bill  making  appropriations  to  cnrry  into 
effect  certain  Indian  treaties,  4501,  4549;  bill 
passed,  4567. 
resolution  calling  nn  the  President  for  the  same 
information  in  relation  to  the  Cherokee  treaty 
lately  ratifiefl,  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
Senate,  4504;  agreed  to,  4528. 
hostilities;  a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the 
suppression  of  Indian  hostilities,  and  for  other 
purposes,  4568;  passed, 
frauds  and  hostilities;  resolution  founded  on  a  me- 
morial of  citizens  of  Alabama  and  Georgia,  re- 


specting alleged  frauds  in  the  purchase  of  res- 
ervations of  lands  from  the  Creek  Indians^ 
4578;  agreed  to,  4605. 

Inundated  Untls;  a  joint  resolution  reported,  directing  a 
survey  ol'  lands  of  this  description  on  the  Mis* 
siss^ppi  and  other  rivers,  3200. 

Jackson  city;  a  bill  to  incorporate  the  Jackson  City  Asso« 
ciation  in  the  Dstrict  of  Columbia,  3002;  bill 
laid  on  the  table,  3005. 

Janis,  Jean  Baptiste;  a  bill  for  his  relief,  4286;  passed, 
4289. 

Judicial  system;  an  act  supplementary  to  the  act  to 
amend  the  judicial  system,  4610. 

lUne,  Hon.  Elias  K.,  from  Illinois;  his  death  announced, 
1958. 

Kentucky  Asylum  for  the  Desf  and  Dumb;  a  resolution 
directing  the  Judiciary  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  granting  to  the  insritu* 
tion  further  time  for  the  sale  of  its  lands,  2736. 

Lands;  a  bill  to  graduate  the  price  of,  2133;  laid  on  the 
table,  3496. 
resolution  in  relation  to  frauds  under  the  pre- 
emption laws,  2517;  agreed  (o. 
resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Kentucky,  for  the 
distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  pub- 
lic lands  among  the  severnl  Staten,  2892,  3231; 
postponed;  Uken  up,  3231,  3580,  3820;  laid 
on  the  table,  3862. 
resolution  instructing  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  introduce  a  bill  fur  the  purpose  of 
distributing  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  public 
lands,  3201. 
bill  received  from  the  Senate  to  appropriate,  for 
a  limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  pub- 
lic lands  among  the  several  States,  3580,  3617, 
3679,  3862,  4195,  4322. 

Land  Office;  a  bill  to  reorfcanize  the  General  Land  Office, 
4606;  passed,  4609. 

Latham,  James;  a  bill  for  the  relief  x>f  hit  heirs,  3642, 
2645. 

Letcher,  R.  P.,  and  T.  P.  Moore;  a  bill  for  their  relief, 
4191;  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  4194. 

Lewis,  Uim.  Dixon  H  ,  a  member  from  Alabama,  took 
his  seat,  2698. 

Lighthouses;  a  bill  making  appropriations  for  building 
light-houses,  &c.,  4494;  bill  passed,  4535. 

Limitation  of  the  term  of  office;  a  bill  to  repeal  the  first 
two  sections  of  the  act  for  limiting  the  term  of 
c»ffice,  2634. 

McCarroll,  John;  a  bill  for  his  relief,  4176. 

McClelland  and  Smith;  a  bill  fur  their  relief,  4176| 
passed. 

Madison,  James,  ex  President  of  the  United  Statet;  his 
death  announced,  by  General  Jackson,  in  a 
message  to  Congress,  4563. 
a  joint  committee  of  the  two  Houses  appointed  to 
consider  and  report  by  what  token  of  respect 
and  affection  it  may  be  proper  to  express  the 
sensibility  of  the  nation  on  this  event,  4565. 
repoit  on  this  subject,  4577. 

Mail  contracts;  a  joint  resolution  for  altering  the  tine  of 
making  mail  contracts,  3495;  agreed  to. 

Manning,  the  Hon.  Richard  J.,  from  South  Carolina; 
his  death  announced,  3463. 

Marshall,  late  Chief  Justice  United  Slates;  resolution 
proposing  a  marble  bust  to  his  memory,  to  be 
placed  in  the  chamber  of  the  Supreme  Court f 
agreed  to,  n€m»  con.,  2527. 

Maryland  resolutions;  joint  resolutiona^of  the  Legislature, 
recommending    the    distribution    among    the 
.    States  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands^ 
4177;  ordered  to  be  laid  on  the  table  and  prim- 
ed, 4186. 
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Memben,  lift  of,  1942. 

Mexican  affiiirf t  retolutioni  callings  on  the  President  for 
infurmation,  3733. 

Michigan,  the  constitution  of,  2077. 

on  its  Representative  taking  his  seat,  2102. 
Mining  Company,  resolutions  respecting,  2142. 
memorial  from  the  Legislature  of  Michigan,  2145. 

Michigan  and  Arkansas;  bills  to  provide  for  tbeir  admis- 
sion  ai  Slates,  4206*  parsed,  4294. 
supplementary  bills  to  do.,  4309. 

Mtlitisi  a  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  New  York,  on 
the  subject  of  a  reorganization  of  the  militia, 
2767. 

Military  and  other  roads;  a  bill  making  appropriations 
for  certain  military  and  other  roads,  4501 1  laid 
on  the  table,  4548. 

Mint}  a  message  from  the  President,  enclosing  the  di* 
rectoi's  report,  2263. 

Missiuippit  a  bill  to  continue  the  national  road  from  the 
Mississippi  river  to  Jefferson  city,  in  Missouri, 
4501  (  (see  Cumberland  road.  \ 

Naval  appropriaiionsf  (see  Jippropriationa.) 

Naval  service  bill;  (see  Jppropriaiioru.) 

Navy;  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  increas- 
ing the  naval  force  in  commission,  2160. 

Newland,  D^vid;  resolution  proposing  to  allow  him  pay 
for  contesting  the  election   of  Mr.  Graham, 
S015. 
report  in  favor  of  paying  David  Newland,  3064; 
agreed  to,  3U90. 

New  York;  (see  Sufferers  by  fire.) 

Trades  Union,  the  memorial  of,  2696. 

Ohio  and  Michigan  boundary;  a  report  and  resolution  on 
the  snt>ject,  2667;  agreed  to,  2688. 
a  bill  from  the  SenHte  to  establish  the  northern 
boundary  of  the  State  of  Oliio,  and  to  provide 
for  the  admission  of  Michigan  into  the  Union, 
3317;  passe<l,  4294. 
do.  to  settle  and  establish  the  northern  boundary 
of  Ohio,  4309;  pNSsed,  4313. 

Order,  ponts  of,  1966.  1967,  1968,  1969,  1970,  1971, 
1972,  1974,  1977.  1987.  1991,  1996,  1998, 
1999,  2017.  2128,  2129,  2131,  2134,  2137. 
2178,  2219,  22/)4.  2265.  2267,  2268,  2269, 
2281,  2283,  2284.  2285,  2293,  2294,  2315, 
2317,  2437,  2447,  2497,  2533,  2534,  2535, 
2536,  2539,  2556,  26o7,  ^638,  2639,  2640, 
2657,  2658.  266^,  2661,  2662,  2685,  2686, 
2717,  2737,  2760,  2968.  2984,  2986,  2987, 
3005,  3006,  3233,  3^98,  3300,  3329,  4028, 
4029,  4030,  4031,  4032,  4050.  4051,  4052. 
4053,  4055.  4057,  4059,  4060,  4061.  4062, 
4081,  4212,   4596.  4597,  4600,  4613,  4615. 

Patent  OfRce;  a  bill  to  promote  ttie  proirress  of  the  use- 
ful  arts,  &c..  46C9;  passed,  4611. 

Paymasters  of  the  army;  a  bill  fur  appointing  three  addi- 
tional ones,  4115. 

Pay  and  mileage;  a  bill  to  establish  a  more  uniform  rule 
of  computing  the  mileage,  &o.,  4194. 

Pennsylvania  avenue;  a  resolution  directing  it  to  be 
watered,  &c.,  3461;  laid  on  the  tuble,  3465. 

Pension  laws;  a  resolution  to  inqtiire  into  the  expediency 
of  ex'ending  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1832, 
2525;  agreed  to. 
bills;  a  number  of  bills  in  relation  to  pensions 

taken  up  and  passed,  4284. 
system;  a  bill  to  extend  it,  4338;  passed,  4339. 

Pea  Patch  island;  a  bill  to  secure  (he  title  to  the  United 
Slates,  3226;  taken  up,  3708,  4068;  laid  on  the 
table,  4175. 

Pensacola  and  Perdido  railroad;  a  bill  to  authorise  the 
construction  of  the  road  through  the  public 
land',  2963. 


Polish  exilesi  a  bill  to  amend  an  act  granting  lands  to 

certain  exiles  from  Poland,  4103. 
Portuguese  duties;  (see  President's  messages.) 
Post  Office;  resolution  respecting  its  management,  3488« 
resolution  respecting  its  management,  2733. 
a  bill  to  change  the  organization  of  the  Poat  Offies 

Department,  3779;  passed,  4135. 
Post  routes;  a  bill  for  tlie  establishment  of  certain  post 

routes,  &c.,  5811;  passed,  4538. 
Potomac  bridge;  a  joint  resolution  for  repairing  it,  4140; 

passed. 
Fire  Insurance  Company ;  a  bill  to  amend  the  cbar« 

ter,  4489. 
Presentation  of  petitions;  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rules^ 

in  order  to  allow  such  petitions  to  be  presented 

as  shall  not  be  objected  to,  3296. 
President's  annual  menace  received,  1948;  referred  to 

committees  1964. 
message,  with  reports  from  the  Secretaries  of 

State  and  War,  on  the  boundary  queation  be- 
tween Ohio  and  Michigan,  2178. 
message  informing  the  House  that  Great  Britain 

had  offered  its  mediation  for  the  adjustment  of 

our  dispute  with  France,  2502. 
message  on  Indian  affairs,  2519. 
message  on  Portuguese  duties,  2667. 
message  relating  to  the  treaty  of  limits  with  MexU 

CO,  3509. 
message  stating  that  the  four  instalments  uni^er 

the  treaty  witti  France  had  been  received,  3594. 

message  in  relation  to  the  Potomac  bridge,  4139. 

Printers  to  tlie  House,  .Messrs.  Blair  &  Hives  elected, 

1948. 
Protest  of  .Messrs.  GarUnd,  Glascock,  an^l  Robertson, 

on  a  portion  of  the  renolution  adopted  on  the 

subject  of  slavery,  2503. 
Recession  of  the  District  of  Columbia;  a  resolution  in* 

structing  the  Commitee  on  the  District  to  in* 

quire  i<iiA  the  expediency  of  receding  said  Dis« 

trict,  2697;  the  suspension  of  the  rules  to  allutr 

the  motion,  refused. 
Representatives*  hall;  leave  asked  to  offer  a  proposition 

for  a  committee  to  ascertain  whether  a  better 

htdl  for  legislation  cannot  be  provided,  3617; 

le^ve  refused. 
Retrenchments;  resolutions  for  making  them  in  the  aer« 

eral  Departments,  proposed  to  the  House,  3225| 

not  received. 
Revenue  service;  a  bill  to  regulate  the  compensation  of 

officers  of  the  revenue  cutters,  4205;  passed* 

4206. 
Rules  of  the  House;  a  motion  to  amend  them,  so  ssto 

require  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to 

report  the  general  appropriation  bill   within 

thirty  days  of  the  commencement  of  every  sea* 

sion,  1949;  agreed  to  in  the  form  of  instrue* 

tions  to  the  committee  for  reporting  the  rulest 

1957. 
Rules,  on  the  suspension  of,  2487. 

resolution  pmpos'ng  an  alteration  of  them,  4499. 
Salaries;  a  bill  providing  salaries  for  the  officers  therein 

named,  3364;  passed. 
Schmuck,  Ellen  Abein;  a  bill  granting  her  a  pension, 

4289. 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury's  annual  report  received,  1948. 
Seminole  hostilities;  a  bill  making  an  appropriation  for 

repressing  them,  2138;  taken  up,  2l80;j>as«ed. 
a  bill   making  additional  appropriations,  2358; 

passed,  2360. 
a  bill  for  the  payment  of  volunteers  and  militia 

corpR,  2722;  passed. 
Sergeant-at>arm%  Uoderick  Dorsey  elected,  1960. 
Slavery  in  the  Dintrict  of  Columbia;  petitions  on  the  sub« 

ject,  1961,  1966,  2607. 
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Smitby  Hon.  Kathan,  from  Connecticut i  bis  death  an- 
nounced, 1949. 

Smithy  Jea»e,  and  othera,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  S489t  pasted, 
2642. 

Bmithaonian  legacy  f  a  motion  to  print  m  large  number  of 
a  report  on  the  subject,  2236|  amended  and 
agreed  to,  2237. 

Standing  committera  appointed,  1959. 

Spain  I  ■  bill  for  curryinjr  into  effect  a  convention  with, 
2141,  2681,  5734t  pasted. 

Speaker,  Jamea  K.  Polk,  from  Tennessee,  elected, 
1945;  his  addresfi. 

Sufferers  by  fire  at  New  Yorki  report  and  documents, 
aiid  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers,  1991| 
taken  up,  2239;  passed,  2705. 
a  bill  amendatory  of  the  above  act,  S117(  passed, 
S119. 

Sufferers  in  Florida «  (see  Florida.) 

Surplus  revenue*  (see  LandM.) 

Tatum,  Nathaniel  P.|  a  bill  for  his  relief,  2746<  passed. 

Tennessee  pensioners!  a  bill  providing  for  the  payment 
of  certain  pensioners  at  Pulaski,  In  Tennessee, 
5677«  passed. 

Territorial  bills;  •  resolution  proposing  to  fix  the  lime 
for  considering  them,  3234. 

Texui  a  memorial  from  Ohio,  praying  Congress  to  rec* 
ognize  the  independence  of  Texas,  4080. 
memorial  from  Nashville,  in  Tennessee,  4499; 
and  a  resolution  proposing  an  appropriation  for 
the  outfit  and  salary  of  a  minister  to  Texas;  laid 
on  the  table, 
resolutions  reported,  declaring  that  ihe  independ- 
ence of  Texas  ought  to  be  acknowledged 
whenever  satisfactory  information  has  been  re- 
ceived that  a  successful  Government  is  in  op- 
eration; agreed  to. 

Topographical  engineers;  a  bill  for  their  better  organi- 
zation, 2172. 
do.  to  authorize  the  chief  engineer  to  employ 
clerks  and  a  messenger,  2172. 

Trades  Union;  memorial  asking  Congress  to  regulate  the 
hours  of  labor,  2890. 

United  States  and  Mexico;  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  pro- 
vide for  carrying  into  eff*ecl  the  treaty  of  limits, 
&c.,8723. 

Volunteers;  a  bill  to  provide  payment  of  volunteera  and 
militia  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  2575. 
do.  authorizing  the  President  to  accept  of  volun- 
teers, 3322,  3330;  passed,  3375. 

Washington,  George;  a  bill  authorizing  the  officers  of 
the  Washington  Monument  Society  to  erect  a 
monument  to  his  memory,  4490. 

West  Pointy  Academy;  a  resolution  proposing  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  committee  to  inquire  what 
am<indmenls.  If  any,  are  expedient  to  be  made 
to  the  laws  of  the  institution,  &c.,  2191,  2682. 
a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Academy  for  the  year  1836, 4569;  passed,  4577. 

Western  frontier;  a  bill  appropriating  %  million  of  dollars 
for  its  defence,  3493,  3510;  bill  passed,  3548. 
a  bill  to  provide  for  its  better  protection,  3593; 
passed,  3756. 

Whitney,  Reuben  M.;  a  resolution  oflTeredby  Mr.  Wise, 
proposing  the  sppointment  of  a  select  commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  mode  of  selecting  banks 
of  deposite,  and  into  the  contracts  by  which 
they  are  regulated,  and  to  inquire  into  the  con- 
nexion which  exists  between  R.  M.  Whitney 
and  the  Treasury  Department,  or  between  hiqi 
and  said  banks  of  deposites,  &c ,  3095;  the 
House  refused  to  suspend  Ihe  rules  to  take  up 
the  resolution. 

Whittlesey,  Thomas  T.,  from  Connecticut,  took  his  seat, 


to  supply  the  place  of  Salmon  Wildman,  de- 
ceased, 3460. 
Wildman,  Hon.  Zalmnn,  from  Connecticut;  bis  death  an- 
nounced, 1958. 
Wisconsin  Territory;  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Terri- 
toriHl  Government  thereof,  3090,  3201,  3220, 
3308;  passed. 
Teas  and  nays,  on  questions  in  relation  to  the  abolition 
of  sUvery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  1961, 
1963,  1987,  1997,  2076,  2077.  2136,  2179, 
2220.  2238,  2315,  2320,  2483,  2498  to  2501, 
2S35,  2608,  2620,  2658,  2659,  2660,  2662, 
2695. 

the  constitution  of  Michigsn,  2090,  2101. 

the  Representative  of  Michigan  taking  hls^seat, 
2103. 

banks  in  the  District  of  Columbis,  2103,  2111, 
2127. 

Michigan  memorial,  2159,  2160. 

resolution  in  favor  of  increasing  the  navy,  2168. 

taking  up  sppropriatipn  bills,  2358. 

fortification  bill  of  last  session,  2437. 

resolution  for  relief  of  sufferers  in  Florida,  2447. 

considering  the  report  on  the  rules  of  the  House, 
2484. 

appropriation  bills,  2486,  2487. 

bill  for  relef  of  the  suff'erers  at  New  York  by 
fire,  2627,  2628,  2668,  2704. 

do.  touching  the  limitation  of  the  term  of  office, 
2634. 

boundary  line  between  Ohio  and  Michigan,  2680. 

West  Point  Military  Academy,  2682. 

contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2686,  2688, 
2759,  2865,  2880,  2887,  3008  to  3014. 

recession  of  the  District  of  Columbis,  2697. 

memorial  from  Dauphin  county,  Pennsylvanis, 
2779. 

bill  for  repealing  14th  section  of  the  act  incorpo- 
rating the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  2934, 
7935. 

suspending  the  rules  of  the  House  to  consider 
Mr.  Wise's  resolution  in  relation  to  the  employ- 
ment of  Reuben  M.  Whitney,  and  Mr.  Peyton's 
proposing  that  the  bill  to  regulate  the  public 
depoaites  in  certain  local  banks  be  made  the 
special  order  of  the  day,  and  have  preference 
over  sll  other  business,  3096,  3120. 

bill  graduating  the  price  of  public  lands,  3219, 
3495. 

on  a  motion  to  auspend  ihe  rules  to  take  up  a 
resolution  ia  relation  to  deposites  of  public  mo- 
neys, by  Mr.  Wise,  3230. 

on  a  similar  motion,  by  do.,  3244. 

Mr.  Dromgoole'fi  resolution  directing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  communicate  full  infor- 
mation of  the  manner  of  selecting  bsnks*,  fcc ., 
3244. 

navy  appropriation  bill,  3474. 

the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  corporate  cities  of  the 
District  of  Columbis,  3508,3720,  3722. 

bill  for  the  defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  351 1, 
3547. 

Kentucky  resolutions  respecting  the  public  lands, 
3862. 

a  report  on  abolition,  4030,  4031,  4051,  4052. 

the  suspension  of  the  rules  to  take  up  the  bills  to 
establish  the  boundary  line  of  Ohio,  &c.,  4186. 

amendments  to  and  on  the  passage  of  the  above 
bills,  4290  to  4294. 

bill  for  appropriating  proceeds  of  public  landf, 
4322. 

the  deposite  bill,  4371,  4378.  4379. 

harbor  bill,  4531,  4533,  4534,  4611. 
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Yeas  and  nftyi>,  on  Cumberhnd  road  bill,  454r. 

bill  roakinfi[  further  appropriations  for  carryin); 
into  effect  certain  Indian  treatief,  4567, 
4568. 


Teas  and  nays,  on  resolutioni  respecting  bank  loans 
to  members  of  Congress,  4605. 
on  acknowledging  the  independence  of  Teias, 
4622. 
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Adams,  Mr.,  Mass  ichu^ettfi,  on  amending  (he  rules,  1949, 

1952,  1955,  1957. 
on  slavery  in  the  District,  1996,  2000, 2128,  2129, 

2135,  2168,  2219,   2240,  2314,  2316,  2317, 

2321.  2534.  2607. 
the  Ohio  boundary,  2042. 
constitution  of  Micliigan,  2093. 
District  banks,  2116.  2120. 
Seminole  hostilities,  2139,  2359,  2727,  2732. 
United   Slates  and   Mexico,  2142.  2144,  3733, 

3734. 
partial  appropriation  bill,  2172. 
fortification  b  II  of  last  session,  2264,  2:65,  2267, 

2268,  2269. 
the  appropriation  bilh,  2468. 
executive  patroniipfe,  2471,  247r. 
French  affairs  2518,  2606. 
pension  laws,  2526. 
the  contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2633,  2693, 

2987,  2988,  2989. 
on  the  cultivation  and   manufacture  of  cotton, 

2735. 
relief  of  A1  ford  and  Brush,  2883. 
memorial  from  the -Trades  Union.  2891. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2920. 
Wisconsin  Territory,  3094. 
sufferers  by  fire  in  New  York,  3117,  3119. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3269,  3320. 
bill  for  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3353,  3354, 

3374. 
deposite  banks,  3354. 
defence  of  the   Western  frontier,  3519,  3521, 

3764,  3766. 
remarks  on  a  paragraph  in  the  Globe  respecting 

the  treaty  for  the  Southwestern  frontier,  3579. 
naval  appropriation  bill,  3615. 
fortification  bill,  3668. 
misrepresentations  corrected  in  relation  to  the 

Floriihi  treaty  in  1819,  3701. 
Mex'can  affairs,  3733,  3902. 
Post  Office  Department,  3783,  4112.  4132. 
abolition  report,  4028,  4029,  4030.  4031,4032, 

4050,  4053. 
allowing  rstions  to  sufferers  in  Alabama,  4036. 
amending  the  journal,  4057,  4059,  4060,  4061, 

4062,  4063. 
a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4091,  4096,  4102. 
convention  with  Sp^in,  4115,  4176. 
bill  to  change  the  time  of  meeting  of  Congress, 

4138. 
Indian  annuities  4174. 
the  admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4208, 

4251,  4260,  4306. 
on  a  breach  of  privilege,  4282,  4283,  4321. 
Oiiio  boundary  bilf,  4S09,  4310. 
deposite  bill.  4346.  4350,  4359. 
inquiring  into  bank  loans  to   members  of  Con- 
gress, 4348. 
printing  the  conbtiiutions  of  the  several  States 

4349. 


Adams,    Mr.,   on   Indian   treaties,   4501,   4502,   4504, 
4549. 
address  on  Mr.  Madison's  death  being  annouDced« 

4564. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4584. 
admission  of  Arkansas  into  the  Union,  4677. 
Allan,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  pension  laws.  2525. 
on  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands,  2893. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2989. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3240. 
fortification  bill.  3904,  4175. 
pension  bills,  4284. 
Anthony,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  the  appropriation  bills, 
2469. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2721,  3962, 

2986. 
Seminole  hostilities,  2732. 
Post  Office  Department,  4132. 
admission  of  Miciiigan  and  Arkansas,  4210. 
deposite  bill,  4339,  4350,  4351,  4359. 
Ash,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  the  deposite  bill,  4366. 

harbor  bill.  4485. 
Ashley,  Mr.,  Missouri,  on  the  Michigan  Mining  Compa- 
ny, 2142. 
Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3222. 
the  general  appropriation  bill,  3269,  3285. 
bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3325,  3339, 

3353,  3368. 
fortification  bill,  4175,  4335. 
harbor  bill,  4388,  4389.  4390. 
military  and  other  roads,  4501. 
Beale,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  the  depcsite  bill,  4368. 
Beardsley,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  slavery  in  the  Dlstricf, 
1971,  1972,  1975,  1979,  1987,  2038. 
the  Representative  of  Michigan  taking  his  seat, 

2102. 
District  banks,  2109,  2114.  2115,  2119,  2120. 
memorial  from  Michigan,  2145,  2146,  2155. 
suffciers  by  fire  at  New  York.  2210. 
the  contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,   2648, 

2961. 
memorial  fr(>m  Trader  Union,  2891. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2933. 
Beaumont,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  the  fortification  bill, 

3989. 
Bell,  Mr.,  Tchnessce,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  1968. 
the  amendment  of  the  rules,  2180. 
naval  appropi  iations,  2181. 
the  appropriation  bills,  2344,  2504,  2505,  2506, 

2516. 
executive  patronage,  2470,  2473,  2475,  2476. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2623,  2629, 

2632. 
naval  service  bill,  2817,  3207,  4672. 
amending  the  constitution,  3015,  3016,  3017. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3243.  3246. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3376.  3391. 
suspending  the  sale  of  part  of  the  land  acquired 

by  the  treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit  creek.  3461. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3520,  3788. 
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Belly  Mr.,  on  OlioctAW  daimn,  3615. 

Post  Office  Department,  3785,  3810,  4134. 

Indian  appropriation  bill,  4067. 

on  a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4099. 

Indian  annuities,  4136,  4140,  4174,  4175,  4187, 

4190. 
to  alter  the  lime  of  meeting  of  Congress,  4138. 
breach  of  privilege,  4283. 
deposite  bill,  4339. 
the  bsrbor  bill,  4391,  4437»  4532. 
on  recognising  the  independence  of  Texas,  4449. 
Indian  treatiea,  4566. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4580,  4585. 
the  mission  to  Ohio  and  lliehigan,  4663. 
Bond,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  constitution  of  Michigan,  2091. 
Post  Office,  2488. 
Bank  of  tbe  United  States,  2927. 
the  Jackson  city  bill,  3004. 
Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3220. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3319. 
bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3322. 
deposite  banks,  3357,  3402. 
bill  for  relief  of  Letcher  and  Moore,  4192. 
Boon,  Mr.,  Iiuiliana,  on  frsuds  under  the  pre-emption 
law,  2518. 
French  affairs,  2606. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2934. 
Pensacok  and  Perdido  railroad,  2964. 
Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3223. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3320. 
bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteerr,  3374. 
division  of  the  public  lands,  3548. 
deposite  banks,  3707. 
a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4102. 
bill  in  favor  of  Polish  exiles,  4103. 
pension  bill*,  428i. 
fortification  bill,  4318. 
inquiry  into  bank  luans  to  members  of  Congress, 

4348,  4349. 
harbor  bill,  4532. 
Indian  treaties,  4566. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4589,  4603. 
Bouldin,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  1976, 
2002,  2169,  2224. 
the  District  banks.  2104,  2108,  2112. 
sufferings  in  Florida,  2442. 
do.  by  fire  in  New  York,  2710. 
the  co.itested  election  of  M^  Graham,  2736. 
treaty  with  Mexico,  3728. 
report  on  abolition,  3758. 
bill  in  favor  of  Polish  exilts,  4104. 
Post  Office  Depsrtment,  4114. 
bill  for  relief  ot  Letcher  and  Moore,  4193. 
appropriating  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 

4196^  4323. 
the  admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4208. 
breach  of  privilege,  42i9'3. 
Ohio  boundary  bill,  4309. 
District  banks  4438. 
Indian  treaties,  4550. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4583. 
Boyd,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  contested  election  of  Mr. 
Graham,  2621,  2623,  26^9,  2641,  2647,  2650, 
2685,   2764,  2766,  2864,  2865,  2868,  2959, 
2988. 
harbor  bill,  4389. 
Briggs  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  West  Point  Academy, 
2192. 
the  Post  Office,  2488. 
slavery  in  the  Dihtrict,  2533. 
New  York  sufTerers  by  fire,  2628,  3118. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2931. 
incendiary  publicationny  2946. 
3 


Brtggs,  Mr.,  on  contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2984. 
allowing  pay  to  D.  Newland,  3089. 
on  furnishing  the  new  members  with  bookt,  3147. 
division  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  land,  3627. 
defending  the  Western  frontier,  3771. 
Post  Office  Department,  3781,  3783,  4134,  4536. 
amending  the  journal,  4061. 
to  alter  the  time  of  meeting  of  Congress,  4137* 

4537. 
fortification  bill,  4175,  4338. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4210,  4274; 
Ohio  boundary  bill,  4310. 
Indian  treaties,  4557. 
Brown,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  the  New  York  iufierers 
from  fire,  2599. 
slavery  in  the  District,  2609. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2665. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2921. 
Wisconsin  Territory,  3093. 
Bynum,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  slavery  in  the  District^ 
2130,  2536. 
naval  appropriations,  2187. 
the  fortification  bill  of  last  session,  2435. 
Post  Office  Department,  2540. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2621,  2637, 
2638,  2664,  2666,  2683,  2685,  2686,  2688» 
2737,  2885,  2887,  2966,  2967,  2984,  2989. 
defence  of  Western  frontier,  3544. 
dividing  the  proceeda  of  tbe  public  lands,  3684. 
report  on  abolition,  3763,  3772,  3778. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4584. 
Calhoon,  Blr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  contested  election  of 
Mr.  Graham,  2985,  2986,  2987,  2996. 
bill  for  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3334. 
treaty  with  Mexico,  3728. 
on  a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4094. 
Indian  treatiea,  4549,  4565. 
judiciary  bill,  4615.  4618. 
Calhoun,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  depoute  banki,  3355. 

deposite  bill,  4342. 
Cambreleng,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  amending  tbe  nilCi^ 
1951. 
slavery  in  the  District,  1985. 
sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York,  1991,  1994,  2041, 

2102,  2132,  2140,  2195,  2196,  2526,  2574, 

2594,  2595,  2598,  2599,  2600,   2633,  2634, 

2711,  3117. 
District  bankp,  2118. 
Seminole  hostilities,   2138,   2139,   2358,   2722, 

2726. 
partial  appropriation  bill,  2172,  2173. 
naval  do.,  2160,  2181,  2182,  2504,  2506,  2516, 

2517,  2668,  2801,  3145,  3146,  3201,  3905. 
fortification  bill  of  last  session,  8263,  2314,  2360. 
on  the  appropriation  bills,  2355,  2469. 
sufferings  in  Florida,  2440. 
repealing  tbe  14th  section  of  the  act  establiabing 

the  United  Sutes  Bank,  2019,  2935,  3235. 
amending  tbe  constitution,  3017. 
on  increasing  custoro*house  officers,  3147. 
Wisconsin  Territory,  3201. 
general  appropriatiQK .  bill,  3240,  3241,  3246^ 

3248,  3249,  3269,  S270,  3273,  5282,  3JW. 

3307,  3321,  3326,  3509,  3510. 
bill  for  accepUnce  of  volunteers,  3333,  3341. 
providing  salaries  for  certain  officers,  3364. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3376,  3465,  3466,  3467, 

3578. 
naval  do.,  3469,  3470.  3474,  3614,  3615. 
for  the  defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3493, 

3510,  3511,  3518,  3519,  3544,  3547,  3763, 

3766. 
fortification  bill,  4009,  4178,  4313,  4330,  4331, 

4334,  4585. 
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Canibreknff,  Mr., on  Post  Office  Department,  4064, 4133. 
on  printing  an  extra  nuntber  of  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury's  report,  4067. 
Indian  appropriation  bill,  4067. 
do.  annutties,  4135,  4175,  4191. 
deposite  bill,  4366. 
Indian  treaties,  4501,  4502,  4503,  4549,  4557, 

4565,  4566. 
bill  for  suppressing  Indian  hostilities,  4568. 
West  Point  Academy,  4568,  4576. 
judiciary  bill,  4614. 
Carter,  Mr.,  Tennessee,  on  the  general  appropriation 
bill,  3286,  3290,  3300. 
fortification  bill,  3937,  4334. 
harbor  bill,  4384,  4387,  4389,  4485,  4491. 
Casey,  Mr.,  illinoia,  on  resolutions  on  the  death  of  bis 
colleague,  Mr.  Kane,  1959. 
on  the  bill  to  graduate  the  price  of  public  lands, 
2133. 
Chambers,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  amending  the  rules, 
1957. 
sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York,  3199,  3712. 
on  the  naval  service  bill,  2799,  2801. 
repealing  the  14th  seotion  of  the  United  States 

Bank  aet,  3236. 
division  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  3580. 
Post  Office  Department,  4064. 
Chambers,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  New  York  sufferers 
by  fire,  3199,  3601,  2623,  3118. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3942,  2985, 

3006. 
general  appropriation  bill,  8289. 
presentation  of  petitions,  3399. 
bill  for  scceptance  of  volunteers,  3374. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4379. 
breach  of  privilege,  4321. 
Indian  treatiep,  4559. 
Chapin,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  the  Smithsonian  legacy, 
3236. 
harbor  bill,  4389,  4485. 
light-house  bill,  4494. 
Indian  treaties,  4557. 
Chspman,  Mr.,  Alabama,  on  the  Penucola  and  Perdido 
railroad,  2963,  2964. 
Indian  treaties,  4557. 
Claiborne,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  contested  election  of  Mr. 

Graham,  2622,  2623,  2647,  2865. 
Claiborne,  Mr.,  Mississippi,  on  treaty  of  Dancing  Rabbit 
creek,  3467. 
the  contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham;  3006. 
Choctaw  claims,  3615,  3616. 
abolition  report,  4116,  4118. 
harbor  bill,  4389,  4485. 
Chickasaw  school  lands,  4613. 
CUrk,   Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  slavery  in  the  District, 
2657. 
on  memorial  in  favor  of  the  colonization  cause, 
2696,  2779. 
"Coffee,  Mr.,  Georria,  on  a  report  on  abolition,  4053. 
Connor,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  incendiary  publications. 
2485,  2945. 
contested  election  jL^r.  Graham,  2666. 
altering  the  time  onRsking  mail  contracts,  3495. 
bill  for  changing  the  organization  of  the  Post  Of- 
fice   Department,   3779,  3781,  3782,   3784, 
3810,  4063,  4105,  4113,  4133,  4390, 4535. 
post  route  bill,  4537. 
Corwin,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  constitution  of  Michigan, 
3087. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3389. 
harbor  bill,  4389. 
Cumberland  road  bill,  4498. 
military  and  other  road%  4501. 


Craig,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  3171. 
the  partial  appropriation  bill,  2173. 
on  a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4081. 
Crane,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  deposite  bill,  4349. 

harbor  bill,  4447. 
Cushing,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  slavery  in  the  Distric*, 
3333. 
naval  appropriation  bill,  2519,  3205. 
convention  with  Spain,  3681. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2686. 
aufferers  by  fire  in  New  York,  3118. 
repealing  the  14th  section  of  the  United  States 

Bank  act,  3237. 
District  business,  3480. 
treaty  with  Mexico,  3724. 
the  Kentucky  resolutions  respecting  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  public  lands,  3820. 
allowing  rations  to  sufferers  in  Alabama,  4035. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4260,  4301. 
Cushman,  Mr.,  New  Hampshire,  on  the  navy  appropri- 
ation bill,  2505,  2516,  3209. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2986,  2987, 

3005. 
Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3222,  3225. 
sufferers  by  fire  in  New  York,  3568. 
Davis,  Mr.,  Indiana,  on  the  Michigan  Mining  Company, 
2144,  2159. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2664^  3989. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2932. 
Pensacola  and  Perdido  railroad,  3965. 
Deberry,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  the  pension  laws, 

2526. 
Denny,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  the  sufferers  by  fire  at 
New  York,  2239. 
repealing  the  14th  section  of  the  act  eatabliabing 

the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  2922,  3237. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3287. 
Post  Office  Department,  4064. 
appropristing  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 

4196. 
fortification  bill,  4333. 
deposite  bill,  4340. 
harbor  bill,  4485. 
Dickerson,  Mr.,  New  Jersey,  on  the  bill  to  secure  the 
title  to  Pea  Patch  island,  3708. 
fortification  bill,  4333. 
deposite  bill,  4340,  4346. 
Doubledsv,  Mr,  New  York,  on  the  deposite  bill,  4367. 
Dromgoofe,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  limiting  the  term  of  office, 
3635. 
amending  the  constitution,  3015,  3016^  3017. 
the  deposite  banks  3314,  3354. 
fortification  bill,  4331. 
deposite  bill,  4350,  4368. 
Dunlap,   Mr.,  Tennessee,  on  the  naval  appropriation 
bill,  3506. 
New  York  sufferers  by  fire,  2625,  2721. 
Seminole  hostilities,  2725,  3732. 
repealing  the  14th  section  of  the  United  Statea 

Bank  act,  3235. 
disposition  of  the  public  lands  3862. 
fortification  bill,  4335,  4336. 
deposite  bill,  4347. 
harbor  bill,  4385. 
Indian  treaties,  4566. 
additional  appropriation  bill,  4608. 
EwtMh  Mr.,  Maine,  on  the  fortification  bill  of  last  ses« 
sion,  2414. 
French  affairs,  2518. 
naval  service  bill,  3780. 
allowing  pay  to  D.  Newland,  3089. 
District  business,  3480,  3508. 
judiciary  bill,  4618. 
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Kvafetty  Mr.,  Vsnnoot,  on  Miwnding  the  rules,  1953, 
1957. 
the  constitution  of  Micbijcan,  2090. 
District  banks,  3111,  3122. 
naval  affairs,  3165,  2509,  3307. 
soflRsrers  at  New  York  by  fire,  3339,  3705,  3119. 
do.  in  Florida,  3439. 
appropriation  bills,  3485. 
Post  OiEce  Department,  3537. 
erecting  a  monument  to  the  memory  of  Captain 

N.  Hale,  3557. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3387,  3289,  3319. 
bill  for  the  accepUnce  of  volunteers,  3325, 3353, 

3354,  3374. 
Post  Office  Department,  3779, 3781, 3783,  3783, 

4055,  4134. 
fortification  bill,  4009. 
Indian  annuities,  4141,  4187. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4214,  4304« 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4602. 
judiciary  bill,  4617. 
Pairfteldt  Mr.,  Maine,  on  the  bill  to  incorporate  the 
Juckson  City  Association,  3002,  3004. 
District  business,  3481. 
Post  Office  Department,  4112. 
Potomac  Fire  losurance  Company,  4489. 
Forester,  Mr,  Tennessee,  on  the  fortification  bill,  3763, 

3863,  4689. 
French,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  Seminole  hostilities,  2733. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3335,  3336. 
fortification  bill,  3086. 
for  extending  the  pension  system,  4338. 
the  payment  of  volunteers  and  militia,  4705. 
Fry,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  the  contested  election  of  Mr. 
Graham,  3693. 
judiciary  bill,  4616. 
Galforaith,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania!  on  alavery  in  the  District, 
3630. 
Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  3933, 
deposite  bill,  4359. 
harbor  bill,  4447. 
Garland,  Mr.,  Virgin'ia,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  1967, 
1970,  3063,  3334,  3503. 
the  contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3985. 
naval  service  bill,  3018,  3203. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3467. 
division  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  land8»  3585. 
Pott  Office  Department,  3783,  3810. 
Garland,  Mr.,  Louisiana,  on  the  District  banks,  3113. 
New  York  sufferers  by  fire,  3600. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3530. 
misrepresentations  in  the  papers  corrected,  3678. 
harbor  bill,  4389. 
District  banks  4438. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4585. 
Land  Office  bill,  4606. 
Gillet,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  the  partial  appropriation  bill, 
3174. 
District  banks,  3317. 
bill  for  relief  of  Jesse  Smith,  3489. 
slavery  in  the  District,  3537. 
reorganizing  the  militia,  3767. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3886,  3986. 
allowing  pay  to  D.  Newland,  3088. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3346. 
division  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  landiL  3593, 

3617. 
Post  Office  Department,  3783. 
bill  to  alter  the  time  of  meeting  of  Congreis 

4137. 
bill  to  regulate  the  compensation  of  officers  of  rev- 
enue cutters,  4305. 
on  a  breach  of  privilege,  4381. 


Gillet,  Mr.,  on  the  deposite  bill,  4376. 
harbor  bill,  4387,  4448,  4493. 
District  banks,  4440. 
Indian  treaties,  4558. 
Ghiacock,  Mr.,  Georgia,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  1968, 
1989,  3139,  2137,  2317,  2318. 
naval  affairs,  2161. 
sufferers  in  Florida,  2443. 
executive  patronage,  2479,  2481. 
removal  of  the  Creek  Indians,  3556. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3685,  3889, 

2890. 
reorganization  of  the  militia,  2777,  2778. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3287. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3345,  3764,  3765, 

3788. 
District  business,.  3479. 
report  on  abolition,  4032. 
amending  the  journal,  4059,  4060. 
Indian  annuities,  4174,  4190. 
Graliam,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  his  own  contested 
election,  2639,  2650,  2767,  2864,  2937|  2946, 
.     2965,2997. 
Granger,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  slavery  in  the  District, 
2008,  2482,  2620. 
sufferers  in  Florida,  2440. 
distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 

3620. 
amending  the  journal,  4061. 
the  Wisconsin  Territory,  3093. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3340. 
fortification  bill,  4009,  4334. 
on  amending  the  journal,  4061. 
bill  in  favor  of  Polish  exiles,  4103. 
Grantland,  Mr.,  Georgia,  on  Indian  treaties,  4549,  4550,' 
4553,  4558. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4580,  4592. 
Graves,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  New  York  sufferings 
fromfire,  2558,  2601. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3984^  3985« 

3986. 
Kentucky  resolutions,  3331. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3387. 
naval  appropriation  do.,  3469,  3470,  3474^  3615, 

3616. 
District  businasi,  3483,  3484^  3507,  3508. 
defence  of  Western  frontier,  3546,  3547. 
division  of  proceeds  of  the  public  lands^  3548, 

3718. 
Post  Office  Department,  3783,  3784. 
harbor  bill,  4389. 

additional  appropriation  bill,  4608. 
Grennell,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  the  District  banks, 
3131. 
naval  affairs,  3166. 
slavery  in  the  District,  3541. 
the  contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3700, 3718. 
I^nsacola  and  Perdido  railroad,  3965. 
the  distribution  of  proceeds  of  public  land%  3301, 

3583. 
Choctaw  claims^  3616. 
report  on  abolition,  401A 
Poet  Office  Department,  4134. 
Indian  annuities,  4188. 
Hall,  Mr.,  Maine^  on  the  deposite  bill,  4339. 
Hsll,  Mr.,  Vermont,  on  incendiary  publications,  3944. . 
the  Post  Office  Department,  3783,  3783,  380S, 

4065. 
fortification  bill,  3973,  4314,  4585. 
Haley,  Mr.,  Connecticut,  announces  the  death  of  hit  co!« 
league,  Mr.  Wildman,  1958. 
on  the  reorganization  of  the  militia,  3777. 
Hamer,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  amending  the  rules,  1958. 
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Hamer,  Mr.,  on  ilavery  in  the  District,  1978. 
constitution  of  Michigan,  3078,  S103. 
Weit  Point  Academy,  3194. 
executive  patronage,  3471. 
reorganiiation  of  the  ntilitia,  3777,  3778. 
memorial  of  Tradea  Union,  3891. 
conteated  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3970. 
allowing  pay  to  D.  Newland,  3089. 
Wiaeonain  Territory  bill,  3333. 
navy  appropriation*,  3470,  3471,  3555. 
Biatrict  bosineae,  3478,  3479. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3530. 
division  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  358S. 
report  on  abolition,  4033. 
amending  the  Journal,  4057,  4060. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4333. 
fortification  bill,  4333. 
harbor  bill,  4494. 
Hammond,  Mr. ,  South  Carolins,  on  slavery  in  the  Dia- 
tnct,  1966,  1967,  1969,  1971,  1976,  1986, 
1987,  1996,  3119,  3320,  3448,  3495. 
on  naval  afiairs,  3163. 
Bannegan,  Mr.,  Indiana,  on  the  Michigan  memorial, 
3145,  3160. 
West  Point  Academy,  3194,  3683. 
appropriation  bills,  3485. 
suspension  of  the  rules,  3488. 
the  general  appropriation  bill,  3387,  3331. 
bill  for  the  acoeptance  of  volunteers,  3345,  3375. 
the  disposition  of  the  public  lands,  3863. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4313. 
Cumberland  rosd  bill,  4547. 
memorial  from  Legislature  of  Michigan,  4670. 
Hard,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  the  contested  election  of  Mr. 
Graham,  3633,  3641,  3664,  3683,  3685,  3693, 
3755,  3865,  3867,  38M,  3946,  3960. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4367. 
fortification  bill,  4339. 
harbor  bill,  4485. 
Hardin,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  New  York  sufferers  by 
fire,  3141,  3196,  3574.  3599,  3600,  3710. 
Miehinn  memorial,  3156. 
pirtialappropHation  bill,  3173. 
akvery  in  the  District,  3317. 
on  the  appropriation  bills,  3343,  3357,  3468. 
Seminole  war,  3359. 
last  year's  fortification  bill  3388. 
naval  appropriation  bill,  3507,  3534. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3633,  3664, 

3666,  3691,  3890,  3940,  3968. 
PensacoU  and  Perdido  railroad,  3964. 
allowing  pay  to  D.  Newland,  3087. 
Wiaeonain  Territory  bill,  3333. 
repealing  the  14th  aection  of  the  United  States 

Bank  act,  3339. 
theeeneral  appropriation  bill,  3373,  3389,  3319. 
bill  for  the  accepUnce  of  volunteers,  3335,  3330, 

3765,3773,3798. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3466. 
on  District  business,  3508,  3733. 
report  on  abolition,  3757,  4116. 
fortification  bill,  4313,  4330. 
for  extending  the  pension  system,  4339. 
deposite  bill,  4358. 
Indian  treaties,  4561. 
Harlan,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  District  banks,  3317. 
Kentucky  Asylum  for  Deaf  and  Dumb,  3735. 
Poat  Office  Department,  3810. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4377. 
harbor  bill,  4485. 
Harrison,  Mr.,  Missouri,  on  surveying  inundated  landa. 
3300.  ^ 

the  bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3336. 
depoaite  bill,  4350. 


Harper,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  darery  in  the  District, 

1983. 
naval  appropriations,  3183,  3305,  3306. 
sufTerings  in  Florida,  3447. 
repealing  the  14ih  section  of  the  act  eslabliahiag 

the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  3933,  3337. 
increasing  custom-house  officers,  3146. 
the  general  a|>propriation  bill,  3373,  3319. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3466. 
District  business,  3480. 
Post  Office  Department,  3781,  3783,  4114. 
harbor  bill,  4380. 
Hawea,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  naval  affairs,  3163. 
West  Point  Academy,  3193. 
France  and  United  States,  3318. 
slavery  in  the  District,  3333. 
sufferings  in  Florida,  3443. 
Poat  Office  Department,  3537,  3538,  3539,  2540. 
pay  of  volunteers,  3576. 
naval  service  bill,  3866. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  3937. 
Contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3941,  3985, 

3987,  3988. 
disposition  of  the  public  lands  3989,  3360. 
amendin|[  the  conatitution,  3016. 
presentation  of  petitions,  $399. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3319. 
deposite  banks,  3354. 

bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3368^  3374. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3466. 
navy  do.,  3469,  3470,  3577. 
District  business,  3483,  3507,  3508. 
Choctaw  claims,  3616. 
report  on  abolition,  3759. 
allowing  rations  to  sufferers  in  AUbama,  4033, 

4035. 
Poit  Office  Department,  4065,  4105,  4114. 
breach  of  privilege,  4330,  4333. 
fortification  bill,  4339,  4333,  4335,  4337. 
harbor  bill,  4380,  4388,  4389,  4447,  4486,  4491. 
District  banks,  4440. 
monument  to  Washington,  4490. 
lighthouse  bill,  4494. 
harbor  bill,  4530,  4531,  4533.  4533. 
West  Point  Academy  bill,  4577. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4581. 
Hawkins,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  the  contested  election 

of  Mr.  Graham,  3006. 
allowing  pay  to  Mr.  Newland,  in  conteattng  Mr. 

Graham's  election,  3015. 
report  in  favor  of  paying  Newland,  3084,  3087, 

3089. 
Haynca,  Mr.,  Georgia,  on  the  disposition  of  the  public 

lands,  3855. 
allowing  ratio na  to  sulTerers  in  Alabama,  4049. 
Indian  annuitiea,  4174. 
harbor  bill,  4387. 
Indian  treaties,  4504. 
Hiester,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  the  memorial  of  New 

York  Tradea  Union,  3696. 
disposition  of  the  public  lands,  3863. 
report  on  abolition,  4031. 
fortification  bill,  4333. 
Hoar,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  slavery  in  the  District, 

3353. 
the  contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3961. 
Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3233. 
presentation  of  petitions,  3397. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3353. 
United  States  and  Mexico,  3730. 
Indian  treaties,  4557. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4583. 
Holsey,  Mr.,  Georgia,  on  the  Michigan  memorial,  3155- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INOBZ  TO  SPBAKBRB*  NAMBB    IN  THB  H0U8B  OF  RBPRB«ENTATITBS. 


XXI 


Holtey,  Mr^  on  slairery  in  the  District,  3138. 

■ufTering;!  in  Florida,  3443. 

defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3771,  3793. 
Hopkins,  Mr.,  VIrBinis,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  1974. 

the  contested  election  of  Mr.  Ortbsm,  2984. 
Howard,  Mr.,  Maryland,  on  amending  the  rules,  1958. 

slavery  in  the  District,  1986. 

constitution  of  Michigan,  3080,  3089,  3090. 

District  banks,  3130,  3133. 

Smithsonian  legacjr,  3336. 

taking  up  appropriation  bills,  3356. 

contested  election  of  Mr.  Orabmm,  3634,  3640, 
3663. 

memorial  from  the  Trades  Union,  3890. 

army  appropriation  bill,  3467. 

report  on  abolition,  3759,  3761. 

Post  Office  Department,  4114. 

Indian  treaties,  4503. 
Howell,  Mr.,  Ohio»  on  the  nayal  service  bill,  3306. 

Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3333. 

deposite  banks,  3354. 
Runty  Mr.,  New  York,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  1988. 

the  bill  for  relief  of  Jesse  Smith,  3489. 

New  York  sufferers  by  fire,  3584. 

Post  Office  DepartmenS  4106. 

abolition  report,  4116. 

fortification  bill,  4197. 

inquinr  into  bank  loans  to  members  of  Congress, 

harbor  bill,  4380. 
Huntsman,  Mr. ,  Tennessee,  on  the  District  banks,  3315. 
Seminole  war,  3359. 
eonteated  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3737. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3288,  3304. 
statement  in  reply  to  some  corrections  of  misrep- 
resentations made  by  Mr.  Adamt,  3705. 
Post  Office  Department,  4056,  4064. 
amending  the  Journal,  4057,  4060. 
fngertoU,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  slavery  in  the  District, 

3010. 
executive  patronage,  3475. 
proposing  a  marble  bust  to  the  memory  of  the  late 

Chief  Justice  Marshall,  3537. 
awards  under  treaty  with  France,  3800. 
relief  of  Alford  and  Brush,  3881. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  3919. 
furnishing  new  members  with  books,  3148. 
fortification  bill,  3958. 
Pea  Patch  laland  bill,  4080. 
providing  books  for  new  members,  4308. 
Post  Office  Department,  4536. 
West  Point  Academy  bill,  4577. 
Judicisry  bill,  4615. 
Jackson,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  a  petitionpraying  for  the 

abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 

1966. 
on  the  Cumberland  road  bill.  4495. 
Jarvis,  Mr.,  Maine,  on  slavery  in  the   District,  3135, 

3178,  3333. 
naval  aflTairf,  3160,  3161,  3504,  3516, 3097,  3303, 

3306k  3468,  3469,  3471.  3614. 
District  business,  3488,  3507,  3719. 
extending  the  pension  system,  4338. 
the  deposite  bill,  4359. 
monument  to  Washington,  4491. 
light-house  bill,  4495. 
judiciary  bill,  4614 
Jenifer,  Mr.,  Maryland,  on  the  naval  appropriation  bill, 

3515. 
Post  Office  Department,  3733,  4135. 
reaolutions  of  the  Maryland  Legislature  relative 

to  the  eipurgation  of  the  Senate  journal,  3333. 
District  business,  3483,  3733. 


Jenifer,  Mr.,  on  the  fortification  bill,  3994. 
a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4096. 
MarvUnd  resolutions  for  distributing  the  proceeds 

of  the  public  land,  4186. 
admimion  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4379. 
District  banks,  4439. 
Johnson,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  amending  the  nilea,  1957. 
slavery  in  the  Diatrict,  3171,  3173. 
partial  appropriation  bill,  3173. 
pay  of  volunteers,  3576. 
Seminole  hostilities,   3733,   3733,   3736,   3737, 

3733. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3346. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3353. 
for  the  better  protection  of  the  Western  frontier, 

3593. 
for  relief  of  liCtcher  and  Moore,  4193. 
Indian  treaties,  4560. 
judiciary  bill,  4617. 
supplying  public  documents,  ttc,  4666^  4667, 

4670. 
bill  to  pay  money  advanced  by  Charleston,  ttc, 
for  prosecuting  the  Florida  war,  4673. 
Johnson,  Mr.,  Louisiana,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  3023. 
the  Michigan  Mining  Company,  3144. 
Territory  of  Wisconain,  3093,  3331. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3353. 
defence  of  Western  frontier,  3544. 
Choctaw  claims  3616. 
Post  Office  Department,  4057,  4064,  4133,  4134, 

4536.  • 

light-house  bill,  4494. 
Johnson,  Mr.,  Tennessee,  on  the  appropriation  bills, 
3468. 
New  York  sufTerers  from  fire,  3589,  3595,  3600, 

3119. 
French  affairs,  3606. 
Seminole  hostilities,  2727,  3733. 
'      awarda  under  the  treaty  with  France,  3800,  3801 . 
Territory  of  Wisconsin,  3093,  3331. 
furnishing  the  new  members  with  books,  3147. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3300,3330, 3509, 3510. 
bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3333. 
providing  salaries  for  certain  officers,  3364. 
District  bunness,  3508. 
Post  Office  Department,  3779,3781,  3783;  3810, 

4055. 
admiasion  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4379. 
Land  Office  bill,  4606. 
Jones,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  3034. 
Jones^  Mr.,  Michigan,  on  the  Territory  of  Wtseonsin, 

3091. 
Jttdson,  Mr.,  Connecticut,  on  slavery  in  the  Diatrict, 
1986. 
erecting  a  monument  to  CapUin  N.  Hale,  3134, 

3557. 
Cumberbind  road,  3596. 
sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York,  3711. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  3933. 
the  naval  service  bill,  3204. 
the  breach  of  privilege,  4383,  4330,  4331,  4333. 
Kennon,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  Michigan  memorial,  3150. 

Land  Office  bill,  4606. 
Kinnard,  Mr.,  Indiana,  on  the  District  banks,  3133. 
Michigan  memorial,  3153. 
Wisconsin  Territory,  3093,  3390. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3285. 
fortification  bill,  4304. 
admiasion  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4349. 
public  lands,  4333. 
Lane,  Mr.,  Indiana,  on  the  conatitution  of  Michigan, 
3083.  3098. 
District  banks,  3107,  3109. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


ZXII 


INDEX  TO  8PBAKBR9*  NAMBS  IN  TEE  HOV0B  OF  RBPRBBBNTATITBB. 


Lane,  Mr.,  on  Ifiehipran  Mininf  Company,  3143. 

naval  affWira.  3165,  3206,  5317. 

partial  appropriation  bill,  3175. 

Bufferings  in  Fiortda,  3441. 

New  York  Fufferers  by  fire,  3588,  3593. 

slavery  in  the  District,  3663. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  3931. 

contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3943,  3944. 

Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3323. 

dividing  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  3679. 

Pea  Patch  island  bill,  4080. 

a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4096. 

Post  Ofiice  Department,  4135. 

appropriating  tlie  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 
4195. 

admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas  4305. 

fortification  bill,  4333. 

deposite  bill,  4339,  4341,  4371. 

District  banks,  4438. 

harbor  bill,  4447. 

Cumberland  road  bill,  4547. 

Indian  treaties,  4561. 
La«1er,  Mr.,  Alabama,  on  slavery  in  the  District,  3656. 

the  contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3987, 3988, 
3989. 

general  appropriation  bill,  3373. 

defence  of  Western  frontier,  3765. 

Indian  annuities,  4174. 
Lawrence,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  the  New  York  suffer- 
ers from  fire,  3703. 

increasing  custom-hoiiM  officers,  3146. 

Post  Office  Department,  4113,  4133. 

Potomac  Fire  Insurance  Company,  4490. 
Lay,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  relations  with  France,  3606. 

the  general  appropriation  bill,  3349. 
Lea,  Mr.,  Tennessee,  on  the  general  appropriation  bill, 

3387. 
Lee,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York, 
3196.  3599,  3600. 

slavery  in  the  DiArict,  3330. 

appropriation  bills,  3469. 

awards  under  treaty  with  France^  3800. 

on  printing  an  extra  number  of  the  Treasury  re- 
port, 4067. 

harbor  bill,  4491. 

Post  Office  Department,  4536. 
Leonard,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  the  harbor  bill,  4491. 
Lewis,  Mr.,  Alabama,  on  Indian  hostilities,  3763,  3764, 
3771.  3788. 

Pott  Office  Department,  3780. 

allowing  vations  to  suflTerers  in  Alabama,  4033. 

amending  the  journal,  4058. 

Indian  annuities,  4136,  4140»  4188. 

admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4309. 

inquiry  into  bank  loans  to  members  of  CongreM. 
4348. 

the  deposite  bill,  4358,  4371. 

monument  to  Washington,  4490,  4491. 

Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4578,  4580,  4581, 

4583,  4589. 
judiciary  bill,  4614,  4617. 
Lineoln,  Mr.«  Massacbusetta,  on  the  naval  appropriation 
bill,  3513. 

reorganix«tion  of  the  militis,  3778. 

contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3943. 

District  business,  3480,  3483,  3507, 3508. 

division  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  3587. 
Love,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  District  business,  3480. 

Indian  annuities,  4191. 

do.  treaties,  4560. 
Loirall*  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  the  general  appropriation  bill, 

3389. 
McCarty,  Mr.,  Indiana,  on  the  Michigan  memorial,  3155. 


McOiHy,  Mr.,  on  the  Cnmberlaiid  road  bill,  4539. 
resolution  relating  to  the  public  lands,  4661. 
McCoroaa,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  the  army  appropriation  bill, 
3466. 
fortification  bill,  3594. 
Post  Office  Department,  3783. 
harbor  bill,  4486. 
McKay,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  the  New  York  sufferer* 
from  fire,  3593,  3601. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3664^  3886, 

3937,  3969. 
Seminole  boatilities,  3733. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3330. 
bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3332,  3330. 
deposite  banks,  3357. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3543,  3593, 

3766. 
Post  Office  Department,  4056.  4113. 
fortification  bill,  4333,  4335,  4336. 
resolutions  for  reduction  of  duties,  4338^  4446. 
deposite  bill,  4350,  4366,  4368. 
inquiry  into  bank  loans  to  membera  of  Coogreas, 

4348. 
harbor  bill,  4387. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4583. 
McKennan,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  the  District  banks, 
3106,  3113,  3115,  3123,  3136. 
slavery  in  the  District,  3330. 
the  appropriation  bills,  3468. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3648,  3666. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  3923. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3287. 
Post  Office  Department,  3781,  4105. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas^  4379, 4380, 

4381. 
deposite  bill,  4340. 
McKeon,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  naval  aflfairs^  3163. 
sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York,  3301,  3601. 
France  and  United  States,  3318,  3319. 
relief  of  Alford  and  Brush,  2881. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3440. 
Mann,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  amending  the  rules,  1956. 
slavery  in  the  District,  3018,  3340. 
District  banks,  3108,  2133. 
sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York,  3310. 
West  Point  Academy,  3311. 
Smithsonian  legacy,  3336. 
the  appropriation  bills,  3469. 
executive  patronage,  3470,  2474^  3475. 
incendiary  publications,  3485. 
naval  appropriation  bill,  3508. 
pension  laws,  3535. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3633,  3633, 

3664,  3757,  3760,  2884^  3886,  3889,  2890. 
Seminole  hostilities,  3738,  3733. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  3936. 
bill  for  acceptance  of  vohintcers,  3335,  3345, 

3353. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3401,  3466. 
District  business,  3487,  3508,  3733. 
for  the  better  protection  of  the  Western  frontier, 

3593,  3765,  3768. 
Post  Office  Department,  3779, 3781,  3782,  3783, 
3785,  3787,  3788,  3809,  4055,  4056,  4057, 
4064,  4066,  4113,  4133. 
bill  for  relief  of  Letcher  and  Moore,  4193. 
pension  bills,  4384. 

on  providing  books  for  new  members,  4309. 
Ohio  boundary  bill,  4309. 
deposite  bill,  4346,  4350^  4359. 
harbor  bill,  4387. 
reduction  of  duties,  4446. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4583. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


IltDKX  TO  SPBAKEIIB'  NAMES  IS  THE  BOVSE  OF  RBPRBSENTATI7BS. 


ZXIll 


Mann,  Mr,,  on  tdditional  appropriatkm  bill»  4607. 
Manning,  Mr.,  South  Carolina,  on  abvery  in  the  Diatrict, 

2612. 
Martin,  Mr.,  Alabama,  on  Poat  OiRce  Department,  4t05. 

the  harbor  bill,  4388. 
Maaon,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Yirg^inia,  on  amending  the  rules,  1958. 

on  the  coMtitution  of  Micbii^an,  2077,  2080,  2084. 

conyention  with  Spain,  2141. 

naval  appropriationa,  2181. 

Prance  and  United  Statea,  2218. 

taking  up  appropriation  billn,  2343,  2352. 

French  affaira,  2518,  2607. 

Cumberhnd  road,  2596. 

conteated  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2631,  2632, 
2985,  2987. 

slaTery  in  the  Diatrict,  2660. 

convention  with  Spain,  2681,  3734. 

awarda  under  treaty  with  France,  2800. 

general  appropriation  bill,  3242,  3246,  3274, 
3316,  3319. 

bill  for  acceptance  of  volunteen,  3334. 

Diatrict  buaineaa,  3508. 

defence  of  the  Weatem  frontier,  3540. 

treaty  with  Mexico,  3723. 

Poat  Office  Department,  4115,  4134,  4536. 

bill  for  relief  of  Letcher  and  Moore,  4191,  4192. 

admiasion  of  Michigan  and  Arkanaaa,  4278,  4280. 

the  depoaite  bill,  4358. 

monument  to  T^aahinfton,  4491. 

acknowledging  the  independence  of  Tezaa,  4499. 
Maaon,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  bill  for  the  admiasion  of  Michi- 
gan into  the  Union,  4658. 

on  the  defence  of  the  Weatern  frontier,  3544, 
3547. 
Maury,  Mr.,  Tennesaee,  on  the  conteated  election  of 
Mr.  Graham,  2760,  2766,  2865,  2868,  2938. 

fortification  bill,  3735. 
May,  Mr.,  Illinois,  on  slavery  in  the  Diatrict,  1986. 

on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  helra  of  James  La- 
tham, 2642. 

Wisconain  Territory,  3094*  3095,  3201. 
Meroer,  Mr.,  Virf^inia,  on  amending  the  rulea,  1953, 
1955,  1956. 

alavery  in  the  District,  1967. 

District  banks,  2108. 

France  and  United  States,  2218. 

foHification  bill  of  laat  aession,  2265,  2267,  2268. 

the  appropriation  bills,  2469. 

executive  patronage,  2475. 

na%al  appropriation  bill,  2534»  S614. 

Cumberbad  road,  2596. 

conteated  election  of  Mr.  Graiiam,  2684,  2968, 
3984,  2989. 

Penaacola  and  Perdido  railroad,  2963,  2964. 

reaolution  proposing  to  allow  pay  to  Mr.  New- 
land  for  conteating  the  election  of  Mr.  Qraham, 
3015. 

•ufferera  by  lire  in  New  York,*3tl8,  3119. 

general  appropriation  bill,  3287,  3325. 

the  Ohio  and  Michigan  bill,  3317,  3328. 

bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3330,  3374. 

the  army  appropriation  bill,  3428,  3440,  3473, 
3474. 

District  buaincas  3507. 

reporton  abolition,  3757,  376*2. 

fortification  bill,  4331. 

deposite  bill,  4341,  4359,  4S68,  4371. 

harbor  bill,  4437,  4447,  4485. 
Miller,  Mr.,  Pennaylvania,  on  alavery  in  the  District, 
2315,  2320,  3541,  2609. 

Ohio  boundary  bill,  4310. 

the  depuaite  bill,  4358. 
Milligan,  Mr.,  Delaware,  on  the  contested  election  of 
Mr.  Graham,  3007. 


Milfigan,  Mr««  on  the  bill  to  aecure  Pea  Patch  iaiand, 

3226,  4068. 
Montgomery,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  ^the  Post  Office 

Depsrlment,  4065. 
Moore,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  the  army  appropriation  bill, 

3428. 
Morris,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  alavery  in  the  District, 

2007. 
Bank  of  the  United  Statea,  2939. 
dividing  the  proceeds  of  the  public  landa,  3680. 
Newland,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  the  conteated  election 

of  Mr.  Graham,  2767,  2861,  2864,  2884,  2937, 

2942,  3005. 
Owens,  Mr.,  Georgia,  on  aUvery  in  the  Diatrict,  1994, ' 

1996,  1997. 
depoaite  banks,  3707. 

report  on  abolition,  3758,  3759, 3761,  4028,  4029. 
lighthouse  bill,  4494. 
Indian  treaties,  4503. 
Parker,  Mr.,  New  Jersey,  on  amending  the  rules,  1955, 

1957. 
partial  appropriation  bill,  2175. 
naval  appropriations,  2181,  2505,  2507. 
Smithsonian  legacy,  3237. 
BuflTerers  in  Florida,  2439. 
New  York  auflTerera  from  fire,  2573,  2593. 
French  affaira,  2606. 
Seminole  hostilities,  2731. 
memorial  of  Tradea  Union,  2891. 
Pensacola  and  Perdido  railroad,  2964. 
Wisconain  Territory,  3201. 
Diatrict  buainesa,  3*476,  3507,  3721. 
Post  Office  Department,  3779,  3785,  4112,  4114. 
allowing  rationa  to  sufierera  in  Alabama,  4034. 
deposite  bill,  4343. 
harbor  bill,  4387,  4491. 
light-house  bill,  4494. 
judicial  bill,  4619. 
Parks,  Mr.,  Maine,  on  amending  the  rules,  1957. 
aufferera  m  Florida,  2440. 
do.  by  fire  in  New  ITork,  2711. 
amending  the  journal,  4058. 
Post  Office  Department,  4105. 
extending  the  penaion  system,  4339. 
the  deposite  bill,  4372. 
additional  appropriation  bill,  4607. 
judicial  bill,  4614. 
Patton,  Mr.,  Virrlnia,  on  alaverv  in  the  District,  1971, 

1991,  1996,  1998,  2657. 
on  the  appropriation  biU.«,  2349,  2470. 
sufferers  in  Florida,  2440. 
bill  for  limiting  the  term  of  office,  2634. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2930. 
allowing  pay  to  D.  Newland,  3089- 
Wiaconain  Territory,  3090,  3093,  3094,  3301, 

3307. 
navy  appropriationa,  3473,  3474,  3554. 
report  on  abolition,  3761,  4039. 
on  a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4081. 
on  altering  the  time  of  meeting  of  Congfesa,  4137. 

4138. 
the  admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4308. 
depoaite  bill,  4346,  4359. 
harbor  bill,  4440,  4448. 

bis  address  on  the  death  of  Mr.  Madison  being  an- 
nounced by  a  message  from  the  Preside nt, 
4563. 
judicial  bill,  4614, 4616,  4618. 
Pearce,  Mr.,  Rhode  Island,  on  naval  affairs,  2167,  2519. 
the  sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York,  2239,  2595. 

2601,  2636,  2712,  2717. 
executive  patronage,  2477. 
conteated  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2665,  3943. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


IXIV 


INDEX  TO  SPEAKERS*  NAMES  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  EEMtESENTATITES. 


Pctrce,  Mr.,  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  2938. 
allowini^  pay  to  D.  Kewfant),  3089. 
presentation  of  petition!,  3396. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3300. 
Post  Office  Department,  3779,  4064,  4134. 
inquiry  into  bank  loana  to  members  of  Con- 
gress, 4348,  4349. 
deponte  btlt,  4358. 
harbor  bill,  4380. 
liffht^house  bill,  4494. 
additional  appropriation  bill,  4608. 
Pearce,  Mr.,  Maryland,  on  the  Wiacontin  Territory  bill, 

3234. 
judicial  bill,  4617,  4619. 
Peyton,   Mr.,  Tennessee,   on  slavery  in  the  District, 

1969,  1970,  1976,  3172,  2333,  2661. 
the  appropriation  bills,  2468. 
executive  patronage,  2478,  2479. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3758,  3985, 

2986,  3988,  2980,  3006,  3007,  3014. 
the  Jackson  city  bill,  3004. 
reaolution  respecting  deposites  in  the  local  banks, 

3096,  3151. 
naval  aervice  bill,  3206. 
repealing  the  14th  aection  of  (he  United  States 

Bank  act,  3236,  3238. 
deposite  banka,  3308,  3315. 
defence  of  the  Westerp  frontier,  3530. 
treaty  with  Mexico,  3734,  3738. 
harbor  bill,  4387. 
Indian  treatiea,  4566. 

bill  for  suppressing  Indian  hoslilitiea,  4568. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4583,  4584^  4593. 
Phillips,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  the  sufferers  by  fire  at 

New  York,  2240,  2542. 
appropriation  bills,  2476. 
naval  appropriation  bill,  3506,  3507,  3577. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3389. 
report  on  abolition,  4029,  4032,  4053,  4061. 
admission  of  Michigan  snd  Arkansaa,  4259, 4260. 
light-house  hill,  4494. 
Post  Office  Department,  4536. 
judicial  bill,  4618. 
Pickens,  Mr.,  South  Carolina,  on  sufferers  by  fire  at 

New  York,  2207. 
ahvery  In  the  District,  1985,  2241. 
fortification  bill,  3865. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4280. 
Pierce,  Mr.,  New  Hampaliire,  on  slavery  in  the  District, 

1984. 
repelled  an  asssult  rosde  on  him  in  the  columns 

of  a  certain  newspaper,  2538. 
nn  the  deposite  banks,  3423. 
West  Point  Actdemy,  4569. 
Pinckneyi  Mr.,  South  Carolina,  on  the  Michigan  memo- 
rial, 2151. 
sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York,  2210. 
slavery  in  the  D  rrict,  2482,  2483,  2491,  25)5. 
nsval  service  bill,  3206. 
report  on  aboKCion,  3756,  3757,  3762,  3775. 
West  Point  Academy  bill,  4577. 
Potts,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  amending  the  journal, 

4060. 
Reed,  Mr.,  Massachusetts,  on  naval  affairs,  2164,  3203, 

3564. 
taking  up  appropriation  bills,  2352. 
fortification  bill  of  last  session,  2373. 
New  York  sufferers  by  fire,  2594. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2684. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2926. 
Jackson  city  bill,  3005. 
presentation  of  petitions,  3296. 
Ohio  and  M  chigan  bill,  3318. 


Read,  Mr.,  on  defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3536. 
Post  Ofiiee  Department,  3809,  4064,  4134. 
fortification  bill,  4332. 
Roocber,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  the  contested  electkni 

of  Mr.  Graham.  2642,  2688,  2868,  2884»  2886, 

3887,  2888,  1889.  3966,  3007. 
resolution  proposing  to  allow  pay  to  Mr.  New- 

land  for  contesting  the  election  of  Mr.  Graham, 

3015. 
bill  for  relief  of  Letcher  and  Moore,  4194. 
for  a  more  uniform  rule  of  computing  mileage, 

4194. 
extending  the  pension  system,  4339. 
deposite  hill,  4366. 
Reynolds,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  West  Point  Academy, 

2193. 
suspension  of  rules,  2487* 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  James  La- 
tham, 2650. 
Wisconsin  Territory,  3094. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3330. 
deposite  banks,  3357. 
Reynolds  Mr.,  Illinois,  on  the  division  of  the  proceeds 

of  the  public  binds,  3584. 
bill  for  relief  of  J.  B.  Janis,  4386. 
extending  the  pension  system,  4339. 
light-house  bill,  4494. 
hsrbor  bill,  4530. 

sdditional  appropriation  bill,  4608. 
bill  for  relief  of  James  Latbann,  3651. 
Ripley,  Mr.,  Louisians,  on  slavery  in  tbe  District,  10/7. 
the  Michigan  Mining  Company,  2143. 
Pensacola  and  Perdido  railrosid,  2963,  2965. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3008. 
amending  the  conatitution,  3017. 
naval  service  bill,  3203. 
bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteera,  3341. 
defenoe  of  the  Western  frontier,  3523. 
deposite  bill,  4366. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilitiea,  4583. 
judiciary  bill,  4613. 
Robertson,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  slavery  in  the  District, 

2019. 
executive  patronage,  2476. 
New  York  sufferers  by  fire,  2597,  2598,  2599, 

2601. 
naval  appropriation  bill,  3120. 
reaolutions  proposing  retrenchments,  3235, 3328. 
report  on  abolition,  3762,  3811,  4010. 
amending  the  journal,  4057. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas^  4305. 
harbor  bill,  4389,  4485,  4494. 
Indian  treaties,  4563. 
Indian  frauds  and  hoatilitiea,  4583. 
judiciary  bill,  4619. 
Russell,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  the  admission  of  Michigan 

and  Arkansas,  4251. 
Sevier,  Mr.,  Arksnsst,  on  the  bill  for  accepting  volun- 
teers, 3330,  3354. 
army  appropriation  bill,  3467. 
defence  of  Western  frontier,  3547. 
Indian  annuities,  4191. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4360. 
Shepard,  Mr.  W.  B..  North  Carolina,  on  the  District 

binks,  2103,  2104,  2106.  2111,  2115. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3631*  3634^ 

2636,  3638,  2639. 
on  setting  apart  days  for  District  business,  3015. 
watering  Pennsylvania  avenue,  3461. 
navy  appropriationa,  S474. 
District  business,  3477,  3478,  3496,  3719. 
repairing  Potomac  bridge,  4140. 
District  bsnks,  4437»  4559. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INDEX  TO  SPEAKERS*  NAMES  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 


XXT 


Sbepperd,  Mr.  A.  H.,  North  Carolina,  on  the  District 

banks,  3128. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2632,  3719. 

2888,  2943. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3240,   3246,  3248, 

3274,  3316,  3318,  3320. 
amending  the  journal,  4060. 
fortification  bill,  4331. 
Shields,  Mr.,  Tennessee,  on*the  bill  for  the  payment  of 

Tennessee  pensionerfli,  3677.* 
Pott  Office  Department,  3784, 3785, 3787,  3794. 
Slade,  Mr.,  Vermont,  on  slavery  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lombia, 1962,  1970,  2042.. 
presenting  an  anti-slavery  memorial,  3233. 
presentation  of  petitions,  3297. 
report  on  abolition,  4054. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4278. 
Smith,  Mr.,  Maine,  on  the  West  Point  Academy,  2192. 
Post  Office,  3488. 

nayal  appropriation  bill,  2512.  • 

Seminole  hostilities,  2727. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2924. 
offerers  by  fire  in  New  York,  3117. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3290.     - 
Post  Office  Department,  3780,  4108. 
deposite  bill,  4342. 
harbor  bill,  4387,  4389,  4466,  4531. 
Spangler,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  contested  election  of  Mr. 

Graham,  2699. 
a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4099. 
Speight^  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  the  contested  election 

of  Mr.  Graham,  2888,  2942. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  2923. 
incendiary  publicalions,  3945. 
JTackson  city  bill,  3003. 
amending  the  constitution,  3016. 
sufferers  by  fire  in  New  York,  3118- 
naval  service  bill,  3303. 
Kentucky  resolutions,  3331. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3390,  3328. 
presentation  of  petitions,  3397,  3398. 
report  on  abolition,  3761 . 
defence  of  Western  frontier,  3768. 
amending  the  journal,  4060,  4061. 
a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4099. 
on  the  bill  to  establish  a  hospital  at  Ocracoke  bar, 

4133. 
altering  the  time  of  meeting  of  Congress,  4137, 

413B. 
distributing  proceeds  of  public  lands,  4333. 
fortification  bill,  4332. 
deposite  bill,  4340,  4357. 
inquiry  into  bank  loans  to  members  of  Congrcas, 

4349. 
Storer,  Mr.,  Obio^  on  the  conatitution  of  Michigan,  2078, 

2080,  2095. 
Michigan  memorial,  2156. 
aufferers  by  fire  in  New  York,  2577. 
suppression  of  Indian  hostilities,  2778. 
Territory  of  Wisconsin,  3091,  3092. 
naval  appropriations,  3171. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3518. 
abolition  report,  4029. 
fortification  bill,  4204, 4328. 
admittim  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4306. 
harbor  bill,  4389,  4485. 
bill  for  suppressing  Indian  hostilities,  4568. 
additional  appropriation  bill,  4608. 
SutherUnd,  Mr.,  Pennsylvania,  on  amending  the  rules, 
.   1954.  * 

on  slavery  in  the  Diatrict,  1990. 
naval  appropriations,  2186,  2505,  3578. 
sufferers  by  fire  at  New  York,  2210. 
the  appropriation  bills,  3343,  3510. 
4 


Sutherland,  Mr.,  on  executive  patronage,  2475. 

increasing  the  custom-house  officers,  3146,  3147. 

DiBtrict  business,  3479. 

defence  of  Western  frontier,  3546. 

report  on  abolition,  3762,  3763. 

amending  the  journal,  4060. 

bin  to  regulate  the  compensation  of  officers  of 
revenue  cutters,  4305. 

harbor  bill,  4437,  4448,  4471,  4485,  4486,  4531, 
4534. 

light-house  bill,  4494. 

judicial  bill,  4613,  4614. 
Taylor,  Mr,,  New  York,  on  the  Post  Office  Department, 
4106. 

admission  of  Michigan  ijfkd  Arkansas,  4313. 
Thomas,  Mr.,  Maryland,  on  amending  the  rulei^  1957. 

slavery  in  the-District,  1973. 

District  banks,  3103,  3104,  3109,  3111,  3113, 
3114,  3133. 

executive  patronage,  3475. 

the  boundary  of  Ohio  and  Michigan,  3667,  3680. 

the  reaolutions  from  the  Legislature  of  Maryland, 
3333. 

.territorial  bills,  3334. 

Ohio  and  Michigan  bill,  3317. 

Post  Office  Department,  4128. 

the  Maryland  resolutions  for  distributing  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  public  land,  4177. 

the  admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4307* 

altering  the  rnles  of  the  House,  4499. 

judiciary  bill,  4613. 
lliompaon,  Mr.,  South  Carolina,  on  slavery  in  the  Dis- 
trict, 3004. 

naval  appropriations,  3183,  3669,  3306. 

taking  up  appropriation  bills,  3356. 

Post  Office  Department,  2540. 

contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2969. 

bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3335,  3353, 3375. 

army  appropriation  bill,  3467. 

defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3521,  3523, 
3791. 

District  business,  3722. 

report  on  abolition,  3762. 

allowing  rationa  to  sufferers  in  Alabama,  4049. 

amending  the  iournal,  4058. 

fortification  bill,  4197. 
Thomson,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  Michigan  memorial,  3145, 
3151. 

Diatrict  business,  3507. 

defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3765. 

fortification  bill,  4329, 4333. 
Toucey,  Mr.,  Connecticut,  on  New  York  suflTeren  by 
fire,  3599,  3716. 

the  Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3334. 

general  appropriation  bill,  3307. 

navy  do.,  3473. 

District  business,  3478. 

deposite  banks,  3707. 

Post  Office  Department,  4064. 

altering  the  time  of  meeting  of  Congress,  4138. 

admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4306. 
Towns,  Mr.,  Georgia,  on  the  fortification  bill,  3631. 
Turner,  Mr.,  Maryland,  on  the  removal  of  obstructions 
at  Havre  de  Grace,  3698. 

harbor  biH,  4485. 
Turrill,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  sufferers  in  Florida,  3445. 

the  harbor  bill,  4471. 
Underwood,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  appropriathm  bills^ 
3468,  2469. 

naval  appropriations,  3505. 
'    Seminole  hostilities,  3731. 

bill  for  reTief  of  Alford  ami  Brush,  3747. 

contested  election  of  Mr.  Grahsv.  3888,  3943. 
3984^3987.  ' 


Digitized  by 


Google 


xzvi 


INDEX  TO  BPBAKERft    NAMES  IN  THE  UOUtR  OF  REPRBflENTATITEV. 


Underwood,  Mr.,  on  tHowini:  pay  to  D.  NewUad,3084. 
Wisconiin  Territory  bill,  3221. 
preftentation  of  petitions,  3299. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3375. 
Diatri^t  business,  3477,  3479,  3460,  3507. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3518»  3542. 
Voat  Office  Department,  3782, 3810,  4132,  4134. 
fortification  bill,  3880. 
report  on  abolition,  4U8. 
bill  for  relief  of  Letcher  and  Moore,  4192,  4194. 

Knsion  bills,  4285. 
rbor  bill,  4389,  4484. 
judiciary  bill,  4616. 
Vanderpod,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  amendine  the  rules, 

1952. 
on  alavery  in  the  District,  1980,  2129. 
the  District  banks,  2105. 
aufferera  by  fire  at  New  York,  2199,  2598. 
appropriation  bills,  2358. 
ezecntive  patronage,  2471. 
pension  laws,  2525. 
the  contested  election  of  James  Graham,  2646, 

2719,  2887,  2939,  2984,  2985. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  3924. 
Jackson  city  bill,  3003. 
navy  appropriations,  3151. 
bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3352. 
Diftrict  business,  3481,  3483,  3721. 
United  SUtes  and  Mexico,  3730. 
amending  the  journal,  4062,  4063. 
altering  the  time  of  meeting  of  Congress,  4138. 
breach  of  privilege,  4283. 
fortification  bill,  4337. 
depoaite  bill,  4347,  4350,  4359. 
harbor  bill,  4382. 
District  banks,  4439. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4582,  4586. 
Vinton,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  amending  the  rules,  1956. 
slavery  in  the  District,  1972,  2132,  2536. 
constitution  of  Michigan,  2078,  2098. 
Seminole  hostilities,  2139. 
Michigan  Mining  Company,  2142. 
frauds  under  the  pre-emption  laws,  2517,  2518. 
erecting  a  monument  in  memory  of  Captain  N. 

Hale,  2557. 
CumberUnd  road,  2596. 
relief  of  Al ford  and  Bruah,  2883. 
Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3221. 
Ohio  and  Michigan  bill,  3318. 
navy  appropriationa,  3473. 
District  business,  3478. 
Choctaw  claims,  3616. 
depostte  banks,  3707. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier*  3766. 
Post  Office  Department,  4064. 
Indian  annuUies,  4173,  4174,  4191. 
appropriating  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 

4195. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4207,  4208, 

4213,  4300,  4305. 
deposite  bill,  4346,  4358,  4368. 
harbor  bill,  4388,  4390,  4447,  4493. 
on  altering  the  rulea  of  the  House,  4499. 
'Ward,  Mr.,  New  York,  on  erecting  a  monument  to  Cap- 
\  tain  N.  Hale'a  memory,  2134. 

the  appropriation  bills,  2468.  « 

Seminole  hottilitiei^  2726. 
Post  Office  Departmeat,  4132. 
West  Point  Academy,  4576. 
additional  appropriation  bill,  4607. 
acceptance  of  volunteers,  3371. 
Wardwell,  Mr.,  New  Yprk,  on  the  District  banks,  2186. 
partial  appropriation  bill,  2175. 
West  Point  Academy,  2192. 


the  pen 

Cumberland  road,  2596. 

memorial  of  Trades  Ujiion,  2891 . 

Dialrict  business,  3480. 

Poat  Office  Department,  3783. 

penaion  billa,  4384^  4285. 
Wasbingtoq.  Mr.,  Maryland,  on  District  buaineas,  3488. 

Potomac  Fire  Insurance  Company,  4490. 
Webater,  Mr.,  Ohio,  on  the  Cumberland  road  bill,  4539. 
White,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 

2933. 
White,  Mr.,  Florida,  on  Seminole  hoatilitiea,  2144^  3359. 

for  relief  of  aufierera  in  Florida,  3438, 3439,  2440, 
3444w 

naval  appropriation  bill,  2505,  3191,  3202. 

pay  of  volunteers,  2576. 

Seminole  hostilities,  2731. 

territorial  bills,  3334. 

general  appropriation  bill,  3389. 

bill  for  the  acceptance  of  volunteers,  3344, 3789. 

Indian  annuities,  4163,  4175. 

bill  for  suppressing  Indian  hoatilitiea,  4568. 
Whittleaey,  Mr.,  Ohio«  on  the  constitution  of  Michigan, 
3084. 

partial  appropriation  bill,  3173. 

pay  of  volunteers,  3576. 

increanng  custom-house  officers,  3147. 

bill  for  acceptance  of  volunteera,  3354,  3374. 

general  appropriation  bill,  3510. 

convention  with  Spain,  3735. 

Post  Office  Department,  3783,  4055,  4537. 

abolition  report,  4050,  4051. 

amending  the  journal,  4063. 

admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4279, 4S80, 
4306. 

fortification  bill,  4331. 

harbor  bill,  4448,  4471. 

judiciary  bill,  4616. 
Williams,  Mr.,  North  Carolina,  on  amending  the  rules, 
1954,  1955. 
*  on  slavery  in  the  Districti  1967,  1971. 

the  constitution  of  Michigan,  2084,  2090. 

District  banks,  2136,  3127. 

graduating  the  price  of  public  lands,  2133. 

Michigan  Mining  Company,  3143,  2144. 

J  martial  appropriation  bill,  3173,  3173. 
brtification  bill  of  last  session.  3364. 
Seminole  war,  3359,  3727. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3631,  3633, 

3007. 
Pensacola  and  Perdtdo  railroad,  3963. 
general  appropriation  bill,  3319. 
bill  for  accepting  volunteers,  3353. 
division  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  landsj  3580, 

4323. 
for  the  better  protection  of  the  Western  frontier, 

3594,  3764. 
Poat  Office  Department,  3779,  3810,  4536. 
admiaaion  of  Michigan  and  Arkanaaa,  4360,  4305. 
extending  the  pension  system,  4338. 
Williams,  Mr.,  Kentucky,  on  relief  of  suflTerera  in  Fiori- 

da»3440. 
pension  laws,  3536. 
pay  of  volunteers,  3576. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  3634^  3938. 
Seminole  hostilities,  3733. 
dimon  of  the  prooeedi  of  the  public  landf,  3360, 

3548,  3684. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3539. 
District  businesa,  3730. 
report  on  abolition,  4030. 
a  deciaion  of  the  Chair,  4098. 
altering  the  time  of  meeting  of  Congreaa,  4139. 
admiision  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas^  4306. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INDEX   TO    THE   APPENDIX. 


xxvn 


WUJiMiit*  Mr ,  on  depotite  bill,  4350. 
harbor  bill,  4389,  4532. 
^jodicUry  bill,  4613,  4615,  4617. 
l¥ise,  Mr.,  Virginia,  on  amendinff  tho  rulea,  1955. 

slavery  in  the  District,  1973,  1977, 1986,  3024, 

2137,  2497,  2498,  2533,  2534,   2535,  2536, 

2657,  2661,  2663. 
naval  affairs,  2160,  2161,  2515. 
partial  appropriation  bill,  2173,  2175. 
fortification  bill  of  last  session,  3268,  2279,  2295, 

2436,  2437. 
incendianr  publications,  2485. 
New  York  suflTerers  by  fire,  2594,  2598. 
Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  2924. 
contested  election  of  Mr.  Graham,  2962,  2970, 

2986,  2987,  2988,  2989. 
naval  service  bill,  3043,  3202,  3218. 
the  manner  of  making  deposites  in  local  banks, 

and  an  inquiry  into  the  agency  of  R.  M.  Whit- 
ney, 3095, 3149. 
Wisconsin  Territory  bill,  3222,  3223. 
resolution  proposing  an  inquiry  into  the  mode  of 

selecting  the  banks  of  deposite,  3231. 
'  territorial  bills,  3234. 


Wise,  Mr.,  on  general  appropriation  bill,  3241,  3242, 

3347. 
deposite  banks,  3249, 3308,  3357,  3375. 
presentation  of  petitions,  3296,  3297. 
-  notice  of  a  paragraph  in  the  CHobe,  3316. 
defence  of  the  Western  frontier,  3547,  3772. 
DSstrict  business,  3720. 
treaty  with  Mexico,  3723,  3737. 
Post  Office  Department,  3783,  3810,  4119,  4135. 
resolution  calling  on  the  President  for  an  account 

of  all  the  measures  which  had  been  taken  to 

suppress  Indian  hostilities,  3820. 
report  on  abolition,  4028,  4029,  4030,  4032. 
amending  the  iournal,  4057. 
a  decision  of  the  Chair,  4096. 
bill  for  relief  of  Letcher  and  Moore,  4193,  4194. 
admission  of  Michigan  and  Arkansas,  4207,  4208, 

4279,  4281. 
fortification  bill,  4332. 
harbor  bill,  43^7. 
Indian  treatien,  4502,  4503,  4504,  4549,  4566, 

4567. 
Indian  frauds  and  hostilities,  4580,  4582,  4592. 
supplying  public  documents,  4667. 


INDEX  TO  THE  APPENDIX. 


Message  of  the  President  at  the  opening  of  the  ses- 
sion, 1. 
Documents  accompanying  the  message,  12. 
Report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  11. 

of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  16. 

of  the  Postmaster  General,  19. 

of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  28. 

of  the  Commiaaoner  of  the  General  Land  Of- 
fice, 39. 

of  Mr.  Ewing,  from  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  on  the  bill  to  appropriate  for  a  limited 
time  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  public 
binds.  45. 

of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  on  the  public 
lands,  56, 

of  Mr.  Walker,  from  a  select  committee,  on  the 
subject  of  graduating  and  reducing  the  price  of 
the  public  landsi  63. 


Report  of  Mr.  Calhoun,  from  a  select  committee,  on  in- 
cendiary publicationf,  72. 

of  Mr.  Leigh,  on  the  Smithsonian  Institution,  for 
the  increase  and  difiusion  of  knowledge,  77. 

of  Mr.  Adams,  on  the  same  subject,  78. 

of  the  Secretary  of  War,  on  the  appropriations 
necessary  to  place  the  hind  and  naval  defences 
of  the  country  on  a  proper  footing,  80. 

of  the  SecreUry  of  the  Navy,  91. 
Letter  from  the  War  Department,  In  answer  to  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  Senate  calfmg  for  information  con* 
ceming  the  Indian  tribes,  96. 
Report  of  Mr.  Rugglea,  from  a  select  committee  ap- 
pointed  to  consider  the  state  of  the  Patent  Of- 
fice, and  the  laws  relating  to  the  issuing  of 
patents,  100. 

of  Mr.  Pinekney,  on  the  subject  of  slavery  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  104. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Digitized  by 


Google 


This  book  should  be  returned  to 
the  Library  on  or  before  the  last  date 
stamped  below. 

A  fine  of  five  cents  a  day  is  incurred 
by    retaining    it    beyond    the    specified 

time. 

Please  return  promptly* 


0CL2^^t-n 


Digitized  by  VjOOQjlC 


2044  090   122  979 


